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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———————

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Merciful God, how hard it is in these
days of contest and contention not to
keep score. Both outside and inside
these Chambers, we are hardwired to
tally wins and losses, but while this
may be the nature of things, forgive us
when we gloat over our enemy’s loss,
when we find ourselves selfishly satis-
fied when our opponent stumbles.

All around us there are countless sit-
uations where we find ourselves so in-
clined—internationally, when a hege-
monic power suffers not just the loss of
a certain battlefield advantage, but the
devastating attrition of its young men
and women sacrificed on the front line.
In war, O God, there is no rejoicing. We
pray for peace on both sides of the con-
flict in Ukraine and reconciliation for
all who have suffered so terribly and
unnecessarily.

So too we pray for ourselves as the
battle lines have been drawn between
parties, and the debate rages on all
sides. Remind us once more that to dis-
parage our opponent is no less an act of
hubris than it is to celebrate when our
adversary stumbles. Call us to our bet-
ter selves—with hearts and minds gov-
erned by the compassion You have
shown us time and again.

May Your mercy be our battle stand-
ard and Your love the weapon of our
choosing.

In the peace we find only in Your
name, we pray.

Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
the approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the
Journal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. CAREY) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. CAREY led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAREY). The Chair will entertain up to
15 requests for l-minute speeches on
each side of the aisle.

———

REMEMBERING LINDA SHANER

(Mr. RUIZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to honor and memorialize community
leader and advocate Linda Dale
Shaner.

Linda graduated from Imperial High
School in 1964 and dedicated her life to
improving the lives of others.

She committed her time and energy
to improving the health and well-being
of those in her community, especially
those in the Imperial Valley.

Despite her own diagnosis, Linda
showed her passion for fighting cancer
through her advocacy and volunteer
work with the American Cancer Soci-
ety Cancer Action Network for over 20
yvears and through her incredible con-
tributions to working on policies at the
local, State, and Federal levels.

Linda is survived by her husband
Steve, daughters Stephanie and Chris-
tina, and grandchildren Steve and
Avery.

A family and community mourns the
loss of a loved one, an advocate, and a
friend.

Today, we recognize her and thank
her.

NO BUDGET, NO PAY

(Mr. NICKEL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. NICKEL. Mr. Speaker, right now,
we are on the path to a government
shutdown caused by extremist Mem-
bers who are unwilling to put politics
aside, to do what is right for the coun-
try.

A government shutdown would be a
disaster for North Carolina. It would
leave 6,574 Federal workers in my dis-
trict without a paycheck, it would
jeopardize benefits for over 49,000 vet-
erans in my district, and it would hurt
our economy.

The last shutdown permanently cost
our country $3 billion. That was only a
partial shutdown. We can’t afford to do
that again.

That is why I have introduced the No
Budget, No Pay Act. This bill has a
simple idea: Members of Congress
shouldn’t get paid if we don’t do our
jobs.

I am proud to say this bill now has
bipartisan support in the House. I came
to Congress to get things done, and I
will continue to work in a bipartisan
way to avoid a government shutdown
and do what is right for North Caro-
lina.

———————

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2024

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
4365, and that I may include tabular
material on the same.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. DE
LA CRUZ). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 723 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4365.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. CAREY) to preside over
the Committee of the Whole.

0 0906
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4365)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2024, and for other
purposes, with Mr. CAREY in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

General debate shall be confined to
the bill and shall not exceed 1 hour
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and the ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or their respective designees.

The gentleman from California (Mr.
CALVERT) and the gentlewoman from
Minnesota (Ms. McCoOLLUM) each will
control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support
of H.R. 4365, the fiscal year 2024 De-
fense Appropriations bill, which is a re-
sult of months of hearings, briefings,
and engagements by all members of the
subcommittee.

To provide for our strong national
defense, this bill recommends $826.45
billion for the Department of Defense
and the intelligence community, which
is $27.8 billion above the fiscal year 2023
enacted level.

When I became chairman of the sub-
committee, I made it clear to the De-
partment they would not receive any
blank checks. Any requests that lacked
adequate justification, was early to
when the funds were needed, had un-
justified cost growth, or did not di-
rectly support DOD’s mission would
not be funded in the bill.

It is our constitutional obligation of
Congress and this committee in par-
ticular to ensure the proper and appro-
priate use of taxpayer funds. At a time
when the Department of Defense lead-
ership is more focused on cultural
issues than its warfighting mission,
this obligation is more critical than
ever.

I am proud to say that, due to the
hard work of the members of the sub-
committee, the bill funds our defense
needs in a fiscally responsible manner.

Specifically, this bill cuts nearly $20
billion from the President’s misguided
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request and reinvests these funds into
warfighting capabilities and additional
support for our servicemembers.

I also approached crafting this bill
with a comprehensive strategy focused
on specific lines of effort: investing in
America’s military superiority to deter
the People’s Republic of China; com-
bating illicit fentanyl and synthetic
opioids which are killing over 100,000
Americans every year; shaping a more
efficient and effective workforce; cre-
ating a culture of innovation; enhanc-
ing oversight of all programs to ensure
the appropriate use of taxpayer dollars;
and taking care of servicemembers and
their families.

To counter China, this bill doubles
funding for the International Security
Cooperation Programs for Taiwan, pro-
vides an additional $200 million to ac-
celerate the delivery of the E-7, pro-
hibits the decommissioning of four
ships to grow the fleet, adds aircraft
like the F-35 and the CH-53K, con-
tinues investments in next-generation
platforms, and supports recapitaliza-
tion of the nuclear triad.

To enhance DOD’s efforts to counter
the flow of deadly drugs into the coun-
try, the bill includes a historic invest-
ment of $1.1 billion in drug interdiction
and counterdrug activities account, in-
cluding increased funding for counter-
narcotics support, demand reduction,
the National Guard Counterdrug Pro-
gram, and the National Guard
Counterdrug Schools. The bill also
moves Mexico into the SOUTHCOM
area of responsibility, which will foster
a more holistic approach to Latin-
American security issues.

To drive reforms to the Department’s
workforce, this bill cuts over $1 billion
from the budget request for the Depart-
ment’s civilian workforce. This bill ac-
complishes this goal through attrition
while exempting employees engaged in
shipyard, depot, healthcare, and sexual
assault and response duties.

I want to be clear. No one will be
fired as a result of this language. Dur-
ing our analysis of the budget request,
the services and agencies across DOD
reported attrition rates as high as 14
percent. This bill directs DOD to adopt
smart business practices to become
more effective and efficient, which is
desperately needed.

The bill also mandates a reassess-
ment of DOD’s manpower require-
ments, a plan to adopt technology to
improve its business processes and pro-
vides $751 million for the Chief Data
and Artificial Intelligence Office to
further accelerate business moderniza-
tion.

This multipronged approach is crit-
ical to create a physically sustainable
and efficient workforce and is informed
by previous Defense reform efforts.

Next, we are aware the Department
must innovate faster to keep pace with
global threats. To do this, the bill in-
cludes over $1 billion to the Defense In-
novation Unit to get needed capability
into the hands of the warfighters. The
bill focuses on near-term delivery of
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capability and partnering with the pri-
vate sector. We cannot continue to
take decades to produce new systems
or, even worse, invest billions into pro-
grams that must be eventually can-
celed due to nonperformance.

To bridge the valley of death, the bill
includes $300 million to expand the suc-
cessful procurement pilot program,
APFIT. Further, it creates a new port-
folio to rapidly field commercial tech-
nologies for the warfighter through
nontraditional entities within the De-
partment.

To get the Department focused on its
warfighting mission and away from
culture wars, the bill includes a num-
ber of new general provisions to send a
clear message to the Department.
These include funding prohibitions on
teaching critical race theory, facili-
tating access to abortions that attempt
to ignore the long-standing Hyde
amendment, overreach by the Biden
administration on climate change, and
promoting so-called diversity, equity,
and inclusion programs.

The fact that the committee has to
address these issues reflects the failure
of the Department’s leadership.

Finally, investments in weapons sys-
tems do not matter if we fail to invest
in our most important resource, our
servicemembers. With changes in this
bill, junior enlisted servicemembers
will receive an average pay increase of
30 percent. This will have a significant
impact on recruitment, retention, and
will improve the quality of life for our
servicemembers and their families. I
was shocked to see that the Biden ad-
ministration opposed a pay increase in
their Statement of Administration Pol-
icy.

As an appropriator, it is our responsi-
bility to ensure our military has the
resources necessary to deter conflict
and, if we do get into a fight, that we
win and they lose. This bill makes it
clear to any adversary that challenging
the United States military is not in
their best interest.

Before I close, I will comment on the
number of amendments we have re-
ceived for this bill. I am supportive of
this open, transparent, and inclusive
process. However, we have to be mind-
ful not to rob our readiness accounts to
fund other priorities. I look forward to
working with all Members on this as
we move forward in the process

Finally, I thank all the staff for the
incredible work they do to vet the
budget request, work with the Mem-
bers, put forward recommendations,
and assemble the final product.

As my ranking member and former
chair, Ms. McCoLLUM, knows, putting
together this bill is not an easy task,
so I thank her and her staff for their
cooperation.

This is a strong bill for our service-
members and their families.

I look forward to working with my
friends on the other side of the aisle,
the Senate, and the administration to
enact a bill as soon as possible. Not
doing so is a disservice to the men and
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women of the United States Armed
Forces.

I strongly urge support of this bill.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in opposition to H.R.
4365, the Department of Defense Appro-
priations Act, 2024.

As chair of the subcommittee last
Congress, I understand fully the dif-
ficult process required to put this bill
together. That is why I thank the mi-
nority staff here with me today, Jen-
nifer Chartrand, Jason Gray, Farouk
Ophaso, Ben Peterson, and Mike Clark
in my personal office, and Johnnie
Kaberle and the fabulous minority staff
that gets to work with the great ma-
jority staff, who work so hard for all of
us.

I wish the bill before us was more fo-
cused on our job as appropriators, on
training and equipping our troops and
ensuring that our servicemembers and
their families have their needs met at
home. That is why it is disappointing
to see the majority use the appropria-
tions process and the Defense bill to
push an extreme social policy agenda.

The riders included in this bill di-
vide. They do not unite. Here are just a
few examples.

The bill prohibits the Department of
Defense’s policy to ensure that service-
members and their families have access
to leave and travel allowances for basic
reproductive healthcare. The Depart-
ment’s policy is legal under Federal
law. The Department of Justice has
concluded that fact: ‘“The Department
of Defense may lawfully expend funds
to pay for servicemembers and their
dependents to travel to obtain abor-
tions that DOD cannot itself perform
due to statutory requirements.”

Why is it important that the DOD
itself cannot perform due to statutory
requirements? Well, first, to be clear, 1
do not support the Hyde amendment,
but let me address it and what this pro-
hibition does even to services legal
under the Hyde amendment. It pro-
hibits the DOD from using funds or fa-
cilities to perform an abortion except
in the cases of rape, incest, or when the
life of the mother is in danger. That is
not in keeping with the spirit of the
Hyde amendment.

What does that mean to the nearly 20
percent of our force who are women?
They do not get to choose where they
serve. BHighty thousand of those women
are stationed in States that restrict re-
productive healthcare. If you serve in
those States and are pregnant because
of rape or are on a base that does not
offer obstetrics and gynecology serv-
ices, then you must travel. You must
travel out of State for healthcare that
you are entitled to.

This bill interprets the Hyde amend-
ment in a way that was never intended.
Many servicewomen and dependents
will lose access to the exceptions of the
Hyde amendment if they are not al-
lowed to travel to seek the healthcare
that they need.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

This language, in fact, is a de facto
national abortion ban, and I believe
using our servicemembers to do that is
shameful. Young women will refuse to
serve. Women will exit the force be-
cause of this. Husbands and fathers will
not want to serve in States where their
families will be negatively impacted.

That is why I offered an amendment
in the Committee on Rules to strike
this provision, but the majority chose
not to make it in order. I wish they
had. I wish we all would have had the
courage to bring this to the floor and
allow a debate that our servicemem-
bers deserve.

The majority has also cut programs
for diversity, equity, and inclusion,
which will discourage recruitment
from all across America. The private
sector is embracing programs like this
to keep a happy, healthy, forceful
workforce.

There is language in here that bans
critical race theory, but it goes far be-
yond that, Mr. Chair. In fact, the bill
seeks to define what can and cannot be
taught in our military academies on
whether or not certain topics cause dis-
comfort. This language reads like a ban
on teaching American history.

Sometimes facts are uncomfortable.
As a former social studies teacher, I
want you to know, Mr. Chair, I find
this outrageous.

How can our military academies tell
the history of the Civil War without
teaching about slavery? That is uncom-
fortable.

How can they discuss the story and
history of desegregation in the mili-
tary without talking about the Jim
Crow laws that our Black servicemem-
bers had to struggle with when they re-
turned home from war? That is uncom-
fortable.

We should be celebrating that the
DOD is about to be led by two distin-
guished Black Americans for the first
time in history, Secretary of Defense
Lloyd Austin and Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs General C.Q. Brown, who
is incoming to this position. Their
service shows us how building a diverse
workforce can take us into a proud fu-
ture.

There are provisions in this bill that
are offensive to gay, lesbian, bisexual,
and transgender Americans, and that
will impact who serves. The ban on
gender-affirming care will drive
transgender servicemembers out of the
military.

Why, Mr. Chair, do we have an IRS
provision on the tax treatment of indi-
viduals who hold the belief that mar-
riage is a union between one man and
one woman in this bill? It is not ger-
mane. Words matter.

Divisive riders will hurt the military,
undermine readiness, and make our na-
tional security weaker. They must
come out of this legislation if we are to
gain bipartisan support for this to be-
come law.

Now, turning to the numbers, the
majority has funded this bill at $826.4
billion, very close to the President’s
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budget, but I am concerned about cuts
in two areas.

First, the majority has made a $714
million cut to military climate pro-
grams and banned the assessment of
climate impacts on the Department.
We know that climate change is a na-
tional security threat, and it drives
conflict. Ask our Indo-Pacific Com-
mander. He will tell you that climate
change impacts how United States
forces operate.

Our military installations also face
threats from climate change right here
at home. Look at the $10 billion in
damage from severe weather events on
installations, like Tyndall Air Force
Base, Offutt Air Force Base in Ne-
braska, and Camp Lejeune in North
Carolina. This spring alone, a typhoon
seriously damaged Anderson Air Force
Base in Guam to the tune of $4 billion,
and that is just the Air Force cost.

When we cut climate programs, we
pay for it on the back end.

I also oppose the $1.1 billion in cuts
to civilian personnel in this bill. Ten
years ago, Congress directed DOD to
cut civilian personnel by $10 billion
over 5 years. We achieved no substan-
tial savings. We shifted the workforce
from civilian employees to expensive
contractors.

Mr. Chair, I have a long history of bi-
partisan cooperation, and I am proud of
that. I am confident that Chair CAL-
VERT and I can find a way to get agree-
ment in conference so that we can
move the Defense spending levels for-
ward, but I have to say again how dis-
appointed I am that the majority has
included these extreme social policy
riders. They will undermine the force
of today, discourage building the force
of tomorrow, and leave us weaker as a
nation.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
oppose this bill at this time, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, let’s be
clear about what critical race theory
is. It is a divisive, leftwing intellectual
construct that advances the notion
that racism is systematic in our coun-
try’s institutions. It advocates for
race-based solutions and rejects equal
opportunity in favor of equal out-
comes.

My friends on the other side like to
deride the prohibition in our bill for
funding activities that promote, in
part, condoning an individual feeling
discomfort, guilt, or anguish. They
claim that the bill will prohibit teach-
ing uncomfortable historical truths,
but they always omit the last part of
that statement, which is ‘“‘on account
of that individual’s race or sex.”

Do my friends on the other side real-
ly want to fund activities that debase
individuals because of their race or
sex? I don’t think so. I reject it, and
this bill rejects it.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ), the
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ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Military Construction, Veterans Af-
fairs, and Related Agencies, which is so
important to the defense of our Nation.

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr.
Chair, I rise to oppose this bill because
it is incomprehensible to me that the
majority would actually spend as much
time—really, any time—on culture war
riders and focusing on their extremist
priorities as opposed to protecting the
national security interests of our Na-
tion.

Here we are, once again, considering
a bill that has no chance of becoming
law as we hurdle recklessly toward a
costly government shutdown that will
be damaging most importantly to the
morale of our troops, which this bill
purports to actually want to protect,
and to the defense of our Nation.

Worse, this historically bipartisan
national security bill has been hi-
jacked by radical rightwing extremists.
Instead of confronting grave national
security threats like climate change,
this bill is riddled with bigoted attacks
on Americans who bravely serve our
Nation. It needlessly politicizes the
military and undermines the freedoms
of those who risk their lives to protect
ours.

My colleagues across the aisle were
tasked with crafting a Defense bill that
supports all of our servicemembers, not
just those who are White, straight, and
conservative, and they failed miserably
on that mission.

I won’t stand idly by as culture war-
riors try to undermine the service of
LGBTQ+ individuals who bravely
fought and continue to fight for our
country every day.

To top it off, listen to this: The re-
port that goes along with this bill puts
the word ‘‘extremism” in quotes. Re-
publicans can’t even admit that this is
a real concept or threat.

I plead with my Republican col-
leagues to put forward a Defense bill
that focuses on the real needs of the
members of our military, focuses on
the actual national security interests
of our country, and stops feeding the
extremism that is actually emanating
from their own party. I beg them to
stop using this critical bill, one that
we literally count on to keep every
American family safe, as a disruptive
wedge for partisan, discriminatory
policies.

Keep America strong. Don’t divide it.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from OKkla-
homa (Mrs. BICE), a member of the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mrs. BICE. Mr. Chair, I rise in strong
support of this year’s Defense appro-
priations bill, and I thank Chairwoman
GRANGER and Chairman CALVERT for
their hard work in crafting this impor-
tant bill.

Today, our Nation faces serious
threats from our adversaries—in par-
ticular, the People’s Republic of China.
This legislation focuses on delivering
the resources needed to counter these
threats and to support our servicemem-
bers and their families.
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The bill includes one of the largest
pay increases for our troops in years,
particularly for our junior enlisted, as
well as needed investments in next-
generation fighter aircraft, sub-
marines, and modernized tactical vehi-
cles.

I am also pleased that the bill focuses
on combating the illicit flow of opioids
and fentanyl into the country, which is
killing countless Americans on a daily
basis.

The legislation takes needed steps to
ensure that the DOD is focused on its
core mission of being the most lethal
and effective fighting force on the
planet, not on advancing a woke agen-
da.

Lastly, I am pleased that the bill in-
cludes important Defense priorities in
the State of Oklahoma, including fund-
ing to accelerate the E-7, which will be
based at Tinker Air Force Base.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield
2Y% minutes to the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. JACOBS), who is on the
Committee on Foreign Affairs as well
as a very important member of the
Committee on Armed Services.

As many military leaders have told
us, diplomacy, defense, and develop-
ment go together. The more we don’t
spend in those venues, the more bullets
we have to buy.

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Chair, I rise today
in a unique position to oppose this bill,
especially section 8146.

I am proud to represent San Diego,
the largest military community in the
country. I am also proud to serve as
one of the youngest Members of this
body and the youngest woman on the
House Committee on Armed Services.

I am in a unique position to under-
stand the importance of access to re-
productive healthcare, including abor-
tion and fertility care for our service-
members and their dependents, be-
cause, as a young woman, reproductive
care is my healthcare. That is the case
for the 1.62 million women of reproduc-
tive age in the military health system,
too, not to mention our LGBTQ+ serv-
icemembers, who already have dif-
ficulty accessing necessary care. This
care is essential to our health, well-
being, freedom, economic security, and
empowerment, and for our national se-
curity, too.

That is why I am thankful for DOD’s
policy that covers the travel and trans-
portation costs for abortion and fer-
tility care, a policy that is consistent
with the law. This is so important now
that nearly half of all servicewomen
are stationed in States with abortion
restrictions because our servicemem-
bers have little say in where they are
stationed. They can’t freely take days
off work, and many can’t afford to
travel thousands of miles and pay out
of pocket to receive the care they need
and deserve.

DOD’s policy took important steps to
address those barriers and make our
military more accessible and inclusive.
That is why I will proudly fight for our
servicemembers, who have fought so
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much for all of us here today. The least
we can do is ensure they have their
necessary healthcare.

For this reason, at the appropriate
time, I will offer a motion to recommit
this bill back to committee.

If the House rules permitted, I would
have offered the motion with an impor-
tant amendment to this bill. My
amendment would strike section 8146.

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD
the text of my amendment.

Ms. Jacobs moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 4365 to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with the following amendment:

Strike section 8146.

Ms. JACOBS. Mr. Chair, I hope my
colleagues will join me in voting for
the motion to recommit.

Before 1 yield, I will also mention
that while I am opposed to this bill in
general, I am very proud of a bipar-
tisan amendment that we were able to
get into the en bloc that would set
aside $5 million in additional funding
to recruit and retain direct-care staff
in CDCs.

I have heard time and again that
staffing shortages are the main driver
of our military childcare crisis. In my
community that has sacrificed and
served so much for us, recently, more
than 4,000 military children were wait-
ing for childcare spots at San Diego’s
military childcare centers. This
amendment will help military families
access the care they need so they can
focus on the mission instead of won-
dering where their kids are placed or
taken care of.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MIKE GARCIA), a member of
the Committee on Appropriations and
a champion for our members in the
military.

Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California. Mr.
Chair, I thank Chairman CALVERT for
this historic bill, and I rise today in
support of this very conservative DOD
appropriations package.

I remind the American people that
the purpose of the military is twofold.
The first is to deter a war if diplomacy
fails, to augment diplomacy in that de-
terrence. The second is, if by the ex-
haustion of all means we have to go to
war, to actually give the American
people the tools to win the war and
keep our security. That is it, to deter a
war and win a war.

This bill does exactly that. It trims
the fat and removes the excess pro-
grams, the woke CRT programs, within
the current policies under this admin-
istration. It also critically funds our
Nation’s most essential programs, like
the F-35, the Columbia-class submarine,
the B-21 Raider, which I am proud is
made in my beautiful district, Califor-
nia’s 27th Congressional District.

It removes Mexico from a command
that is kind of an orphan right now by
itself. During this open-border policy,
we are now removing Mexico and put-
ting it back into SOUTHCOM so that
the combatant commanders can treat
Mexico as the threat that it is to our
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southern border and the influx of im-
migrants.

That is very important, but with all
those things as important as they are—
the weapons systems, the change of
Mexico to SOUTHCOM—the single big-
gest thing that we are taking care of,
the single biggest asset within our
military that we are taking care of, is
our troops.

I stood at this podium about 6
months ago and said I would not sup-
port a Defense Department spending
bill or an NDAA that did not ade-
quately address the pay issues, espe-
cially that our junior enlisted have
right now. About a third of junior en-
listed live below the poverty line.
About a third of our enlisted qualify
for food stamps right now.

I am very proud that our Committee
on Appropriations’ Subcommittee on
Defense was able to reconcile and ad-
dress this adequately. The starting pay
of a junior enlisted El1 was $22,000 a
year.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I yield an
additional 30 seconds to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. MIKE GARCIA of California. The
starting salary of an El1 in the military
right now is $22,000 a year. That is the
equivalent of $11 an hour.

This bill takes that to $31,200, gives
them parity with their civilian coun-
terparts, and addresses the record-high
civilian pay gap of our junior enlisted.

Mr. Chair, I urge support of the DOD
appropriations package and a ‘‘yes”
vote on the bill.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, everyone
is welcome to serve in an All-Volunteer
Army. We need everyone to feel that
they are welcome to serve in our All-
Volunteer Army, and that sometimes
means doing a little extra outreach.

I had to do that with my military
academies to let all the students know
that this was a great opportunity for
them to get a great education and
serve our country.

It was outreach. It was inclusion. It
reached out to diversity. It has made
our military academies stronger for
that.

The bottom line for me is, if you are
willing to take the oath of office, if you
are willing to put your life on the line
for our country, and you can get
through boot camp and want to serve
our country, you are welcome to serve.

Mr. Chair, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. CASE),
who is a fabulous member of the Sub-
committee on Defense and invaluable
in helping us understand our chal-
lenges in the Indo-Pacific.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to this measure, and I must say to
my friend and the chair of the sub-
committee and to my majority col-
leagues that it is deeply frustrating
and deeply regretful to have to stand in
opposition to a bill that, in so many
ways, is a very good bill.

My colleague Mr. GARCIA reflected in
his comments just now on many provi-
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sions of the bill with which I can agree.
This bill does great things for the Indo-
Pacific. It is eyes wide open to the
threat of China. It funds the Pacific
Deterrence Initiative. It provides for
strengthening our relationships with
allies and partners. It helps our serv-
icemembers.

There is so much good in this bill, so
what is so frustrating is to see it in-
fected with the same kind of partisan
provisions and divisive issues that, for
a long time, have not been a part of the
Subcommittee on Defense. This has
been a refuge of sorts from the culture
wars, from the division that we have
seen elsewhere. It now no longer is, and
this is the consequence.

The consequence is division in the
Department of Defense and in our rela-
tions with and review of the Depart-
ment of Defense, which should not be
infected by these areas for a Depart-
ment that is, again, very realistic
about the threats we face.

My colleagues have talked about a
lot of these issues already that create
fatal flaws in this bill, but I am going
to focus on one, and that is climate
change. Oh, no. Let’s not say those
words, ‘‘climate change.”” Somehow, we
are all supposed to react to this as if it
is some kind of thing that we can put
up on the shelf.

The Department of Defense does not
ignore climate change. The Depart-
ment of Defense has had its eyes wide
open for decades now on the risks of
climate change.

We can go back, for example, to Jan-
uary 2019, which is one of its most re-
cent reports. This is a report from the
DOD, “Report on Effects of a Changing
Climate to the Department of De-
fense.” Is that a better way to say it?

I quote from the executive summary:
“The effects of a changing climate are
a national security issue with potential
impacts to the Department of Defense
missions, operational plans, and instal-
lations. Our 2018 National Defense
Strategy prioritizes long-term stra-
tegic competition with great power
competitors. ... To achieve these
goals, DOD must be able to adapt cur-
rent and future operations to address
the impacts of a variety of threats and
conditions, including those from
weather and natural events. To that
end, DOD factors in the effects of the
environment into its mission planning
and execution to build resilience.”

That is pretty realistic on the part of
the DOD. This is followed up by very
definite reports, including the ‘‘Depart-
ment of Defense Climate Adaptation
Plan” from September 1, 2021; the ‘‘Cli-
mate Adaptation Plan 2022 Progress
Report”’; and the ‘‘Climate Risk Anal-
ysis,”” October 2021.

DOD is not ignoring this issue how-
ever you want to label it, nor can it.
Shall we ignore the rise in sea level at
Pearl Harbor, where we are investing
billions and billions of dollars? Shall
we ignore the consequences to Guam
from hurricanes? Of course, we need to
do this.
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Let’s get away from this approach of
defunding climate risk analysis in the
DOD.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, to my
friend, we fund resilience in this bill.
What we don’t fund is electrifying
Bradleys and tanks, which makes no
sense.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I am pre-
pared to close as we have no further
speakers.

I say again how sad I am to be dis-
appointed to see these divisive riders in
the bill. They are all to gratify the ex-
treme right of a few people in the Re-
publican Party.

I also don’t make a habit of compli-
menting the Senate, but we should
take note that their appropriators are
operating in a bipartisan fashion. Their
Defense bill was passed out of com-
mittee 27-1 because it had no divisive
language, and it made cooperation pos-
sible.

Go back and watch our markup of
this Defense bill, and you just have to
ask yourself: Are we doing our job as
appropriators? We are not discussing
our increasingly broken military
healthcare system, which I have heard
from military family and servicemem-
bers, both here at home and when I
have traveled abroad on bases; the lack
of support for mental health; the lack
of access, even here in the United
States, to immediate healthcare con-
cerns for themselves and their family
members.

As I pointed out, we are solely now
facing lack of obstetrics and gyne-
cology on our military bases right here
in the United States, making necessary
the travel that the Department of De-
fense put in for women servicemembers
and women family members to get
their full healthcare needs.

We could be talking about the merits
of supporting Ukraine and how the de-
mocracies are coming together to show
Communism and terrorism that we
stand united in our goals and prin-
ciples; or we could be talking about
how to jump-start shipbuilding to com-
pete with what China is already doing
in the Indo-Pacific, but we spent our
markup arguing about extreme social
policies that have no place in this bill.

Now we are running out of time with
the shutdown fast approaching. Our
servicemembers and their families
have made a tremendous, considerable
sacrifice to serve our Nation. The least
we can do is give them a government
that stays open and pays them on time.

Now, I know Chairwoman GRANGER
and Chairman CALVERT and I believe
that we can get this job done, but the
majority must show that it can govern
in a bipartisan fashion and work with
us to get these bills done. That is what
we have done plenty of times and what
I am hopeful we will do in the future.
For right now, I have to ask my col-
leagues to oppose this bill, and let’s get
the appropriations process back on a
bipartisan track.
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Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I thank
the gentlewoman for her comments,
and I know that eventually we will
work out our differences, but, yes, I
admit, this bill prohibits funding for
drag queen story hour for kids and drag
queens in recruitment. I had to choose
between building ships or those Kkinds
of decisions. I chose the ships.

With that, this debate going forward,
I want to talk about the readiness of
our military operations, building the
necessary equipment to make sure that
our men and women win any war that
we may have to involve ourselves in.
Hopefully none.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chair, | rise today in op-
position to this Defense Appropriations Bill.
This bill is historically an opportunity to come
together on a bipartisan basis to make invest-
ments that further American leadership around
the world. protect our national security. sup-
port American workers and servicemembers.
and promote global democracy. | come from a
defense state. | have always been proud that
this bill creates jobs in Connecticut and boosts
my district’s long-term economy.

| have supported this critical legislation in
the past. But | cannot support this bill, which
harms our military readiness by undermining
morale and failing to support our
servicemembers with its divisive policy riders.
Neither the Army. Navy nor the Air Force have
been unable to meet their recruiting goals, and
this bill will do nothing to rectify this situation—
it will only make it harder to recruit and retain
service members.

At a time when the Department of Defense
is struggling to meet readiness goals, this bill
cuts $1.1 billion in salaries for civilian posi-
tions. Research, development, acquisition, and
oversight efforts will all suffer from these dras-
tic cuts. The work still needs to get done so
the Department will have to hire contractors—
which are more expensive and less bang for
the buck.

And nearly three-quarters of a billion dollars
cut from climate-related programs and a ban
on the effort to reduce carbon pollution will tie
our hands in the face of the national security
risk that will define this century.

House Republicans are using annual fund-
ing bills as vehicles to further their goal of
making abortion illegal nationally and spread-
ing hate and discrimination. Republicans have
once again discarded the majority of the
American people’s views and injected their
own beliefs into the deeply personal health de-
cisions of women and families. This bill bans
funding for expenses incurred for the repro-
ductive health care needs of servicemembers
and their families.

When women consider serving in our na-
tion’s military, they should not have to weigh
whether or not politicians in Washington, D.C.
think they should have access to reproductive
care. They should not worry that an unplanned
pregnancy could disrupt their ability to serve
or derail the plans they are making for their
family. We should trust the American people
to make these decisions for themselves—and
we should especially trust those who have
made the decision to selflessly serve in Amer-
ica’s armed forces.
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By using this legislation to attack LGBTQ+
servicemembers, ban funding for diversity ef-
forts, and stand between American service
personnel and their doctors, the majority is ex-
changing America’s military readiness for
cheap political points in the face of escalating
conflicts abroad. The bill gives broad license
to discriminate and protects disseminators of
misinformation while limiting the free speech
of those who express ideas the majority op-
poses.

This bill is dangerous, and this bill leaves
women and minority servicemembers behind.
Diversity of background and culture is and has
long been the preeminent strength of our Na-
tion’s military. And it will continue to be. | urge
my colleagues to oppose this bill.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, | rise in
strong opposition to H.R. 4365—the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2024.

This offensive attempt at an appropriations
bill is being used by Republicans to sneak
partisan and damaging policies under our
noses.

H.R. 4365, which should be earnestly at-
tempting to best support the Department of
Defense, however, does not reflect the input
of nearly half the Members of this body and is
strongly opposed by the ranking members
who sit on the very committee this bill origi-
nated from.

In order to further promote a culture war,
the members who oversaw this bill are going
to put many Americans at risk.

First, they are targeting the many brave
servicewomen currently employed by the De-
partment of Defense by directly going against
the Secretary of Defense’s promises for them
to have access to reproductive healthcare re-
gardless of their station.

Women currently make up 1 in 5 members
of our military.

Denying them their previously promised abil-
ity to check their reproductive health is not
only dangerous, but also grossly irresponsible.

The loss of these rights also increases the
risk for low retention amongst female
servicemembers who need these benefits this
bill would strip away.

Second, the bill targets the LGBTQ+ com-
munity, who are increasingly victimized by Re-
publican agendas around the country.

Regardless of your beliefs, it is important to
treat everyone with respect and equality,
which this bill does not do.

This bill would prohibit hormone therapy or
surgical treatment for gender affirming care,
directly affecting those who experience gender
dysphoria.

Individuals who feel they do not belong in
their own body is a serious issue and has led
to 1 in 5 transgender and nonbinary young
people attempting suicide in the past year.

Our priority as the legislative body of this
country is to protect the wellbeing of ALL citi-
zens, regardless of personal beliefs and
ideologies.

The language in this legislation would fur-
ther embolden those who wish to commit
harm and violence against a minority group al-
ready facing so much hardship, both socially
and legally.

This is unacceptable.

The lives and wellbeing of those who live
across the country should not be put at risk
simply to push a regressive agenda that does
not promote the diversity of our nation but
rather seeks to suppress it.
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This brings me to my third point, which is
the underhanded way Republicans sought to
eliminate “Critical Race Theory” or “CRT".

Let me be clear: Republicans have a
warped understanding of what this term
means, and they are using it as a means to
remove any diversity in education.

Critical Race Theory is a collegiate field of
study that examines the complex ways in
which race fits into the structures of our soci-
ety; it is not an attack on white people for their
history, just as it does not victimize Black peo-
ple based on ours.

Based on an incorrect definition, Republican
leaders at all levels of government have
worked to eliminate all diverse viewpoints pro-
viding a complete framework of the history of
this country, and instead wash over the nega-
tive to present a false narrative.

At the same time, legislation aimed at ele-
mentary schools against Critical Race The-
ory—which again, is only offered at the colle-
giate level—deprives diverse students of hear-
ing their voice reflected accurately in the his-
tory of this multicultural nation.

Another issue with this Defense Appropria-
tions bill is the cut of $714 million to adapt
military equipment to be more climate friendly.

Climate change is a crisis that requires
global attention and efforts.

The refusal to even allow for updating our
military alternative source of energy is regres-
sive and promoted under a false message.

It was not Biden who indicated that he want-
ed an “all electric” fleet of tanks as is com-
monly stated, but rather the United States
Army.

This part of the bill stands directly in the
way of innovation as well as keeping us from
doing our part in the world to strive towards a
net zero future.

In 2020 alone, the United States military
was responsible for 51 million tons of carbon
dioxide released into the atmosphere; more
than most countries.

But now, when the U.S. Army decides for
themselves that they want to scale back on
their emissions, certain members in Congress
want to limit their choice.

One bright spot of this bill—though it is
short-lived—is the Jackson Lee Amendment
[No. 90/No. 233] to H.R. 4365 that was made
in order by the committee.

The Jackson Lee Amendment [No. 90/No.
233] to H.R. 4365 seeks to allocate $10 mil-
lion to fund triple negative breast cancer re-
search.

This issue is extremely important, especially
for the brave men and women in the military,
who are up to 20—40 percent more likely to
develop breast cancer.

| must offer my appreciation to both the mili-
tary and the Biden administration for making
research into breast cancer a priority, but
there is still work to be done.

This amendment would allow for more re-
search so we can one day hopefully learn a
way to reduce the number of military per-
sonnel affected by breast cancer.

Several initiatives | have designed in the
past have aided active-duty servicemen and
women along with veterans, such as enforcing
accurate reporting of maternity mortality rates
among the Armed Forces, addressing physical
and mental health concerns, and securing au-
thorization for Triple Negative Breast Cancer
as well as Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder.

I am very proud of the work that | and Con-
gress have done to address the health con-
cerns of active duty and veteran servicemen
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and women, but there are still improvements
to be made.

The men and women who are on the front
lines or have already completed their valiant
service to this country have many pressing
issues and challenges they already must face;
breast cancer should not be one of them.

While this amendment is important, the neg-
atives of this defense appropriations bill vastly
outweigh this positive amendment—which is
why H.R. 4365 must be voted down.

Access to abortion and fertility care is es-
sential to a person’s freedom, including for
service members, to make decisions about
their health and well-being, and having control
over their economic security.

Anti-abortion policymakers want to take
away service members’ ability to make per-
sonal decisions about their health and safety.

We must defend their freedom to control
their own bodies, lives, and futures.

These attacks on the Department of De-
fense’s policies make it crystal clear: anti-
abortion lawmakers will take any action to en-
sure people cannot access abortion care.

Anti-abortion lawmakers are pushing an ex-
treme agenda to take away service members’
freedom and autonomy, all while trying to
claim they support those who serve.

Our service members fight and sacrifice for
our freedoms.

Now, as lawmakers, we should be working
to ensure to protect their freedoms—not trying
to take their rights away.

Access to reproductive health care, includ-
ing abortion and fertility care, is critical to safe-
ty and well-being.

As policymakers, we must ensure that all
service members can access abortion care
without barriers.

We aren’t truly free unless we can control
our own bodies, lives, and futures.

Our laws and policies should protect our
rights, not try to control and dehumanize us.

The numbers are clear in the devastating
impact this measure would have on those
serving America.

The Military Health System serves approxi-
mately 1.62 million women of reproductive age
(15-45), including service members, retirees,
and their dependents.

As of 2021, there were 116,970 U.S. Armed
Forces personnel stationed in Texas, the third
most of any state in the Nation.

With Texas being the home to 59 military
bases, active military personnel make up 422
out of every 100,000 people among Texas
residents—the 16th highest share concentra-
tion among the 50 states.

There are currently 2,369,990 Military
Health System beneficiaries living in one of
the 14 states where abortion is either wholly
or almost fully restricted or unavailable—with
the state of Texas sadly being one of those
states.

The percentage of active-duty service
women who have no or severely restricted ac-
cess to abortion care has increased to 46 per-
cent.

This means that roughly half of all women
currently serving in America’s active-duty mili-
tary have restricted access to the full suite of
reproductive health care.

As of 2021, there were more than 708,000
Department of Defense civilians in the conti-
nental United States, over 250,000 of whom
are women.

Roughly 275,000 Department of Defense ci-
vilians live in states with a full ban or extreme
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restrictions on access to abortion, and of
those civilians, over 81,000 are women.

Similar to their active-duty counterparts,
nearly 43 percent of civilian women employed
by Department of Defense will have no access
to abortion or will have their access severely
curtailed in their home states.

An estimated several thousand transgender
men who may require abortion care also serve
on active duty in the Armed Forces and in the
reserve components, in addition to nonbinary
members and those who identify with a dif-
ferent gender.

We cannot continue to deny our service
members their most basic and fundamental
healthcare needs.

It must stop now, and it must stop with the
voting down of this severely harmful and out-
rageous bill.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WEBER of
Texas). All time for general debate has
expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read.

H.R. 4365

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2024, for
military functions administered by the De-
partment of Defense and for other purposes,
namely:

TITLE I
MILITARY PERSONNEL
MILITARY PERSONNEL, ARMY

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Army on active duty (except
members of reserve components provided for
elsewhere), cadets, and aviation cadets; for
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section
156 of Public Law 97-377, as amended (42
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$50,230,906,000.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, NAVY

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Navy on active duty (except
members of the Reserve provided for else-
where), midshipmen, and aviation cadets; for
members of the Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps; and for payments pursuant to section
156 of Public Law 97-377, as amended (42
U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$37,615,388,000.

MILITARY PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS

For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Marine Corps on active duty
(except members of the Reserve provided for
elsewhere); and for payments pursuant to
section 1566 of Public Law 97-377, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the Department of
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Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$15,556,629,000.
MILITARY PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE
For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Air Force on active duty (ex-
cept members of reserve components pro-
vided for elsewhere), cadets, and aviation ca-
dets; for members of the Reserve Officers’
Training Corps; and for payments pursuant
to section 156 of Public Law 97-377, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement
Fund, $36,512,530,000.
MILITARY PERSONNEL, SPACE FORCE
For pay, allowances, individual clothing,
subsistence, interest on deposits, gratuities,
permanent change of station travel (includ-
ing all expenses thereof for organizational
movements), and expenses of temporary duty
travel between permanent duty stations, for
members of the Space Force on active duty
and cadets; for members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps; and for payments pur-
suant to section 156 of Public Law 97-377, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 402 note), and to the De-
partment of Defense Military Retirement
Fund, $1,239,573,000.
RESERVE PERSONNEL, ARMY
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Army Reserve on active
duty under sections 10211, 10302, and 7038 of
title 10, United States Code, or while serving
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title
10, United States Code, in connection with
performing duty specified in section 12310(a)
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $5,367,436,000.
RESERVE PERSONNEL, NAVY
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Navy Reserve on active duty
under section 10211 of title 10, United States
Code, or while serving on active duty under
section 12301(d) of title 10, United States
Code, in connection with performing duty
specified in section 12310(a) of title 10, United
States Code, or while undergoing reserve
training, or while performing drills or equiv-
alent duty, and expenses authorized by sec-
tion 16131 of title 10, United States Code; and
for payments to the Department of Defense
Military Retirement Fund, $2,486,718,000.
RESERVE PERSONNEL, MARINE CORPS
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Marine Corps Reserve on ac-
tive duty under section 10211 of title 10,
United States Code, or while serving on ac-
tive duty under section 12301(d) of title 10,
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going reserve training, or while performing
drills or equivalent duty, and for members of
the Marine Corps platoon leaders class, and
expenses authorized by section 16131 of title
10, United States Code; and for payments to
the Department of Defense Military Retire-
ment Fund, $898,928,000.
RESERVE PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Air Force Reserve on active
duty under sections 10211, 10305, and 9038 of
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title 10, United States Code, or while serving
on active duty under section 12301(d) of title
10, United States Code, in connection with
performing duty specified in section 12310(a)
of title 10, United States Code, or while un-
dergoing reserve training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $2,459,466,000.
NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, ARMY
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Army National Guard while
on duty under sections 10211, 10302, or 12402 of
title 10 or section 708 of title 32, United
States Code, or while serving on duty under
section 12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of
title 32, United States Code, in connection
with performing duty specified in section
12310(a) of title 10, United States Code, or
while undergoing training, or while per-
forming drills or equivalent duty or other
duty, and expenses authorized by section
16131 of title 10, United States Code; and for
payments to the Department of Defense Mili-
tary Retirement Fund, $9,766,369,000.
NATIONAL GUARD PERSONNEL, AIR FORCE
For pay, allowances, clothing, subsistence,
gratuities, travel, and related expenses for
personnel of the Air National Guard on duty
under sections 10211, 10305, or 12402 of title 10
or section 708 of title 32, United States Code,
or while serving on duty under section
12301(d) of title 10 or section 502(f) of title 32,
United States Code, in connection with per-
forming duty specified in section 12310(a) of
title 10, United States Code, or while under-
going training, or while performing drills or
equivalent duty or other duty, and expenses
authorized by section 16131 of title 10, United
States Code; and for payments to the Depart-
ment of Defense Military Retirement Fund,
$5,234,625,000.
TITLE II
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Army, as authorized by law,
$60,525,399,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$12,478,000 may be used for emergencies and
extraordinary expenses, to be expended upon
the approval or authority of the Secretary of
the Army, and payments may be made upon
the Secretary’s certificate of necessity for
confidential military purposes.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Navy and the Marine Corps, as author-
ized by law, $73,547,305,000: Provided, That not
to exceed $15,055,000 may be used for emer-
gencies and extraordinary expenses, to be ex-
pended upon the approval or authority of the
Secretary of the Navy, and payments may be
made upon the Secretary’s certificate of ne-
cessity for confidential military purposes.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Marine Corps, as authorized by law,
$10,909,609,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Air Force, as authorized by law,
$63,460,822,000: Provided, That not to exceed
$7,699,000 may be used for emergencies and
extraordinary expenses, to be expended upon
the approval or authority of the Secretary of
the Air Force, and payments may be made
upon the Secretary’s certificate of necessity
for confidential military purposes.
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SPACE FORCE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of the Space Force, as authorized by law,
$4,890,886,000.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of activities and agencies of the Department
of Defense (other than the military depart-
ments), as authorized by law, $52,453,715,000:
Provided, That not more than $2,981,000 may
be used for the Combatant Commander Ini-
tiative Fund authorized under section 166a of
title 10, United States Code: Provided further,
That not to exceed $36,000,000 may be used
for emergencies and extraordinary expenses,
to be expended upon the approval or author-
ity of the Secretary of Defense, and pay-
ments may be made upon the Secretary’s
certificate of necessity for confidential mili-
tary purposes: Provided further, That of the
funds provided under this heading, not less
than $55,000,000 shall be made available for
the Procurement Technical Assistance Coop-
erative Agreement Program, of which not
less than $5,000,000 shall be available for cen-
ters defined in 10 U.S.C. 2411(1)(D): Provided
further, That none of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to plan or implement the consolida-
tion of a budget or appropriations liaison of-
fice of the Office of the Secretary of Defense,
the office of the Secretary of a military de-
partment, or the service headquarters of one
of the Armed Forces into a legislative affairs
or legislative liaison office: Provided further,
That $25,968,000 to remain available until ex-
pended, is available only for expenses relat-
ing to certain classified activities, and may
be transferred as necessary by the Secretary
of Defense to operation and maintenance ap-
propriations or research, development, test
and evaluation appropriations, to be merged
with and to be available for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: Provided further, That any ceiling on
the investment item unit cost of items that
may be purchased with operation and main-
tenance funds shall not apply to the funds
described in the preceding proviso: Provided
further, That of the funds provided under this
heading, $2,304,649,000, of which $1,343,580,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2025,
shall be available to provide support and as-
sistance to foreign security forces or other
groups or individuals to conduct, support or
facilitate counterterrorism, crisis response,
or other Department of Defense security co-
operation programs: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall provide quar-
terly reports to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate on the use and status of funds
made available in this paragraph: Provided
further, That the transfer authority provided
under this heading is in addition to any
other transfer authority provided elsewhere
in this Act.

COUNTER-ISIS TRAIN AND EQUIP FUND

For the ‘“‘Counter-Islamic State of Iraq and
Syria Train and Equip Fund”’, $397,950,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2025:
Provided, That such funds shall be available
to the Secretary of Defense in coordination
with the Secretary of State, to provide as-
sistance, including training; equipment; lo-
gistics support, supplies, and services; sti-
pends; infrastructure repair and renovation;
construction for facility fortification and
humane treatment; and sustainment, to for-
eign security forces, irregular forces, groups,
or individuals participating, or preparing to
participate in activities to counter the Is-
lamic State of Iraq and Syria, and their af-
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filiated or associated groups: Provided fur-
ther, That amounts made available under
this heading shall be available to provide as-
sistance only for activities in a country des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense, in co-
ordination with the Secretary of State, as
having a security mission to counter the Is-
lamic State of Iraq and Syria, and following
written notification to the congressional de-
fense committees of such designation: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of Defense
shall ensure that prior to providing assist-
ance to elements of any forces or individuals,
such elements or individuals are appro-
priately vetted, including at a minimum, as-
sessing such elements for associations with
terrorist groups or groups associated with
the Government of Iran; and receiving com-
mitments from such elements to promote re-
spect for human rights and the rule of law:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall, not fewer than 15 days prior to
obligating from this appropriation account,
notify the congressional defense committees
in writing of the details of any such obliga-
tion: Provided further, That the Secretary of
Defense may accept and retain contribu-
tions, including assistance in-kind, from for-
eign governments, including the Government
of Iraq and other entities, to carry out as-
sistance authorized under this heading: Pro-
vided further, That contributions of funds for
the purposes provided herein from any for-
eign government or other entity may be
credited to this Fund, to remain available
until expended, and used for such purposes:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall prioritize such contributions
when providing any assistance for construc-
tion for facility fortification: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Defense may
waive a provision of law relating to the ac-
quisition of items and support services or
sections 40 and 40A of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act (22 U.S.C. 2780 and 2785) if the Sec-
retary determines that such provision of law
would prohibit, restrict, delay or otherwise
limit the provision of such assistance and a
notice of and justification for such waiver is
submitted to the congressional defense com-
mittees, the Committees on Appropriations
and Foreign Relations of the Senate and the
Committees on Appropriations and Foreign
Affairs of the House of Representatives: Pro-
vided further, That the United States may ac-
cept equipment procured using funds pro-
vided under this heading that was trans-
ferred to security forces, irregular forces, or
groups participating, or preparing to partici-
pate in activities to counter the Islamic
State of Iraq and Syria and returned by such
forces or groups to the United States, and
such equipment may be treated as stocks of
the Department of Defense upon written no-
tification to the congressional defense com-
mittees: Provided further, That equipment
procured using funds provided under this
heading and not yet transferred to security
forces, irregular forces, or groups partici-
pating, or preparing to participate in activi-
ties to counter the Islamic State of Iraq and
Syria may be treated as stocks of the De-
partment of Defense when determined by the
Secretary to no longer be required for trans-
fer to such forces or groups and upon written
notification to the congressional defense
committees: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of Defense shall provide quarterly re-
ports to the congressional defense commit-
tees on the use of funds provided under this
heading, including, but not limited to, the
number of individuals trained, the nature
and scope of support and sustainment pro-
vided to each group or individual, the area of
operations for each group, and the contribu-
tions of other countries, groups, or individ-
uals: Provided further, That of the funds pro-
vided under this heading for stipends for for-
eign security forces, irregular forces, groups,
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or individuals participating, or preparing to
participate in activities to counter ISIS in
Syria, fifty percent shall not be available for
obligation or expenditure until the Sec-
retary of Defense reports to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate that measures are in
place to ensure accountability of such funds.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
RESERVE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Army Reserve; repair
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; travel and transportation;
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $3,559,248,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, NAVY RESERVE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Navy Reserve; repair
of facilities and equipment; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; travel and transportation;
care of the dead; recruiting; procurement of
services, supplies, and equipment; and com-
munications, $1,366,710,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, MARINE CORPS
RESERVE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Marine Corps Reserve;
repair of facilities and equipment; hire of
passenger motor vehicles; travel and trans-
portation; care of the dead; recruiting; pro-
curement of services, supplies, and equip-
ment; and communications, $323,395,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE
RESERVE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the operation and mainte-
nance, including training, organization, and
administration, of the Air Force Reserve; re-
pair of facilities and equipment; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; travel and transpor-
tation; care of the dead; recruiting; procure-
ment of services, supplies, and equipment;
and communications, $4,056,196,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, ARMY
NATIONAL GUARD
For expenses of training, organizing, and
administering the Army National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals;
maintenance, operation, and repairs to
structures and facilities; hire of passenger
motor vehicles; personnel services in the Na-
tional Guard Bureau; travel expenses (other
than mileage), as authorized by law for
Army personnel on active duty, for Army
National Guard division, regimental, and
battalion commanders while inspecting units
in compliance with National Guard Bureau
regulations when specifically authorized by
the Chief, National Guard Bureau; supplying
and equipping the Army National Guard as
authorized by law; and expenses of repair,
modification, maintenance, and issue of sup-
plies and equipment (including aircraft),
$8,612,404,000.
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, AIR NATIONAL
GUARD
For expenses of training, organizing, and
administering the Air National Guard, in-
cluding medical and hospital treatment and
related expenses in non-Federal hospitals;
maintenance, operation, and repairs to
structures and facilities; transportation of
things, hire of passenger motor vehicles; sup-
plying and equipping the Air National
Guard, as authorized by law; expenses for re-
pair, modification, maintenance, and issue of
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supplies and equipment, including those fur-
nished from stocks under the control of
agencies of the Department of Defense; trav-
el expenses (other than mileage) on the same
basis as authorized by law for Air National
Guard personnel on active Federal duty, for
Air National Guard commanders while in-
specting units in compliance with National
Guard Bureau regulations when specifically
authorized by the Chief, National Guard Bu-
reau, $7,250,745,000.
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
ARMED FORCES

For salaries and expenses necessary for the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Armed Forces, $16,620,000, of which not to ex-
ceed $10,000 may be used for official represen-
tation purposes.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, ARMY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Army,
$198,760,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Army shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Army,
or for similar purposes, transfer the funds
made available by this appropriation to
other appropriations made available to the
Department of the Army, to be merged with
and to be available for the same purposes
and for the same time period as the appro-
priations to which transferred: Provided fur-
ther, That upon a determination that all or
part of the funds transferred from this appro-
priation are not necessary for the purposes
provided herein, such amounts may be trans-
ferred back to this appropriation: Provided
further, That the transfer authority provided
under this heading is in addition to any
other transfer authority provided elsewhere
in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, NAVY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Navy,
$345,240,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Navy shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Navy, or
for similar purposes, transfer the funds made
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Navy, to be merged with and to
be available for the same purposes and for
the same time period as the appropriations
to which transferred: Provided further, That
upon a determination that all or part of the
funds transferred from this appropriation are
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to
this appropriation: Provided further, That the
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, AIR FORCE

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Air Force,
$359,744,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Air Force shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris of the Department of the Air
Force, or for similar purposes, transfer the
funds made available by this appropriation
to other appropriations made available to
the Department of the Air Force, to be
merged with and to be available for the same
purposes and for the same time period as the
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appropriations to which transferred: Provided
further, That upon a determination that all
or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be
transferred back to this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority
provided under this heading is in addition to
any other transfer authority provided else-
where in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of Defense, $8,965,000,
to remain available until transferred: Pro-
vided, That the Secretary of Defense shall,
upon determining that such funds are re-
quired for environmental restoration, reduc-
tion and recycling of hazardous waste, re-
moval of unsafe buildings and debris of the
Department of Defense, or for similar pur-
poses, transfer the funds made available by
this appropriation to other appropriations
made available to the Department of De-
fense, to be merged with and to be available
for the same purposes and for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred: Provided further, That upon a deter-
mination that all or part of the funds trans-
ferred from this appropriation are not nec-
essary for the purposes provided herein, such
amounts may be transferred back to this ap-
propriation: Provided further, That the trans-
fer authority provided under this heading is
in addition to any other transfer authority
provided elsewhere in this Act.

ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, FORMERLY
USED DEFENSE SITES

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the Department of the Army,
$232,806,000, to remain available until trans-
ferred: Provided, That the Secretary of the
Army shall, upon determining that such
funds are required for environmental res-
toration, reduction and recycling of haz-
ardous waste, removal of unsafe buildings
and debris at sites formerly used by the De-
partment of Defense, transfer the funds made
available by this appropriation to other ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of the Army, to be merged with and to
be available for the same purposes and for
the same time period as the appropriations
to which transferred: Provided further, That
upon a determination that all or part of the
funds transferred from this appropriation are
not necessary for the purposes provided here-
in, such amounts may be transferred back to
this appropriation: Provided further, That the
transfer authority provided under this head-
ing is in addition to any other transfer au-
thority provided elsewhere in this Act.

OVERSEAS HUMANITARIAN, DISASTER, AND
CIvic AID

For expenses relating to the Overseas Hu-
manitarian, Disaster, and Civic Aid pro-
grams of the Department of Defense (con-
sisting of the programs provided under sec-
tions 401, 402, 404, 407, 2557, and 2561 of title
10, United States Code), $142,500,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2025.

COOPERATIVE THREAT REDUCTION ACCOUNT

For assistance, including assistance pro-
vided by contract or by grants, under pro-
grams and activities of the Department of
Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Pro-
gram authorized under the Department of
Defense Cooperative Threat Reduction Act,
$350,999,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2026.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE ACQUISITION
WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNT

For the Department of Defense Acquisition
Workforce Development Account, $54,977,000:
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Provided, That no other amounts may be oth-
erwise credited or transferred to the Ac-
count, or deposited into the Account, in fis-
cal year 2024 pursuant to section 1705(d) of
title 10, United States Code.
TITLE III
PROCUREMENT
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, ground
handling equipment, spare parts, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $3,030,767,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2026.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of
missiles, equipment, including ordnance,

ground handling equipment, spare parts, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $4,483,806,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2026.

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED

COMBAT VEHICLES, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of weapons and
tracked combat vehicles, equipment, includ-
ing ordnance, spare parts, and accessories
therefor; specialized equipment and training
devices; expansion of public and private
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; and procurement and in-
stallation of equipment, appliances, and ma-
chine tools in public and private plants; re-
serve plant and Government and contractor-
owned equipment layaway; and other ex-
penses necessary for the foregoing purposes,
$3,943,584,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2026.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $2,971,928,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2026.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY

For construction, procurement, produc-

tion, and modification of vehicles, including
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tactical, support, and non-tracked combat
vehicles; the purchase of passenger motor ve-
hicles for replacement only; communications
and electronic equipment; other support
equipment; spare parts, ordnance, and acces-
sories therefor; specialized equipment and
training devices; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, including the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $8.679,5616,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2026.
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of air-
craft, equipment, including ordnance, spare
parts, and accessories therefor; specialized
equipment; expansion of public and private
plants, including the land necessary there-
for, and such lands and interests therein,
may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title; and
procurement and installation of equipment,
appliances, and machine tools in public and
private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $17,450,040,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2026.

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, modification, and modernization of
missiles, torpedoes, other weapons, and re-
lated support equipment including spare
parts, and accessories therefor; expansion of
public and private plants, including the land
necessary therefor, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon prior to approval of
title; and procurement and installation of
equipment, appliances, and machine tools in
public and private plants; reserve plant and
Government and contractor-owned equip-
ment layaway, $5,826,997,000, to remain avail-
able for obligation until September 30, 2026.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND

MARINE CORPS

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $1,238,558,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2026.

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY

For expenses necessary for the construc-
tion, acquisition, or conversion of vessels as
authorized by law, including armor and ar-
mament thereof, plant equipment, appli-
ances, and machine tools and installation
thereof in public and private plants; reserve
plant and Government and contractor-owned
equipment layaway; procurement of critical,
long lead time components and designs for
vessels to be constructed or converted in the
future; and expansion of public and private
plants, including land necessary therefor,
and such lands and interests therein, may be
acquired, and construction prosecuted there-
on prior to approval of title, as follows:
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Columbia Class Submarine, $2,443,598,000;

Columbia Class Submarine (AP),
$3,390,734,000;

Carrier Replacement Program (CVN-80),
$1,104,421,000;

Carrier Replacement Program (CVN-81),
$800,492,000;

Virginia Class Submarine, $7,129,965,000;

Virginia Class Submarine (AP),
$3,215,539,000;

CVN Refueling Overhauls (AP), $802,988,000;

DDG-1000 Program, $318,655,000;

DDG-51 Destroyer, $4,199,179,000;

DDG-51 Destroyer (AP), $284,035,000;

FFG-Frigate, $2,133,861,000;

LHA Replacement, $1,830,149,000;

AS Submarine Tender, $1,544,595,000;

TAO Fleet Oiler, $815,420,000;

LCU 1700, $62,532,000;

Ship to Shore Connector, $400,000,000;

Service Craft, $85,115,000;

LCAC SLEP, $15,286,000;

Auxiliary Vessels, $142,008,000;

For outfitting, post delivery, conversions,
and first destination transportation,
$539,681,000; and

Completion of Prior Year Shipbuilding
Programs, $1,648,559,000.

In all: $32,906,812,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2028: Provided,
That additional obligations may be incurred
after September 30, 2028, for engineering
services, tests, evaluations, and other such
budgeted work that must be performed in
the final stage of ship construction: Provided
further, That none of the funds provided
under this heading for the construction or
conversion of any naval vessel to be con-
structed in shipyards in the United States
shall be expended in foreign facilities for the
construction of major components of such
vessel: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided under this heading shall be
used for the construction of any naval vessel
in foreign shipyards: Provided further, That
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this Act for Columbia Class Sub-
marine (AP) may be available for the pur-
poses authorized by subsections (f), (g), (h) or
(i) of section 2218a of title 10, United States
Code, only in accordance with the provisions
of the applicable subsection.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY

For procurement, production, and mod-
ernization of support equipment and mate-
rials not otherwise provided for, Navy ord-
nance (except ordnance for new aircraft, new
ships, and ships authorized for conversion);
the purchase of passenger motor vehicles for
replacement only; expansion of public and
private plants, including the land necessary
therefor, and such lands and interests there-
in, may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title; and
procurement and installation of equipment,
appliances, and machine tools in public and
private plants; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away, $13,675,677,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2026: Provided,
That such funds are also available for the
maintenance, repair, and modernization of
ships under a pilot program established for
such purposes.

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS

For expenses necessary for the procure-
ment, manufacture, and modification of mis-
siles, armament, military equipment, spare
parts, and accessories therefor; plant equip-
ment, appliances, and machine tools, and in-
stallation thereof in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; vehi-
cles for the Marine Corps, including the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; and expansion of public and
private plants, including land necessary
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therefor, and such lands and interests there-
in, may be acquired, and construction pros-
ecuted thereon prior to approval of title,
$3,775,224,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2026.
AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-
fication of aircraft and equipment, including
armor and armament, specialized ground
handling equipment, and training devices,
spare parts, and accessories therefor; special-
ized equipment; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, Government-owned equipment
and installation thereof in such plants, erec-
tion of structures, and acquisition of land,
for the foregoing purposes, and such lands
and interests therein, may be acquired, and
construction prosecuted thereon prior to ap-
proval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $20,196,409,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2026.

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-
fication of missiles, rockets, and related
equipment, including spare parts and acces-
sories therefor; ground handling equipment,
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, Government-owned equip-
ment and installation thereof in such plants,
erection of structures, and acquisition of
land, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $4,401,753,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2026.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE

For construction, procurement, produc-
tion, and modification of ammunition, and
accessories therefor; specialized equipment
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, including ammunition facili-
ties, authorized by section 2854 of title 10,
United States Code, and the land necessary
therefor, for the foregoing purposes, and
such lands and interests therein, may be ac-
quired, and construction prosecuted thereon
prior to approval of title; and procurement
and installation of equipment, appliances,
and machine tools in public and private
plants; reserve plant and Government and
contractor-owned equipment layaway; and
other expenses necessary for the foregoing
purposes, $642,448,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2026.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

For procurement and modification of
equipment (including ground guidance and
electronic control equipment, and ground
electronic and communication equipment),
and supplies, materials, and spare parts
therefor, not otherwise provided for; the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; lease of passenger motor ve-
hicles; and expansion of public and private
plants, Government-owned equipment and
installation thereof in such plants, erection
of structures, and acquisition of land, for the
foregoing purposes, and such lands and inter-
ests therein, may be acquired, and construc-
tion prosecuted thereon, prior to approval of
title; reserve plant and Government and con-
tractor-owned equipment layaway,
$29,819,938,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2026.

PROCUREMENT, SPACE FORCE

For construction, procurement, and modi-

fication of spacecraft, rockets, and related
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equipment, including spare parts and acces-
sories therefor; ground handling equipment,
and training devices; expansion of public and
private plants, Government-owned equip-
ment and installation thereof in such plants,
erection of structures, and acquisition of
land, for the foregoing purposes, and such
lands and interests therein, may be acquired,
and construction prosecuted thereon prior to
approval of title; reserve plant and Govern-
ment and contractor-owned equipment lay-
away; and other expenses necessary for the
foregoing purposes including rents and trans-
portation of things, $4,109,201,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2026.
PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments) necessary for procure-
ment, production, and modification of equip-
ment, supplies, materials, and spare parts
therefor, not otherwise provided for; the pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for re-
placement only; expansion of public and pri-
vate plants, equipment, and installation
thereof in such plants, erection of struc-
tures, and acquisition of land for the fore-
going purposes, and such lands and interests
therein, may be acquired, and construction
prosecuted thereon prior to approval of title;
reserve plant and Government and con-
tractor-owned equipment layaway,
$6,289,820,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2026.

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT PURCHASES

For activities by the Department of De-
fense pursuant to sections 108, 301, 302, and
303 of the Defense Production Act of 1950 (50
U.S.C. 4518, 4531, 45632, and 4533), $618,605,000,
to remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2026, which shall be obligated and
expended by the Secretary of Defense as if
delegated the mnecessary authorities con-
ferred by the Defense Production Act of 1950.

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVE EQUIPMENT

ACCOUNT

For procurement of rotary-wing aircraft;
combat, tactical and support vehicles; other
weapons; and other procurement items for
the reserve components of the Armed Forces,
$1,000,000,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2026: Provided, That
the Chiefs of National Guard and Reserve
components shall, not later than 30 days
after enactment of this Act, individually
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees the modernization priority assessment
for their respective National Guard or Re-
serve component: Provided further, That none
of the funds made available by this para-
graph may be used to procure manned fixed
wing aircraft, or procure or modify missiles,
munitions, or ammunition.

TITLE IV

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, ARMY

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $16,758,462,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2025.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, NAVY

For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $27,690,777,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2025: Provided, That funds appropriated in
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this paragraph which are available for the V-
22 may be used to meet unique operational
requirements of the Special Operations
Forces.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, AIR FORCE
For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $46,479,858,000, to remain
available for obligation until September 30,
2025.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, SPACE FORCE
For expenses necessary for basic and ap-
plied scientific research, development, test
and evaluation, including maintenance, re-
habilitation, lease, and operation of facili-
ties and equipment, $18,839,144,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2025.
RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST AND
EVALUATION, DEFENSE-WIDE
For expenses of activities and agencies of
the Department of Defense (other than the
military departments), necessary for basic
and applied scientific research, development,
test and evaluation; advanced research
projects as may be designated and deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, pursuant
to law; maintenance, rehabilitation, lease,
and operation of facilities and equipment,
$36,782,566,000, to remain available for obliga-
tion until September 30, 2025.
OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION,
DEFENSE
For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the independent activities of
the Director, Operational Test and Evalua-
tion, in the direction and supervision of
operational test and evaluation, including
initial operational test and evaluation which
is conducted prior to, and in support of, pro-
duction decisions; joint operational testing
and evaluation; and administrative expenses
in connection therewith, $285,444,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2025.
TITLE V
REVOLVING AND MANAGEMENT FUNDS
DEFENSE WORKING CAPITAL FUNDS
For the Defense Working Capital Funds,
$1,666,779,000.
NATIONAL DEFENSE STOCKPILE TRANSACTION
FUND
For the National Defense Stockpile Trans-
action Fund, $7,629,000, for activities pursu-
ant to the Strategic and Critical Materials
Stock Piling Act (50 U.S.C. 98 et seq.).
TITLE VI
OTHER DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
PROGRAMS
DEFENSE HEALTH PROGRAM

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
for medical and health care programs of the
Department of Defense as authorized by law,
$39,365,472,000; of which $36,826,743,000 shall be
for operation and maintenance, of which not
to exceed one percent shall remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2025, and
of which up to $19,762,352,000 may be avail-
able for contracts entered into under the
TRICARE program; of which $381,881,000, to
remain available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2026, shall be for procurement; and
of which $2,156,848,000, to remain available
for obligation until September 30, 2025, shall
be for research, development, test and eval-
uation: Provided, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, of the amount made
available under this heading for research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation, not less than
$12,000,000 shall be available for HIV preven-
tion educational activities undertaken in
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connection with United States military
training, exercises, and humanitarian assist-
ance activities conducted primarily in Afri-
can nations: Provided further, That of the
funds provided under this heading for re-
search, development, test and evaluation,
not less than $1,154,000,000 shall be made
available to the Defense Health Agency to
carry out the congressionally directed med-
ical research programs: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense shall submit
to the congressional defense committees
quarterly reports on the current status of
the electronic health record program: Pro-
vided further, That the Comptroller General
of the United States shall perform quarterly
performance reviews of the electronic health
record program.
CHEMICAL AGENTS AND MUNITIONS
DESTRUCTION, DEFENSE

For expenses, not otherwise provided for,
necessary for the destruction of the United
States stockpile of lethal chemical agents
and munitions in accordance with the provi-
sions of section 1412 of the Department of
Defense Authorization Act, 1986 (50 U.S.C.
15621), and for the destruction of other chem-
ical warfare materials that are not in the
chemical weapon stockpile, $1,091,844,000, of
which $89,284,000 shall be for operation and
maintenance, of which no less than
$57,875,000 shall be for the Chemical Stock-
pile Emergency Preparedness Program, con-
sisting of $23,676,000 for activities on mili-
tary installations and $34,199,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2025, to assist
State and local governments; and
$1,002,560,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2025, shall be for research, devel-
opment, test and evaluation, of which
$1,000,467,000 shall only be for the Assembled
Chemical Weapons Alternatives program.

DRUG INTERDICTION AND COUNTER-DRUG
ACTIVITIES, DEFENSE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For drug interdiction and counter-drug ac-
tivities of the Department of Defense, for
transfer to appropriations available to the
Department of Defense for military per-
sonnel of the reserve components serving
under the provisions of title 10 and title 32,
United States Code; for operation and main-
tenance; for procurement; and for research,
development, test and evaluation,
$1,162,161,000, of which $693,848,000 shall be for
counter-narcotics support; $138,313,000 shall
be for the drug demand reduction program;
$300,000,000 shall be for the National Guard
counter-drug program; and $30,000,000 shall
be for the National Guard counter-drug
schools program: Provided, That the funds
appropriated under this heading shall be
available for obligation for the same time
period and for the same purpose as the ap-
propriation to which transferred: Provided
further, That upon a determination that all
or part of the funds transferred from this ap-
propriation are not necessary for the pur-
poses provided herein, such amounts may be
transferred back to this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the transfer authority
provided under this heading is in addition to
any other transfer authority contained else-
where in this Act: Provided further, That
funds appropriated under this heading may
be used to support a new start program or
project only after written prior notification
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate.

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

For expenses and activities of the Office of
the Inspector General in carrying out the
provisions of the Inspector General Act of
1978, as amended, $506,629,000, of which
$502,131,000 shall be for operation and main-
tenance, of which not to exceed $700,000 is
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available for emergencies and extraordinary
expenses to be expended upon the approval or
authority of the Inspector General, and pay-
ments may be made upon the Inspector Gen-
eral’s certificate of necessity for confidential
military purposes; of which $1,098,000, to re-
main available for obligation until Sep-
tember 30, 2026, shall be for procurement; and
of which $3,400,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2025, shall be for research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation.

TITLE VII
RELATED AGENCIES
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY RETIREMENT
AND DISABILITY SYSTEM FUND

For payment to the Central Intelligence
Agency Retirement and Disability System
Fund, to maintain the proper funding level
for continuing the operation of the Central
Intelligence Agency Retirement and Dis-

ability System, $514,000,000.

INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY MANAGEMENT

ACCOUNT
For necessary expenses of the Intelligence
Community Management Account,
$608,820,000.
TITLE VIII

GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 8001. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall be used for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes not authorized
by the Congress.

SEC. 8002. During the current fiscal year,
provisions of law prohibiting the payment of
compensation to, or employment of, any per-
son not a citizen of the United States shall
not apply to personnel of the Department of
Defense: Provided, That salary increases
granted to direct and indirect hire foreign
national employees of the Department of De-
fense funded by this Act shall not be at a
rate in excess of the percentage increase au-
thorized by law for civilian employees of the
Department of Defense whose pay is com-
puted under the provisions of section 5332 of
title 5, United States Code, or at a rate in ex-
cess of the percentage increase provided by
the appropriate host nation to its own em-
ployees, whichever is higher: Provided fur-
ther, That this section shall not apply to De-
partment of Defense foreign service national
employees serving at United States diplo-
matic missions whose pay is set by the De-
partment of State under the Foreign Service
Act of 1980: Provided further, That the limita-
tions of this provision shall not apply to for-
eign national employees of the Department
of Defense in the Republic of Turkey.

SEC. 8003. No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall remain available
for obligation beyond the current fiscal year,
unless expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 8004. No more than 20 percent of the
appropriations in this Act which are limited
for obligation during the current fiscal year
shall be obligated during the last 2 months of
the fiscal year: Provided, That this section
shall not apply to obligations for support of
active duty training of reserve components
or summer camp training of the Reserve Of-
ficers’ Training Corps.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8005. Upon determination by the Sec-
retary of Defense that such action is nec-
essary in the national interest, the Sec-
retary may, with the approval of the Office
of Management and Budget, transfer not to
exceed $6,000,000,000 of working capital funds
of the Department of Defense or funds made
available in this Act to the Department of
Defense for military functions (except mili-
tary construction) between such appropria-
tions or funds or any subdivision thereof, to
be merged with and to be available for the
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same purposes, and for the same time period,
as the appropriation or fund to which trans-
ferred: Provided, That such authority to
transfer may not be used unless for higher
priority items, based on unforeseen military
requirements, than those for which origi-
nally appropriated and in no case where the
item for which funds are requested has been
denied by the Congress: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense shall notify
the Congress promptly of all transfers made
pursuant to this authority or any other au-
thority in this Act: Provided further, That no
part of the funds in this Act shall be avail-
able to prepare or present a request to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate for re-
programming of funds, unless for higher pri-
ority items, based on unforeseen military re-
quirements, than those for which originally
appropriated and in no case where the item
for which reprogramming is requested has
been denied by the Congress: Provided fur-
ther, That a request for multiple
reprogrammings of funds using authority
provided in this section shall be made prior
to June 30, 2024: Provided further, That trans-
fers among military personnel appropria-
tions shall not be taken into account for pur-
poses of the limitation on the amount of
funds that may be transferred under this sec-
tion.

SEC. 8006. (a) With regard to the list of spe-
cific programs, projects, and activities (and
the dollar amounts and adjustments to budg-
et activities corresponding to such programs,
projects, and activities) contained in the ta-
bles titled Explanation of Project Level Ad-
justments in the explanatory statement re-
garding this Act and the tables contained in
the classified annex accompanying this Act,
the obligation and expenditure of amounts
appropriated or otherwise made available in
this Act for those programs, projects, and ac-
tivities are hereby required by law to be car-
ried out in the manner provided by such ta-
bles to the same extent as if the tables were
included in the text of this Act.

(b) Amounts specified in the referenced ta-
bles described in subsection (a) shall not be
treated as subdivisions of appropriations for
purposes of section 8005 of this Act: Provided,
That section 8005 shall apply when transfers
of the amounts described in subsection (a)
occur between appropriation accounts.

SEC. 8007. (a) Not later than 60 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Department of Defense shall submit a report
to the congressional defense committees to
establish the baseline for application of re-
programming and transfer authorities for
fiscal year 2024: Provided, That the report
shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation both by budget activity and pro-
gram, project, and activity as detailed in the
Budget Appendix; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) Notwithstanding section 8005 of this
Act, none of the funds provided in this Act
shall be available for reprogramming or
transfer until the report identified in sub-
section (a) is submitted to the congressional
defense committees, unless the Secretary of
Defense certifies in writing to the congres-
sional defense committees that such re-
programming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement: Provided, That this
subsection shall not apply to transfers from
the following appropriations accounts:

(1) “Environmental Restoration, Army’’;
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(2) “Environmental Restoration, Navy’’;

(3) ‘“‘Environmental Restoration,
Force’’;

(4) “Environmental Restoration, Defense-
Wide’’;

(5) “Environmental Restoration, Formerly
Used Defense Sites’’; and

(6) “Drug Interdiction and Counter-drug
Activities, Defense’’.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8008. During the current fiscal year,
cash balances in working capital funds of the
Department of Defense established pursuant
to section 2208 of title 10, United States
Code, may be maintained in only such
amounts as are necessary at any time for
cash disbursements to be made from such
funds: Provided, That transfers may be made
between such funds: Provided further, That
transfers may be made between working cap-
ital funds and the ‘“‘Foreign Currency Fluc-
tuations, Defense’’ appropriation and the
“Operation and Maintenance’ appropriation
accounts in such amounts as may be deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, with the
approval of the Office of Management and
Budget, except that such transfers may not
be made unless the Secretary of Defense has
notified the Congress of the proposed trans-
fer: Provided further, That except in amounts
equal to the amounts appropriated to work-
ing capital funds in this Act, no obligations
may be made against a working capital fund
to procure or increase the value of war re-
serve material inventory, unless the Sec-
retary of Defense has notified the Congress
prior to any such obligation.

SEC. 8009. Funds appropriated by this Act
may not be used to initiate a special access
program without prior notification 30 cal-
endar days in advance to the congressional
defense committees.

SEC. 8010. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available to initiate: (1) a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year of the contract or
that includes an unfunded contingent liabil-
ity in excess of $20,000,000; or (2) a contract
for advance procurement leading to a
multiyear contract that employs economic
order quantity procurement in excess of
$20,000,000 in any one year, unless the con-
gressional defense committees have been no-
tified at least 30 days in advance of the pro-
posed contract award: Provided, That no part
of any appropriation contained in this Act
shall be available to initiate a multiyear
contract for which the economic order quan-
tity advance procurement is not funded at
least to the limits of the Government’s 1li-
ability: Provided further, That no part of any
appropriation contained in this Act shall be
available to initiate multiyear procurement
contracts for any systems or component
thereof if the value of the multiyear con-
tract would exceed $500,000,000 unless specifi-
cally provided in this Act: Provided further,
That no multiyear procurement contract can
be terminated without 30-day prior notifica-
tion to the congressional defense commit-
tees: Provided further, That the execution of
multiyear authority shall require the use of
a present value analysis to determine lowest
cost compared to an annual procurement:
Provided further, That none of the funds pro-
vided in this Act may be used for a
multiyear contract executed after the date
of the enactment of this Act unless in the
case of any such contract—

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted
to Congress a budget request for full funding
of units to be procured through the contract
and, in the case of a contract for procure-
ment of aircraft, that includes, for any air-
craft unit to be procured through the con-
tract for which procurement funds are re-

Air
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quested in that budget request for produc-
tion beyond advance procurement activities
in the fiscal year covered by the budget, full
funding of procurement of such unit in that
fiscal year;

(2) cancellation provisions in the contract
do not include consideration of recurring
manufacturing costs of the contractor asso-
ciated with the production of unfunded units
to be delivered under the contract;

(3) the contract provides that payments to
the contractor under the contract shall not
be made in advance of incurred costs on
funded units; and

(4) the contract does not provide for a price

adjustment based on a failure to award a fol-
low-on contract.
Funds appropriated in title IIT of this Act
may be used for multiyear procurement con-
tracts for Naval Strike Missile, Guided Mul-
tiple Launch Rocket System, PATRIOT Ad-
vanced Capability-3 Missile Segment En-
hancement, Long Range Anti-Ship Missile,
Joint Air-to-Surface Standoff Missile, and
USS Virginia Class (SSN-774).

SEC. 8011. Within the funds appropriated
for the operation and maintenance of the
Armed Forces, funds are hereby appropriated
pursuant to section 401 of title 10, United
States Code, for humanitarian and civic as-
sistance costs under chapter 20 of title 10,
United States Code: Provided, That such
funds may also be obligated for humani-
tarian and civic assistance costs incidental
to authorized operations and pursuant to au-
thority granted in section 401 of title 10,
United States Code, and these obligations
shall be reported as required by section
401(d) of title 10, United States Code: Pro-
vided further, That funds available for oper-
ation and maintenance shall be available for
providing humanitarian and similar assist-
ance by using Civic Action Teams in the
Trust Territories of the Pacific Islands and
freely associated states of Micronesia, pursu-
ant to the Compact of Free Association as
authorized by Public Law 99-239: Provided
further, That upon a determination by the
Secretary of the Army that such action is
beneficial for graduate medical education
programs conducted at Army medical facili-
ties located in Hawaii, the Secretary of the
Army may authorize the provision of med-
ical services at such facilities and transpor-
tation to such facilities, on a nonreimburs-
able basis, for civilian patients from Amer-
ican Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, the Marshall Is-
lands, the Federated States of Micronesia,
Palau, and Guam.

SEC. 8012. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be used in any way, directly
or indirectly, to influence congressional ac-
tion on any legislation or appropriation mat-
ters pending before the Congress.

SEC. 8013. None of the funds available in
this Act to the Department of Defense, other
than appropriations made for necessary or
routine refurbishments, upgrades, or mainte-
nance activities, shall be used to reduce or to
prepare to reduce the number of deployed
and non-deployed strategic delivery vehicles
and launchers below the levels set forth in
the report submitted to Congress in accord-
ance with section 1042 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8014. (a) Funds appropriated in title
III of this Act for the Department of Defense
Pilot Mentor-Protégé Program may be trans-
ferred to any other appropriation contained
in this Act solely for the purpose of imple-
menting a Mentor-Protégé Program develop-
mental assistance agreement pursuant to
section 831 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 1991 (Public Law
101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2302 note), as amended,
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under the authority of this provision or any
other transfer authority contained in this
Act.

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall include
with the budget justification documents in
support of the budget for fiscal year 2025 (as
submitted to Congress pursuant to section
1105 of title 31, United States Code) a descrip-
tion of each transfer under this section that
occurred during the last fiscal year before
the fiscal year in which such budget is sub-
mitted.

SEC. 8015. None of the funds in this Act
may be available for the purchase by the De-
partment of Defense (and its departments
and agencies) of welded shipboard anchor and
mooring chain unless the anchor and moor-
ing chain are manufactured in the United
States from components which are substan-
tially manufactured in the United States:
Provided, That for the purpose of this sec-
tion, the term ‘“‘manufactured’ shall include
cutting, heat treating, quality control, test-
ing of chain and welding (including the forg-
ing and shot blasting process): Provided fur-
ther, That for the purpose of this section sub-
stantially all of the components of anchor
and mooring chain shall be considered to be
produced or manufactured in the United
States if the aggregate cost of the compo-
nents produced or manufactured in the
United States exceeds the aggregate cost of
the components produced or manufactured
outside the United States: Provided further,
That when adequate domestic supplies are
not available to meet Department of Defense
requirements on a timely basis, the Sec-
retary of the Service responsible for the pro-
curement may waive this restriction on a
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate
that such an acquisition must be made in
order to acquire capability for national secu-
rity purposes.

SEC. 8016. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be used for the support of
any nonappropriated funds activity of the
Department of Defense that procures malt
beverages and wine with nonappropriated
funds for resale (including such alcoholic
beverages sold by the drink) on a military
installation located in the United States un-
less such malt beverages and wine are pro-
cured within that State, or in the case of the
District of Columbia, within the District of
Columbia, in which the military installation
is located: Provided, That, in a case in which
the military installation is located in more
than one State, purchases may be made in
any State in which the installation is lo-
cated: Provided further, That such local pro-
curement requirements for malt beverages
and wine shall apply to all alcoholic bev-
erages only for military installations in
States which are not contiguous with an-
other State: Provided further, That alcoholic
beverages other than wine and malt bev-
erages, in contiguous States and the District
of Columbia shall be procured from the most
competitive source, price and other factors
considered.

SEC. 8017. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be used to
demilitarize or dispose of M-1 Carbines, M-1
Garand rifles, M-14 rifles, .22 caliber rifles,
.30 caliber rifles, or M-1911 pistols, or to de-
militarize or destroy small arms ammuni-
tion or ammunition components that are not
otherwise prohibited from commercial sale
under Federal law, unless the small arms
ammunition or ammunition components are
certified by the Secretary of the Army or
designee as unserviceable or unsafe for fur-
ther use.

SEC. 8018. No more than $500,000 of the
funds appropriated or made available in this
Act shall be used during a single fiscal year



H4580

for any single relocation of an organization,
unit, activity or function of the Department
of Defense into or within the National Cap-
ital Region: Provided, That the Secretary of
Defense may waive this restriction on a case-
by-case basis by certifying in writing to the
congressional defense committees that such
a relocation is required in the best interest
of the Government.

SEC. 8019. In addition to the funds provided
elsewhere in this Act, $25,000,000 is appro-
priated only for incentive payments author-
ized by section 504 of the Indian Financing
Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1544): Provided, That a
prime contractor or a subcontractor at any
tier that makes a subcontract award to any
subcontractor or supplier as defined in sec-
tion 1544 of title 25, United States Code, or a
small business owned and controlled by an
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code,
shall be considered a contractor for the pur-
poses of being allowed additional compensa-
tion under section 504 of the Indian Financ-
ing Act of 1974 (25 U.S.C. 1544) whenever the
prime contract or subcontract amount is
over $500,000 and involves the expenditure of
funds appropriated by an Act making appro-
priations for the Department of Defense with
respect to any fiscal year: Provided further,
That notwithstanding section 1906 of title 41,
United States Code, this section shall be ap-
plicable to any Department of Defense acqui-
sition of supplies or services, including any
contract and any subcontract at any tier for
acquisition of commercial items produced or
manufactured, in whole or in part, by any
subcontractor or supplier defined in section
15644 of title 25, United States Code, or a
small business owned and controlled by an
individual or individuals defined under sec-
tion 4221(9) of title 25, United States Code.

SEC. 8020. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary of the Air
Force may convey at no cost to the Air
Force, without consideration, to Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington
relocatable military housing units located at
Grand Forks Air Force Base, Malmstrom Air
Force Base, Mountain Home Air Force Base,
Ellsworth Air Force Base, and Minot Air
Force Base that are excess to the needs of
the Air Force.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force shall
convey, at no cost to the Air Force, military
housing units under subsection (a) in accord-
ance with the request for such units that are
submitted to the Secretary by the Operation
Walking Shield Program on behalf of Indian
tribes located in the States of Nevada, Idaho,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Or-
egon, Minnesota, and Washington. Any such
conveyance shall be subject to the condition
that the housing units shall be removed
within a reasonable period of time, as deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(c) The Operation Walking Shield Program
shall resolve any conflicts among requests of
Indian tribes for housing units under sub-
section (a) before submitting requests to the
Secretary of the Air Force under subsection
(D).
(d) In this section, the term ‘‘Indian tribe’’
means any recognized Indian tribe included
on the current list published by the Sec-
retary of the Interior under section 104 of the
Federally Recognized Indian Tribe Act of
1994 (Public Law 103-454; 108 Stat. 4792; 25
U.S.C. 5131).

SEC. 8021. Of the funds appropriated to the
Department of Defense under the heading
“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”’, not less than $20,000,000 shall be made
available only for the mitigation of environ-
mental impacts, including training and tech-
nical assistance to tribes, related adminis-
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trative support, the gathering of informa-
tion, documenting of environmental damage,
and developing a system for prioritization of
mitigation and cost to complete estimates
for mitigation, on Indian lands resulting
from Department of Defense activities.

SEC. 8022. Funds appropriated by this Act
for the Defense Media Activity shall not be
used for any national or international polit-
ical or psychological activities.

SEC. 8023. (a) Of the funds made available
in this Act, not less than $68,100,000 shall be
available for the Civil Air Patrol Corpora-
tion, of which—

(1) $565,100,000 shall be available from ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force’ to sup-
port Civil Air Patrol Corporation operation
and maintenance, readiness, counter-drug
activities, and drug demand reduction activi-
ties involving youth programs;

(2) $11,000,000 shall be available from ‘‘Air-
craft Procurement, Air Force’’; and

(3) $2,000,000 shall be available from ‘‘Other
Procurement, Air Force’” for vehicle pro-
curement.

(b) The Secretary of the Air Force should
waive reimbursement for any funds used by
the Civil Air Patrol for counter-drug activi-
ties in support of Federal, State, and local
government agencies.

SEC. 8024. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act are available to establish
a new Department of Defense (department)
federally funded research and development
center (FFRDC), either as a new entity, or as
a separate entity administrated by an orga-
nization managing another FFRDC, or as a
nonprofit membership corporation con-
sisting of a consortium of other FFRDCs and
other nonprofit entities.

(b) No member of a Board of Directors,
Trustees, Overseers, Advisory Group, Special
Issues Panel, Visiting Committee, or any
similar entity of a defense FFRDC, and no
paid consultant to any defense FFRDC, ex-
cept when acting in a technical advisory ca-
pacity, may be compensated for his or her
services as a member of such entity, or as a
paid consultant by more than one FFRDC in
a fiscal year: Provided, That a member of any
such entity referred to previously in this
subsection shall be allowed travel expenses
and per diem as authorized under the Federal
Joint Travel Regulations, when engaged in
the performance of membership duties.

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, none of the funds available to the De-
partment from any source during the current
fiscal year may be used by a defense FFRDC,
through a fee or other payment mechanism,
for construction of new buildings not located
on a military installation, for payment of
cost sharing for projects funded by Govern-
ment grants, for absorption of contract over-
runs, or for certain charitable contributions,
not to include employee participation in
community service and/or development.

(d) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, of the funds available to the department
during fiscal year 2024, not more than
$2,885,000,000 may be funded for professional
technical staff-related costs of the defense
FFRDCs: Provided, That within such funds,
not more than $456,803,000 shall be available
for the defense studies and analysis FFRDCs:
Provided further, That this subsection shall
not apply to staff years funded in the Na-
tional Intelligence Program and the Military
Intelligence Program: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall, with the sub-
mission of the department’s fiscal year 2025
budget request, submit a report presenting
the specific amounts of staff years of tech-
nical effort to be allocated for each defense
FFRDC by program during that fiscal year
and the associated budget estimates, by ap-
propriation account and program: Provided
further, That this subsection shall not apply
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to appropriations for the National Intel-
ligence Program and Military Intelligence
Program.

SEC. 8025. For the purposes of this Act, the
term ‘‘congressional defense committees”
means the Armed Services Committee of the
House of Representatives, the Armed Serv-
ices Committee of the Senate, the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the Senate, and the Sub-
committee on Defense of the Committee on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives.

SEC. 8026. For the purposes of this Act, the
term ‘‘congressional intelligence commit-
tees” means the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the Senate, the Subcommittee on
Defense of the Committee on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives, and the
Subcommittee on Defense of the Committee
on Appropriations of the Senate.

SEC. 8027. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense may acquire the
modification, depot maintenance and repair
of aircraft, vehicles and vessels as well as the
production of components and other Defense-
related articles, through competition be-
tween Department of Defense depot mainte-
nance activities and private firms: Provided,
That the Senior Acquisition Executive of the
military department or Defense Agency con-
cerned, with power of delegation, shall cer-
tify that successful bids include comparable
estimates of all direct and indirect costs for
both public and private bids: Provided further,
That Office of Management and Budget Cir-
cular A-76 shall not apply to competitions
conducted under this section.

SEC. 8028. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this Act may be expended by an
entity of the Department of Defense unless
the entity, in expending the funds, complies
with the Buy American Act. For purposes of
this subsection, the term ‘“‘Buy American
Act” means chapter 83 of title 41, United
States Code.

(b) If the Secretary of Defense determines
that a person has been convicted of inten-
tionally affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in
America’ inscription to any product sold in
or shipped to the United States that is not
made in America, the Secretary shall deter-
mine, in accordance with section 4658 of title
10, United States Code, whether the person
should be debarred from contracting with
the Department of Defense.

(c) In the case of any equipment or prod-
ucts purchased with appropriations provided
under this Act, it is the sense of the Congress
that any entity of the Department of De-
fense, in expending the appropriation, pur-
chase only American-made equipment and
products, provided that American-made
equipment and products are cost-competi-
tive, quality competitive, and available in a
timely fashion.

SEC. 8029. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
procure carbon, alloy, or armor steel plate
for use in any Government-owned facility or
property under the control of the Depart-
ment of Defense which were not melted and
rolled in the United States or Canada: Pro-
vided, That these procurement restrictions
shall apply to any and all Federal Supply
Class 9515, American Society of Testing and
Materials (ASTM) or American Iron and
Steel Institute (AISI) specifications of car-
bon, alloy or armor steel plate: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the military de-
partment responsible for the procurement
may waive this restriction on a case-by-case
basis by certifying in writing to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate that adequate
domestic supplies are not available to meet
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Department of Defense requirements on a
timely basis and that such an acquisition
must be made in order to acquire capability
for national security purposes: Provided fur-
ther, That these restrictions shall not apply
to contracts which are in being as of the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 8030. (a)(1) If the Secretary of Defense,
after consultation with the United States
Trade Representative, determines that a for-
eign country which is party to an agreement
described in paragraph (2) has violated the
terms of the agreement by discriminating
against certain types of products produced in
the United States that are covered by the
agreement, the Secretary of Defense shall re-
scind the Secretary’s blanket waiver of the
Buy American Act with respect to such
types of products produced in that foreign
country.

(2) An agreement referred to in paragraph
(1) is any reciprocal defense procurement
memorandum of understanding, between the
United States and a foreign country pursu-
ant to which the Secretary of Defense has
prospectively waived the Buy American Act
for certain products in that country.

(b) The Secretary of Defense shall submit
to the Congress a report on the amount of
Department of Defense purchases from for-
eign entities in fiscal year 2024. Such report
shall separately indicate the dollar value of
items for which the Buy American Act was
waived pursuant to any agreement described
in subsection (a)(2), the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), or any
international agreement to which the United
States is a party.

(c) For purposes of this section, the term
“Buy American Act’’ means chapter 83 of
title 41, United States Code.

SEC. 8031. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used for the procurement
of ball and roller bearings other than those
produced by a domestic source and of domes-
tic origin: Provided, That the Secretary of
the military department responsible for such
procurement may waive this restriction on a
case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate,
that adequate domestic supplies are not
available to meet Department of Defense re-
quirements on a timely basis and that such
an acquisition must be made in order to ac-
quire capability for national security pur-
poses: Provided further, That this restriction
shall not apply to the purchase of ‘‘commer-
cial products’, as defined by section 103 of
title 41, United States Code, except that the
restriction shall apply to ball or roller bear-
ings purchased as end items.

SEC. 8032. None of the funds in this Act
may be used to purchase any supercomputer
which is not manufactured in the United
States, unless the Secretary of Defense cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees that such an acquisition must be made
in order to acquire capability for national se-
curity purposes that is not available from
United States manufacturers.

SEC. 8033. (a) The Secretary of Defense
may, on a case-by-case basis, waive with re-
spect to a foreign country each limitation on
the procurement of defense items from for-
eign sources provided in law if the Secretary
determines that the application of the limi-
tation with respect to that country would in-
validate cooperative programs entered into
between the Department of Defense and the
foreign country, or would invalidate recip-
rocal trade agreements for the procurement
of defense items entered into under section
4851 of title 10, United States Code, and the
country does not discriminate against the
same or similar defense items produced in
the United States for that country.

(b) Subsection (a) applies with respect to—
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(1) contracts and subcontracts entered into
on or after the date of the enactment of this
Act; and

(2) options for the procurement of items
that are exercised after such date under con-
tracts that are entered into before such date
if the option prices are adjusted for any rea-
son other than the application of a waiver
granted under subsection (a).

(c) Subsection (a) does not apply to a limi-
tation regarding construction of public ves-
sels, ball and roller bearings, food, and cloth-
ing or textile materials as defined by section
XI (chapters 50-65) of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States and products
classified under headings 4010, 4202, 4203, 6401
through 6406, 6505, 7019, 7218 through 7229,
7304.41 through 7304.49, 7306.40, 7502 through
7508, 8105, 8108, 8109, 8211, 8215, and 9404.

SEC. 8034. None of the funds made available
in this Act, or any subsequent Act making
appropriations for the Department of De-
fense, may be used for the purchase or manu-
facture of a flag of the United States unless
such flags are treated as covered items under
section 4862(b) of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 8035. During the current fiscal year,
amounts contained in the Department of De-
fense Overseas Military Facility Investment
Recovery Account shall be available until
expended for the payments specified by sec-
tion 2687a(b)(2) of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 8036. During the current fiscal year,
appropriations which are available to the De-
partment of Defense for operation and main-
tenance may be used to purchase items hav-
ing an investment item unit cost of not more
than $350,000: Provided, That upon determina-
tion by the Secretary of Defense that such
action is necessary to meet the operational
requirements of a Commander of a Combat-
ant Command engaged in a named contin-
gency operation overseas, such funds may be
used to purchase items having an investment
item unit cost of not more than $500,000.

SEC. 8037. Up to $11,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Navy” may be made available
for the Asia Pacific Regional Initiative Pro-
gram for the purpose of enabling the United
States Indo-Pacific Command to execute
Theater Security Cooperation activities such
as humanitarian assistance, and payment of
incremental and personnel costs of training
and exercising with foreign security forces:
Provided, That funds made available for this
purpose may be used, notwithstanding any
other funding authorities for humanitarian
assistance, security assistance or combined
exercise expenses: Provided further, That
funds may not be obligated to provide assist-
ance to any foreign country that is other-
wise prohibited from receiving such type of
assistance under any other provision of law.

SEC. 8038. The Secretary of Defense shall
issue regulations to prohibit the sale of any
tobacco or tobacco-related products in mili-
tary resale outlets in the United States, its
territories and possessions at a price below
the most competitive price in the local com-
munity: Provided, That such regulations
shall direct that the prices of tobacco or to-
bacco-related products in overseas military
retail outlets shall be within the range of
prices established for military retail system
stores located in the United States.

SEC. 8039. (a) During the current fiscal
year, none of the appropriations or funds
available to the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds shall be used for the
purchase of an investment item for the pur-
pose of acquiring a new inventory item for
sale or anticipated sale during the current
fiscal year or a subsequent fiscal year to cus-
tomers of the Department of Defense Work-
ing Capital Funds if such an item would not
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have been chargeable to the Department of
Defense Business Operations Fund during fis-
cal year 1994 and if the purchase of such an
investment item would be chargeable during
the current fiscal year to appropriations
made to the Department of Defense for pro-
curement.

(b) The fiscal year 2025 budget request for
the Department of Defense as well as all jus-
tification material and other documentation
supporting the fiscal year 2025 Department of
Defense budget shall be prepared and sub-
mitted to the Congress on the basis that any
equipment which was classified as an end
item and funded in a procurement appropria-
tion contained in this Act shall be budgeted
for in a proposed fiscal year 2025 procure-
ment appropriation and not in the supply
management business area or any other area
or category of the Department of Defense
Working Capital Funds.

SEC. 8040. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Central In-
telligence Agency shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year, ex-
cept for funds appropriated for the Reserve
for Contingencies, which shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2025: Provided, That
funds appropriated, transferred, or otherwise
credited to the Central Intelligence Agency
Central Services Working Capital Fund dur-
ing this or any prior or subsequent fiscal
year shall remain available until expended:
Provided further, That any funds appropriated
or transferred to the Central Intelligence
Agency for advanced research and develop-
ment acquisition, for agent operations, and
for covert action programs authorized by the
President under section 503 of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3093) shall re-
main available until September 30, 2025: Pro-
vided further, That any funds appropriated or
transferred to the Central Intelligence Agen-
cy for the construction, improvement, or al-
teration of facilities, including leased facili-
ties, to be used primarily by personnel of the
intelligence community, shall remain avail-
able until September 30, 2026.

SEC. 8041. (a) Except as provided in sub-
sections (b) and (c), none of the funds made
available by this Act may be used—

(1) to establish a field operating agency; or

(2) to pay the basic pay of a member of the
Armed Forces or civilian employee of the de-
partment who is transferred or reassigned
from a headquarters activity if the member
or employee’s place of duty remains at the
location of that headquarters.

(b) The Secretary of Defense or Secretary
of a military department may waive the lim-
itations in subsection (a), on a case-by-case
basis, if the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate that the granting of the waiver will re-
duce the personnel requirements or the fi-
nancial requirements of the department.

(c) This section does not apply to—

(1) field operating agencies funded within
the National Intelligence Program;

(2) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to eliminate, mitigate, or counter the
effects of improvised explosive devices, and,
as determined by the Secretary of the Army,
other similar threats;

(3) an Army field operating agency estab-
lished to improve the effectiveness and effi-
ciencies of biometric activities and to inte-
grate common biometric technologies
throughout the Department of Defense; or

(4) an Air Force field operating agency es-
tablished to administer the Air Force Mor-
tuary Affairs Program and Mortuary Oper-
ations for the Department of Defense and au-
thorized Federal entities.

SEC. 8042. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act shall be available to con-
vert to contractor performance an activity



H4582

or function of the Department of Defense
that, on or after the date of the enactment of
this Act, is performed by Department of De-
fense civilian employees unless—

(1) the conversion is based on the result of
a public-private competition that includes a
most efficient and cost effective organiza-
tion plan developed by such activity or func-
tion;

(2) the Competitive Sourcing Official deter-
mines that, over all performance periods
stated in the solicitation of offers for per-
formance of the activity or function, the
cost of performance of the activity or func-
tion by a contractor would be less costly to
the Department of Defense by an amount
that equals or exceeds the lesser of—

(A) 10 percent of the most efficient organi-
zation’s personnel-related costs for perform-
ance of that activity or function by Federal
employees; or

(B) $10,000,000; and

(3) the contractor does not receive an ad-
vantage for a proposal that would reduce
costs for the Department of Defense by—

(A) not making an employer-sponsored
health insurance plan available to the work-
ers who are to be employed in the perform-
ance of that activity or function under the
contract; or

(B) offering to such workers an employer-
sponsored health benefits plan that requires
the employer to contribute less towards the
premium or subscription share than the
amount that is paid by the Department of
Defense for health benefits for civilian em-
ployees under chapter 89 of title 5, United
States Code.

(b)(1) The Department of Defense, without
regard to subsection (a) of this section or
subsection (a), (b), or (c) of section 2461 of
title 10, United States Code, and notwith-
standing any administrative regulation, re-
quirement, or policy to the contrary shall
have full authority to enter into a contract
for the performance of any commercial or in-
dustrial type function of the Department of
Defense that—

(A) is included on the procurement list es-
tablished pursuant to section 2 of the Javits-
Wagner-O’Day Act (section 8503 of title 41,
United States Code);

(B) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified nonprofit agency for the
blind or by a qualified nonprofit agency for
other severely handicapped individuals in ac-
cordance with that Act; or

(C) is planned to be converted to perform-
ance by a qualified firm under at least 51 per-
cent ownership by an Indian tribe, as defined
in section 4(e) of the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C.
450b(e)), or a Native Hawaiian Organization,
as defined in section 8(a)(15) of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(a)(15)).

(2) This section shall not apply to depot
contracts or contracts for depot mainte-
nance as provided in sections 2469 and 2474 of
title 10, United States Code.

(c) The conversion of any activity or func-
tion of the Department of Defense under the
authority provided by this section shall be
credited toward any competitive or out-
sourcing goal, target, or measurement that
may be established by statute, regulation, or
policy and is deemed to be awarded under the
authority of, and in compliance with, sub-
section (h) of section 2304 of title 10, United
States Code, for the competition or out-
sourcing of commercial activities.

(RESCISSIONS)

SEC. 8043. Of the funds appropriated in De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Acts,
the following funds are hereby rescinded
from the following accounts and programs in
the specified amounts: Provided, That no
amounts may be rescinded from amounts
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that were designated by the Congress as an
emergency requirement pursuant to a con-
current resolution on the budget or the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985:

‘“‘Missile Procurement, Army’’,
$9,093,000;

“Procurement of Weapons and Tracked
Combat Vehicles, Army”’, 2022/2024, $1,900,000;

2022/2024,

‘““Other Procurement, Army’’, 2022/2024,
$44,681,000;
‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Navy’’, 2022/2024,
$1,428,000;

“Weapons Procurement, Navy’, 2022/2024,
$13,058,000;

“Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and
Marine Corps’’, 2022/2024, $1,012,000;

‘“Other Procurement, Navy”’,
$2,975,000;

‘““Cooperative Threat Reduction Account’,
2022/2024, $75,000,000;

‘““Operation and Maintenance,
Wide’’, 2023/2024, $75,000,000;

“Counter-ISIS Train and Equip Fund”,
2023/2024, $50,000,000;

2022/2024,

Defense-

““Other Procurement, Army’’, 2023/2025,
$4,066,000;
‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Navy’’, 2023/2025,
$10,033,000;
‘“Weapons Procurement, Navy’’, 2023/2025,
$53,139,000;
““Other Procurement, Navy”’, 2023/2025,
$1,550,000;
‘“Procurement, Marine Corps’, 2023/2025,

$155,304,000;
‘‘Other Procurement, Air Force’’, 2023/2025,
$45,000,000;
“Procurement,
$32,148,000;
‘“‘Research, Development, Test and Evalua-
tion, Air Force’’, 2023/2024, $29,300,000;

Defense-Wide’’, 2023/2025,

“Army Working Capital Fund”’, XXXX/
XXXX, $100,000,000; and
“Navy Working Capital Fund”’, XXXX/

XXXX, $100,000,000.

SEC. 8044. None of the funds available in
this Act may be used to reduce the author-
ized positions for military technicians (dual
status) of the Army National Guard, Air Na-
tional Guard, Army Reserve and Air Force
Reserve for the purpose of applying any ad-
ministratively imposed civilian personnel
ceiling, freeze, or reduction on military tech-
nicians (dual status), unless such reductions
are a direct result of a reduction in military
force structure.

SEC. 8045. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this Act may
be obligated or expended for assistance to
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
unless specifically appropriated for that pur-
pose: Provided, That this restriction shall not
apply to any activities incidental to the De-
fense POW/MIA Accounting Agency mission
to recover and identify the remains of United
States Armed Forces personnel from the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.

SEC. 8046. Funds appropriated in this Act
for operation and maintenance of the Mili-
tary Departments, Combatant Commands
and Defense Agencies shall be available for
reimbursement of pay, allowances and other
expenses which would otherwise be incurred
against appropriations for the National
Guard and Reserve when members of the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve provide intel-
ligence or counterintelligence support to
Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies and
Joint Intelligence Activities, including the
activities and programs included within the
National Intelligence Program and the Mili-
tary Intelligence Program: Provided, That
nothing in this section authorizes deviation
from established Reserve and National Guard
personnel and training procedures.

SEC. 8047. (a) None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense for any fiscal
yvear for drug interdiction or counter-drug
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activities may be transferred to any other
department or agency of the United States
except as specifically provided in an appro-
priations law.

(b) None of the funds available to the Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency for any fiscal year
for drug interdiction or counter-drug activi-
ties may be transferred to any other depart-
ment or agency of the United States except
as specifically provided in an appropriations
law.

SEC. 8048. In addition to the amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available else-
where in this Act, $49,000,000 is hereby appro-
priated to the Department of Defense: Pro-
vided, That upon the determination of the
Secretary of Defense that it shall serve the
national interest, the Secretary shall make
grants in the amounts specified as follows:
$24,000,000 to the United Service Organiza-
tions and $25,000,000 to the Red Cross: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
section may be used to encourage, guide, or
otherwise assist in migration towards the
United States southwest border.

SEC. 8049. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision in this Act, the Small Business Inno-
vation Research program and the Small
Business Technology Transfer program set-
asides shall be taken proportionally from all
programs, projects, or activities to the ex-
tent they contribute to the extramural budg-
et. The Secretary of each military depart-
ment, the Director of each Defense Agency,
and the head of each other relevant compo-
nent of the Department of Defense shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense commit-
tees, concurrent with submission of the
budget justification documents to Congress
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, a report with a detailed ac-
counting of the Small Business Innovation
Research program and the Small Business
Technology Transfer program set-asides
taken from programs, projects, or activities
within such department, agency, or compo-
nent during the most recently completed fis-
cal year.

SEC. 8050. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense under this Act
shall be obligated or expended to pay a con-
tractor under a contract with the Depart-
ment of Defense for costs of any amount paid
by the contractor to an employee when—

(1) such costs are for a bonus or otherwise
in excess of the normal salary paid by the
contractor to the employee; and

(2) such bonus is part of restructuring costs
associated with a business combination.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8051. During the current fiscal year,
no more than $30,000,000 of appropriations
made in this Act under the heading ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ may
be transferred to appropriations available for
the pay of military personnel, to be merged
with, and to be available for the same time
period as the appropriations to which trans-
ferred, to be used in support of such per-
sonnel in connection with support and serv-
ices for eligible organizations and activities
outside the Department of Defense pursuant
to section 2012 of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 8052. (a) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau may permit the use of equip-
ment of the National Guard Distance Learn-
ing Project by any person or entity on a
space-available, reimbursable basis. The
Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall es-
tablish the amount of reimbursement for
such use on a case-by-case basis.

(b) Amounts collected under subsection (a)
shall be credited to funds available for the
National Guard Distance Learning Project
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and be available to defray the costs associ-
ated with the use of equipment of the project
under that subsection. Such funds shall be
available for such purposes without fiscal
year limitation.

SEC. 8053. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
or prior Acts may be obligated or expended
to retire, prepare to retire, or place in stor-
age or on backup aircraft inventory status
any C-40 aircraft.

(b) The limitation under subsection (a)
shall not apply to an individual C-40 aircraft
that the Secretary of the Air Force deter-
mines, on a case-by-case basis, to be no
longer mission capable due to a Class A mis-
hap.

(c) If the Secretary determines under sub-
section (b) that an aircraft is no longer mis-
sion capable, the Secretary shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a cer-
tification in writing that the status of such
aircraft is due to a Class A mishap and not
due to lack of maintenance, repairs, or other
reasons.

(d) Not later than 90 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the necessary
steps taken by the Department of Defense to
meet the travel requirements for official or
representational duties of members of Con-
gress and the Cabinet in fiscal years 2024 and
2025.

SEC. 8054. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in title IV of this Act may be used to
procure end-items for delivery to military
forces for operational training, operational
use, or inventory requirements: Provided,
That this restriction does not apply to end-
items used in development, prototyping in
accordance with an approved test strategy,
and test activities preceding and leading to
acceptance for operational use.

(b) If the number of end-items budgeted
with funds appropriated in title IV of this
Act exceeds the number required in an ap-
proved test strategy, the Under Secretary of
Defense (Research and Engineering) and the
Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and
Sustainment), in coordination with the re-
sponsible Service Acquisition Executive,
shall certify in writing to the congressional
defense committees that there is a bonafide
need for the additional end-items at the time
of submittal to Congress of the budget of the
President for fiscal year 2025 pursuant to sec-
tion 1105 of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That this restriction does not apply to
programs funded within the National Intel-
ligence Program.

(c) The Secretary of Defense shall, at the
time of the submittal to Congress of the
budget of the President for fiscal year 2025
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report detailing the use
of funds requested in research, development,
test and evaluation accounts for end-items
used in development, prototyping and test
activities preceding and leading to accept-
ance for operational use: Provided, That the
report shall set forth, for each end item cov-
ered by the preceding proviso, a detailed list
of the statutory authorities under which
amounts in the accounts described in that
proviso were used for such item: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Defense shall, at
the time of the submittal to Congress of the
budget of the President for fiscal year 2025
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a certification that funds
requested for fiscal year 2025 in research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation accounts are
in compliance with this section: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of Defense may
waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis
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by certifying in writing to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate that it is in the na-
tional security interest to do so.

SEC. 8055. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or other
Department of Defense Appropriations Acts
may be obligated or expended for the purpose
of performing repairs or maintenance to
military family housing units of the Depart-
ment of Defense, including areas in such
military family housing units that may be
used for the purpose of conducting official
Department of Defense business.

SEC. 8056. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, funds appropriated in this Act
under the heading ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide’’ for any
new start defense innovation acceleration or
rapid prototyping program demonstration
project with a value of more than $5,000,000
may only be obligated 15 days after a report,
including a description of the project, the
planned acquisition and transition strategy
and its estimated annual and total cost, has
been provided in writing to the congressional
defense committees: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Defense may waive this restriction
on a case-by-case basis by certifying to the
congressional defense committees that it is
in the national interest to do so.

SEC. 8057. The Secretary of Defense shall
continue to provide a classified quarterly re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate,
Subcommittees on Defense on certain mat-
ters as directed in the classified annex ac-
companying this Act.

SEC. 8058. Notwithstanding section 12310(b)
of title 10, United States Code, a service-
member who is a member of the National
Guard serving on full-time National Guard
duty under section 502(f) of title 32, United
States Code, may perform duties in support
of the ground-based elements of the National
Ballistic Missile Defense System.

SEC. 8059. None of the funds provided in
this Act may be used to transfer to any non-
governmental entity ammunition held by
the Department of Defense that has a center-
fire cartridge and a United States military
nomenclature designation of ‘‘armor pene-
trator’”, ‘‘armor piercing (AP)”’, ‘‘armor
piercing incendiary (API)”, or ‘‘armor-pierc-
ing incendiary tracer (API-T)”’, except to an
entity performing demilitarization services
for the Department of Defense under a con-
tract that requires the entity to dem-
onstrate to the satisfaction of the Depart-
ment of Defense that armor piercing projec-
tiles are either: (1) rendered incapable of
reuse by the demilitarization process; or (2)
used to manufacture ammunition pursuant
to a contract with the Department of De-
fense or the manufacture of ammunition for
export pursuant to a License for Permanent
Export of Unclassified Military Articles
issued by the Department of State.

SEC. 8060. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or their designee, may waive
payment of all or part of the consideration
that otherwise would be required under sec-
tion 2667 of title 10, United States Code, in
the case of a lease of personal property for a
period not in excess of 1 year to any organi-
zation specified in section 508(d) of title 32,
United States Code, or any other youth, so-
cial, or fraternal nonprofit organization as
may be approved by the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau, or their designee, on a case-
by-case basis.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8061. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Army’’, $175,943,968 shall re-
main available until expended: Provided,
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That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, the Secretary of Defense is author-
ized to transfer such funds to other activities
of the Federal Government: Provided further,
That the Secretary of Defense is authorized
to enter into and carry out contracts for the
acquisition of real property, construction,
personal services, and operations related to
projects carrying out the purposes of this
section: Provided further, That contracts en-
tered into under the authority of this section
may provide for such indemnification as the
Secretary determines to be necessary: Pro-
vided further, That projects authorized by
this section shall comply with applicable
Federal, State, and local law to the max-
imum extent consistent with the national se-
curity, as determined by the Secretary of
Defense.

SEC. 8062. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated in this or any other Act may be used
to take any action to modify—

(1) the appropriations account structure
for the National Intelligence Program budg-
et, including through the creation of a new
appropriation or new appropriation account;

(2) how the National Intelligence Program
budget request is presented in the unclassi-
fied P-1, R-1, and O-1 documents supporting
the Department of Defense budget request;

(3) the process by which the National Intel-
ligence Program appropriations are appor-
tioned to the executing agencies; or

(4) the process by which the National Intel-
ligence Program appropriations are allotted,
obligated and disbursed.

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall be con-
strued to prohibit the merger of programs or
changes to the National Intelligence Pro-
gram budget at or below the Expenditure
Center level, provided such change is other-
wise in accordance with paragraphs (1)—(3) of
subsection (a).

(c) The Director of National Intelligence
and the Secretary of Defense may jointly,
only for the purposes of achieving auditable
financial statements and improving fiscal re-
porting, study and develop detailed proposals
for alternative financial management proc-
esses. Such study shall include a comprehen-
sive counterintelligence risk assessment to
ensure that none of the alternative processes
will adversely affect counterintelligence.

(d) Upon development of the detailed pro-
posals defined under subsection (c), the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and the Sec-
retary of Defense shall—

(1) provide the proposed alternatives to all
affected agencies;

(2) receive certification from all affected
agencies attesting that the proposed alter-
natives will help achieve auditability, im-
prove fiscal reporting, and will not adversely
affect counterintelligence; and

(3) not later than 30 days after receiving all
necessary certifications under paragraph (2),
present the proposed alternatives and certifi-
cations to the congressional defense and in-
telligence committees.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8063. During the current fiscal year,
not to exceed $11,000,000 from each of the ap-
propriations made in title II of this Act for
“Operation and Maintenance, Army”’, ‘‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Navy’’, and ‘Oper-
ation and Maintenance, Air Force’” may be
transferred by the military department con-
cerned to its central fund established for
Fisher Houses and Suites pursuant to section
2493(d) of title 10, United States Code.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8064. In addition to amounts provided
elsewhere in this Act, $5,000,000 is hereby ap-
propriated to the Department of Defense, to
remain available for obligation until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, that upon the deter-
mination of the Secretary of Defense that it
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shall serve the national interest, these funds
shall be available only for a grant to the
Fisher House Foundation, Inc., only for the
construction and furnishing of additional
Fisher Houses to meet the needs of military
family members when confronted with the
illness or hospitalization of an eligible mili-
tary beneficiary.
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8065. Of the amounts appropriated for
“Operation and Maintenance, Navy’’, up to
$1,000,000 shall be available for transfer to
the John C. Stennis Center for Public Serv-
ice Development Trust Fund established
under section 116 of the John C. Stennis Cen-
ter for Public Service Training and Develop-
ment Act (2 U.S.C. 1105).

SEC. 8066. None of the funds available to
the Department of Defense may be obligated
to modify command and control relation-
ships to give Fleet Forces Command oper-
ational and administrative control of United
States Navy forces assigned to the Pacific
fleet: Provided, That the command and con-
trol relationships which existed on October
1, 2004, shall remain in force until a written
modification has been proposed to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate: Provided fur-
ther, That the proposed modification may be
implemented 30 days after the notification
unless an objection is received from either
the House or Senate Appropriations Commit-
tees: Provided further, That any proposed
modification shall not preclude the ability of
the commander of United States Indo-Pacific
Command to meet operational requirements.

SEC. 8067. Any notice that is required to be
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate under section 3601 of title 10,
United States Code, as added by section
804(a) of the James M. Inhofe National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2023,
after the date of the enactment of this Act
shall be submitted pursuant to that require-
ment concurrently to the Subcommittees on
Defense of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8068. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the headings ‘‘Procurement,
Defense-Wide’” and ‘‘Research, Development,
Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide”’,
$500,000,000 shall be for the Israeli Coopera-
tive Programs: Provided, That of this
amount, $80,000,000 shall be for the Secretary
of Defense to provide to the Government of
Israel for the procurement of the Iron Dome
defense system to counter short-range rock-
et threats, subject to the U.S.-Israel Iron
Dome Procurement Agreement, as amended;
$127,000,000 shall be for the Short Range Bal-
listic Missile Defense (SRBMD) program, in-
cluding cruise missile defense research and
development under the SRBMD program;
$40,000,000 shall be for co-production activi-
ties of SRBMD systems in the United States
and in Israel to meet Israel’s defense require-
ments consistent with each nation’s laws,
regulations, and procedures, subject to the
U.S.-Israeli co-production agreement for
SRBMD, as amended; $80,000,000 shall be for
an upper-tier component to the Israeli Mis-
sile Defense Architecture, of  which
$80,000,000 shall be for co-production activi-
ties of Arrow 3 Upper Tier systems in the
United States and in Israel to meet Israel’s
defense requirements consistent with each
nation’s laws, regulations, and procedures,
subject to the U.S.-Israeli co-production
agreement for Arrow 3 Upper Tier, as amend-
ed; and $173,000,000 shall be for the Arrow
System Improvement Program including de-
velopment of a long range, ground and air-
borne, detection suite: Provided further, That
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the transfer authority provided under this
provision is in addition to any other transfer
authority contained in this Act.

SEC. 8069. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding
and Conversion, Navy’’, $1,648,559,000 shall be
available until September 30, 2024, to fund
prior year shipbuilding cost increases for the
following programs:

(1) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2013/2024: Carrier Re-
placement Program, $624,600,000;

(2) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2015/2024: Virginia Class
Submarine Program, $43,419,000;

(3) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2016/2024: Virginia Class
Submarine Program, $100,115,000;

(4) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2016/2024: DDG-51 De-
stroyer, $104,090,000;

(5) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2017/2024: Virginia Class
Submarine Program, $24,646,000;

(6) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2017/2024: DDG-51 De-
stroyer, $121,827,000;

(7) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy”’, 2017/2024: LPD-17,
$16,520,000;

(8) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2018/2024: Ship to Shore
Connector Program, $43,600,000;

(9) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2019/2024: Littoral Com-
bat Ship, $23,000,000;

(10) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy”, 2019/2024: TAO Fleet
Oiler, $27,060,000;

(11) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2020/2024: CVN Refueling
Overhauls, $42,422,000;

(12) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy”, 2020/2024: TAO Fleet
Oiler, $93,250,000;

(13) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2020/2024: Towing, Sal-
vage, and Rescue Ship Program, $1,150,000;

(14) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2021/2024: Towing, Sal-
vage, and Rescue Ship Program, $21,809,000;

(15) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’, 2022/2024: TAO Fleet
Oiler, $2,585,000;

(16) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy’’, 2022/2024: Towing, Sal-
vage, and Rescue Ship Program, $3,300,000;
and

(17) Under the heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy”’, 2022/2024: T-AGOS
Surtass Ships Program, $355,166,000.

SEC. 8070. Funds appropriated by this Act
for intelligence and intelligence-related ac-
tivities are deemed to be specifically author-
ized by the Congress for purposes of section
504(a)(1) of the National Security Act of 1947
(60 U.S.C. 3094(a)(1)) until the enactment of
the Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2024.

SEC. 8071. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for obligation or
expenditure through a reprogramming of
funds that creates or initiates a new pro-
gram, project, or activity unless such pro-
gram, project, or activity must be under-
taken immediately in the interest of na-
tional security and only after written prior
notification to the congressional defense
committees.

SEC. 8072. None of the funds in this Act
may be used for research, development, test,
evaluation, procurement or deployment of
nuclear armed interceptors of a missile de-
fense system.

SEC. 8073. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be obligated or expended for
the purpose of decommissioning any Littoral
Combat Ship, the USS Germantown, or the
USS Tortuga.
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SEC. 8074. For purposes of section 1553(b) of
title 31, United States Code, any subdivision
of appropriations made in this Act under the
heading ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy” shall be considered to be for the same
purpose as any subdivision under the heading
““‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ appro-
priations in any prior fiscal year, and the 1
percent limitation shall apply to the total
amount of the appropriation.

SEC. 8075. None of the funds appropriated
or made available in this Act shall be used to
reduce or disestablish the operation of the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron of
the Air Force Reserve, if such action would
reduce the WC-130 Weather Reconnaissance
mission below the levels funded in this Act:
Provided, That the Air Force shall allow the
53rd Weather Reconnaissance Squadron to
perform other missions in support of na-
tional defense requirements during the non-
hurricane season.

SEC. 8076. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated by this Act may be used to transfer
research and development, acquisition, or
other program authority relating to current
tactical unmanned aerial vehicles (TUAVs)
from the Army.

(b) The Army shall retain responsibility
for and operational control of the MQ-1C
Gray Eagle Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV)
in order to support the Secretary of Defense
in matters relating to the employment of un-
manned aerial vehicles.

SEC. 8077. None of the funds provided in
this Act shall be available for integration of
foreign intelligence information unless the
information has been lawfully collected and
processed during the conduct of authorized
foreign intelligence activities: Provided, That
information pertaining to United States per-
sons shall only be handled in accordance
with protections provided in the Fourth
Amendment of the United States Constitu-
tion as implemented through Executive
Order No. 12333.

SEC. 8078. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act for programs of the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence shall re-
main available for obligation beyond the
current fiscal year, except for funds appro-
priated for research and technology, which
shall remain available until September 30,
2025, and except for funds appropriated for
the purchase of real property, which shall re-
main available until September 30, 2026.

SEC. 8079. (a) Not later than 60 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence shall submit a
report to the congressional intelligence com-
mittees to establish the baseline for applica-
tion of reprogramming and transfer authori-
ties for fiscal year 2024: Provided, That the
report shall include—

(1) a table for each appropriation with a
separate column to display the President’s
budget request, adjustments made by Con-
gress, adjustments due to enacted rescis-
sions, if appropriate, and the fiscal year en-
acted level;

(2) a delineation in the table for each ap-
propriation by Expenditure Center and
project; and

(3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest.

(b) None of the funds provided for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program in this Act shall
be available for reprogramming or transfer
until the report identified in subsection (a) is
submitted to the congressional intelligence
committees, unless the Director of National
Intelligence certifies in writing to the con-
gressional intelligence committees that such
reprogramming or transfer is necessary as an
emergency requirement.

SEC. 8080. (a) None of the funds provided for
the National Intelligence Program in this or
any prior appropriations Act shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a
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reprogramming or transfer of funds in ac-
cordance with section 102A(d) of the National
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3024(d)) that—

(1) creates a new start effort;

(2) terminates a program with appropriated
funding of $10,000,000 or more;

(3) transfers funding into or out of the Na-
tional Intelligence Program; or

(4) transfers funding between appropria-
tions, unless the congressional intelligence
committees are notified 30 days in advance
of such reprogramming of funds; this notifi-
cation period may be reduced for urgent na-
tional security requirements.

(b) None of the funds provided for the Na-
tional Intelligence Program in this or any
prior appropriations Act shall be available
for obligation or expenditure through a re-
programming or transfer of funds in accord-
ance with section 102A(d) of the National Se-
curity Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3024(d)) that re-
sults in a cumulative increase or decrease of
the levels specified in the classified annex
accompanying the Act unless the congres-
sional intelligence committees are notified
30 days in advance of such reprogramming of
funds; this notification period may be re-
duced for urgent national security require-
ments.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8081. Upon a determination by the Di-
rector of National Intelligence that such ac-
tion is necessary and in the national inter-
est, the Director may, with the approval of
the Office of Management and Budget, trans-
fer not to exceed $1,500,000,000 of the funds
made available in this Act for the National
Intelligence Program: Provided, That such
authority to transfer may not be used unless
for higher priority items, based on unfore-
seen intelligence requirements, than those
for which originally appropriated and in no
case where the item for which funds are re-
quested has been denied by the Congress:
Provided further, That a request for multiple
reprogrammings of funds using authority
provided in this section shall be made prior
to June 30, 2024.

SEC. 8082. Any transfer of amounts appro-
priated to the Department of Defense Acqui-
sition Workforce Development Account in or
for fiscal year 2024 to a military department
or Defense Agency pursuant to section
1705(e)(1) of title 10, United States Code,
shall be covered by and subject to section
8005 of this Act.

SEC. 8083. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
Act may be expended for any Federal con-
tract for an amount in excess of $1,000,000,
unless the contractor agrees not to—

(1) enter into any agreement with any of
its employees or independent contractors
that requires, as a condition of employment,
that the employee or independent contractor
agree to resolve through arbitration any
claim under title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 or any tort related to or arising out
of sexual assault or harassment, including
assault and battery, intentional infliction of
emotional distress, false imprisonment, or
negligent hiring, supervision, or retention;
or

(2) take any action to enforce any provi-
sion of an existing agreement with an em-
ployee or independent contractor that man-
dates that the employee or independent con-
tractor resolve through arbitration any
claim under title VII of the Civil Rights Act
of 1964 or any tort related to or arising out
of sexual assault or harassment, including
assault and battery, intentional infliction of
emotional distress, false imprisonment, or
negligent hiring, supervision, or retention.

(b) None of the funds appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act may be ex-
pended for any Federal contract unless the
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contractor certifies that it requires each
covered subcontractor to agree not to enter
into, and not to take any action to enforce
any provision of, any agreement as described
in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a),
with respect to any employee or independent
contractor performing work related to such
subcontract. For purposes of this subsection,
a ‘‘covered subcontractor’ is an entity that
has a subcontract in excess of $1,000,000 on a
contract subject to subsection (a).

(c) The prohibitions in this section do not
apply with respect to a contractor’s or sub-
contractor’s agreements with employees or
independent contractors that may not be en-
forced in a court of the United States.

(d) The Secretary of Defense may waive
the application of subsection (a) or (b) to a
particular contractor or subcontractor for
the purposes of a particular contract or sub-
contract if the Secretary or the Deputy Sec-
retary personally determines that the waiver
is necessary to avoid harm to national secu-
rity interests of the United States, and that
the term of the contract or subcontract is
not longer than necessary to avoid such
harm. The determination shall set forth with
specificity the grounds for the waiver and for
the contract or subcontract term selected,
and shall state any alternatives considered
in lieu of a waiver and the reasons each such
alternative would not avoid harm to na-
tional security interests of the TUnited
States. The Secretary of Defense shall trans-
mit to Congress, and simultaneously make
public, any determination under this sub-
section not less than 15 business days before
the contract or subcontract addressed in the
determination may be awarded.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8084. From within the funds appro-
priated for operation and maintenance for
the Defense Health Program in this Act, up
to $172,000,000, shall be available for transfer
to the Joint Department of Defense-Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Medical Facility
Demonstration Fund in accordance with the
provisions of section 1704 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010,
Public Law 111-84: Provided, That for pur-
poses of section 1704(b), the facility oper-
ations funded are operations of the inte-
grated Captain James A. Lovell Federal
Health Care Center, consisting of the North
Chicago Veterans Affairs Medical Center, the
Navy Ambulatory Care Center, and sup-
porting facilities designated as a combined
Federal medical facility as described by sec-
tion 706 of Public Law 110-417: Provided fur-
ther, That additional funds may be trans-
ferred from funds appropriated for operation
and maintenance for the Defense Health Pro-
gram to the Joint Department of Defense-
Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Fa-
cility Demonstration Fund upon written no-
tification by the Secretary of Defense to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 8085. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used by the Department of Defense or a
component thereof in contravention of the
provisions of section 130h of title 10, United
States Code.

SEC. 8086. Appropriations available to the
Department of Defense may be used for the
purchase of heavy and light armored vehicles
for the physical security of personnel or for
force protection purposes up to a limit of
$450,000 per vehicle, notwithstanding price or
other limitations applicable to the purchase
of passenger carrying vehicles.

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 8087. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act for ‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion,
Navy’, $142,008,000, to remain available for
obligation until September 30, 2028, may be

H4585

used for the purchase of two used sealift ves-
sels for the National Defense Reserve Fleet,
established under section 11 of the Merchant
Ship Sales Act of 1946 (46 U.S.C. 57100): Pro-
vided, That such amounts are available for
reimbursements to the Ready Reserve Force,
Maritime Administration account of the
United States Department of Transportation
for programs, projects, activities, and ex-
penses related to the National Defense Re-
serve Fleet: Provided further, That notwith-
standing section 2218 of title 10, United
States Code, none of these funds shall be
transferred to the National Defense Sealift
Fund for execution.

SEC. 8088. (a) Any agency receiving funds
made available in this Act, shall, subject to
subsections (b) and (c), post on the public
Web site of that agency any report required
to be submitted by the Congress in this or
any other Act, upon the determination by
the head of the agency that it shall serve the
national interest.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply to a re-
port if—

(1) the public posting of the report com-
promises national security; or

(2) the report contains proprietary infor-
madtion.

(c) The head of the agency posting such re-
port shall do so only after such report has
been made available to the requesting Com-
mittee or Committees of Congress for no less
than 45 days.

SEC. 8089. The Secretary of Defense shall
post grant awards on a public website in a
searchable format.

SEC. 8090. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used by the National Se-
curity Agency to—

(1) conduct an acquisition pursuant to sec-
tion 702 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act of 1978 for the purpose of targeting
a United States person; or

(2) acquire, monitor, or store the contents
(as such term is defined in section 2510(8) of
title 18, United States Code) of any elec-
tronic communication of a United States
person from a provider of electronic commu-
nication services to the public pursuant to
section 501 of the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978.

SEC. 8091. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pay
the salary of any officer or employee of any
agency funded by this Act who approves or
implements the transfer of administrative
responsibilities or budgetary resources of
any program, project, or activity financed by
this Act to the jurisdiction of another Fed-
eral agency not financed by this Act without
the express authorization of Congress: Pro-
vided, That this limitation shall not apply to
transfers of funds expressly provided for in
Defense Appropriations Acts, or provisions of
Acts providing supplemental appropriations
for the Department of Defense.

SEC. 8092. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act for ‘‘Operation and Maintenance,
Navy”’, $667,508,000, to remain available until
expended, may be used for any purposes re-
lated to the National Defense Reserve Fleet
established under section 11 of the Merchant
Ship Sales Act of 1946 (46 U.S.C. 57100): Pro-
vided, That such amounts are available for
reimbursements to the Ready Reserve Force,
Maritime Administration account of the
United States Department of Transportation
for programs, projects, activities, and ex-
penses related to the National Defense Re-
serve Fleet.

SEC. 8093. (a) None of the funds provided in
this Act for the TAO Fleet Oiler program
shall be used to award a new contract that
provides for the acquisition of the following
components unless those components are
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manufactured in the United States: Auxil-
iary equipment (including pumps) for ship-
board services; propulsion equipment (in-
cluding engines, reduction gears, and propel-
lers); shipboard cranes; spreaders for ship-
board cranes; and anchor chains, specifically
for the seventh and subsequent ships of the
fleet.

(b) None of the funds provided in this Act
for the FFG(X) Frigate program shall be
used to award a new contract that provides
for the acquisition of the following compo-
nents unless those components are manufac-
tured in the United States: Air circuit break-
ers; gyrocompasses; electronic navigation
chart systems; steering controls; pumps; pro-
pulsion and machinery control systems; to-
tally enclosed lifeboats; auxiliary equipment
pumps; shipboard cranes; auxiliary chill
water systems; and propulsion propellers:
Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy
shall incorporate United States manufac-
tured propulsion engines and propulsion re-
duction gears into the FFG(X) Frigate pro-
gram beginning not later than with the elev-
enth ship of the program.

SEC. 8094. None of the funds provided in
this Act for requirements development, per-
formance specification development, concept
design and development, ship configuration
development, systems engineering, naval ar-
chitecture, marine engineering, operations
research analysis, industry studies, prelimi-
nary design, development of the Detailed De-
sign and Construction Request for Proposals
solicitation package, or related activities for
the T-ARC(X) Cable Laying and Repair Ship
or the T-AGOS(X) Oceanographic Surveil-
lance Ship may be used to award a new con-
tract for such activities unless these con-
tracts include specifications that all auxil-
iary equipment, including pumps and propul-
sion shafts, are manufactured in the United
States.

SEC. 8095. No amounts credited or other-
wise made available in this or any other Act
to the Department of Defense Acquisition
Workforce Development Account may be
transferred to:

(1) the Rapid Prototyping Fund established
under section 804(d) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (10
U.S.C. 2302 note); or

(2) credited to a military-department spe-
cific fund established under section 804(d)(2)
of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2016 (as amended by section
897 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2017).

SEC. 8096. From funds made available in
title II of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
may purchase for use by military and civil-
ian employees of the Department of Defense
in the United States Central Command area
of responsibility: (1) passenger motor vehi-
cles up to a limit of $75,000 per vehicle; and
(2) heavy and light armored vehicles for the
physical security of personnel or for force
protection purposes up to a limit of $450,000
per vehicle, notwithstanding price or other
limitations applicable to the purchase of
passenger carrying vehicles.

SEC. 8097. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for Government
Travel Charge Card expenses by military or
civilian personnel of the Department of De-
fense for gaming, or for entertainment that
includes topless or nude entertainers or par-
ticipants, as prohibited by Department of
Defense FMR, Volume 9, Chapter 3 and De-
partment of Defense Instruction 1015.10 (en-
closure 3, 14a and 14b).

SEC. 8098. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used to maintain or
establish a computer network unless such
network is designed to block access to por-
nography websites.

(b) Nothing in subsection (a) shall limit
the use of funds necessary for any Federal,
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State, tribal, or local law enforcement agen-
cy or any other entity carrying out criminal
investigations, prosecution, or adjudication
activities, or for any activity necessary for
the national defense, including intelligence
activities.

SEC. 8099. None of the funds provided for, or
otherwise made available, in this or any
other Act, may be obligated or expended by
the Secretary of Defense to provide motor-
ized vehicles, aviation platforms, munitions
other than small arms and munitions appro-
priate for customary ceremonial honors,
operational military units, or operational
military platforms if the Secretary deter-
mines that providing such units, platforms,
or equipment would undermine the readiness
of such units, platforms, or equipment.

SEC. 8100. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be used to
enter into a contract, memorandum of un-
derstanding, or cooperative agreement with,
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan
guarantee to any corporation that has any
unpaid Federal tax liability that has been as-
sessed, for which all judicial and administra-
tive remedies have been exhausted or have
lapsed, and that is not being paid in a timely
manner pursuant to an agreement with the
authority responsible for collecting such tax
liability, provided that the applicable Fed-
eral agency is aware of the unpaid Federal
tax liability.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply if the ap-
plicable Federal agency has considered sus-
pension or debarment of the corporation de-
scribed in such subsection and has made a
determination that such suspension or de-
barment is not necessary to protect the in-
terests of the Federal Government.

SEC. 8101. Amounts appropriated under
title IV of this Act, as detailed in budget ac-
tivity eight of the ‘‘Explanation of Project
Level Adjustments’ tables in the explana-
tory statement regarding this Act, may be
used for expenses for the agile research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation, procure-
ment, production, modification, and oper-
ation and maintenance, only for the fol-
lowing Software and Digital Technology
Pilot programs—

(1) Defensive CYBER (PE 0608041A);

(2) Risk Management Information (PE
0608013N);

(3) Maritime Tactical Command and Con-
trol (PE 0608231N);

(4) Space Command and Control
1208248SF);

(5) Global Command and Control System
(PE 0303150K);

(6) Acquisition Visibility (PE 0608648D8Z);
and

(7) Defense Innovation Unit
(RDTE,DW Line 281).

SEC. 8102. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to transfer the National Reconnais-
sance Office to the Space Force: Provided,
That nothing in this Act shall be construed
to limit or prohibit cooperation, collabora-
tion, and coordination between the National
Reconnaissance Office and the Space Force
or any other elements of the Department of
Defense.

SEC. 8103. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
the following laws enacted or regulations
promulgated to implement the United Na-
tions Convention Against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment (done at New York on December
10, 1984):

(1) Section 2340A of title 18, United States
Code.

(2) Section 2242 of the Foreign Affairs Re-
form and Restructuring Act of 1998 (division
G of Public Law 105-277; 112 Stat. 2681-822; 8
U.S.C. 1231 note) and regulations prescribed
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thereto, including regulations under part 208
of title 8, Code of Federal Regulations, and
part 95 of title 22, Code of Federal Regula-
tions.

(3) Sections 1002 and 1003 of the Depart-
ment of Defense, Emergency Supplemental
Appropriations to Address Hurricanes in the
Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic Influenza Act,
2006 (Public Law 109-148).

SEC. 8104. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, for the Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, $300,000,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2025,
shall be for the Ukraine Security Assistance
Initiative: Provided, That such funds shall be
available to the Secretary of Defense, with
the concurrence of the Secretary of State, to
provide assistance, including training; equip-
ment; lethal assistance; logistics support,
supplies and services; salaries and stipends;
sustainment; and intelligence support to the
military and national security forces of
Ukraine, and to other forces or groups recog-
nized by and under the authority of the Gov-
ernment of Ukraine, including governmental
entities within Ukraine, engaged in resisting
Russian aggression against Ukraine, for re-
placement of any weapons or articles pro-
vided to the Government of Ukraine from
the inventory of the United States, and to
recover or dispose of equipment procured
using funds made available in this section in
this or prior Acts: Provided further, That the
Secretary of Defense shall, not less than 15
days prior to obligating funds made avail-
able in this section, notify the congressional
defense committees in writing of the details
of any such obligation: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall, not more
than 60 days after such notification is made,
inform such committees if such funds have
not been obligated and the reasons therefor:
Provided further, That the Secretary of De-
fense shall consult with such committees in
advance of the provision of support provided
to other forces or groups recognized by and
under the authority of the Government of
Ukraine: Provided further, That the United
States may accept equipment procured using
funds made available in this section in this
or prior Acts transferred to the security
forces of Ukraine and returned by such
forces to the United States: Provided further,
That equipment procured using funds made
available in this section in this or prior Acts,
and not yet transferred to the military or
national security forces of Ukraine or to
other assisted entities, or returned by such
forces or other assisted entities to the
United States, may be treated as stocks of
the Department of Defense upon written no-
tification to the congressional defense com-
mittees: Provided further, That any notifica-
tion of funds made available in this section
in this or prior Acts shall specify whether
such funds support ongoing or new programs,
the duration and expected cost over the life
of each program, a timeline for the delivery
of defense articles and defense services, and
any equipment that requires enhanced end-
use monitoring: Provided further, That the
Secretary of Defense shall provide quarterly
reports to the congressional defense commit-
tees on the use and status of funds made
available in this section.

SEC. 8105. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to provide arms,
training, or other assistance to the Azov
Battalion.

SEcC. 8106. During the current fiscal year,
the Department of Defense is authorized to
incur obligations of not to exceed $350,000,000
for purposes specified in section 2350j(c) of
title 10, United States Code, in anticipation
of receipt of contributions, only from the
Government of Kuwait, under that section:
Provided, That, such contributions shall,
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upon receipt, be credited to the appropria-
tions or fund which incurred such obliga-
tions.

SEC. 8107. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, for the Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, $1,343,580,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2025,
shall be available for International Security
Cooperation Programs and other programs
to provide support and assistance to foreign
security forces or other groups or individuals
to conduct, support or facilitate counterter-
rorism, crisis response, or building partner
capacity programs: Provided, That the Sec-
retary of Defense shall, not less than 15 days
prior to obligating funds made available in
this section, notify the congressional defense
committees in writing of the details of any
planned obligation: Provided further, That
the Secretary of Defense shall provide quar-
terly reports to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate on the use and status of funds
made available in this section.

SEC. 8108. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, for the Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, $410,000,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2025,
shall be available to reimburse Jordan, Leb-
anon, Egypt, Tunisia, and Oman under sec-
tion 1226 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (22 U.S.C. 2151
note), for enhanced border security, of which
not less than $150,000,000 shall be for Jordan:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense
shall, not less than 15 days prior to obli-
gating funds made available in this section,
notify the congressional defense committees
in writing of the details of any planned obli-
gation and the nature of the expenses in-
curred: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Defense shall provide quarterly reports to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate on
the use and status of funds made available in
this section.

SEC. 8109. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used in contravention of
the War Powers Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1541 et
seq.).

SEC. 8110. None of the funds made available
by this Act for excess defense articles, assist-
ance under section 333 of title 10, United
States Code, or peacekeeping operations for
the countries designated annually to be in
violation of the standards of the Child Sol-
diers Prevention Act of 2008 (Public Law 110—
457; 22 U.S.C. 2370c-1) may be used to support
any military training or operation that in-
cludes child soldiers, as defined by the Child
Soldiers Prevention Act of 2008, unless such
assistance is otherwise permitted under sec-
tion 404 of the Child Soldiers Prevention Act
of 2008.

SEC. 8111. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be made available for any
member of the Taliban.

SEC. 8112. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, any transfer of funds, appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
Act, for support to friendly foreign countries
in connection with the conduct of operations
in which the United States is not partici-
pating, pursuant to section 331(d) of title 10,
United States Code, shall be made in accord-
ance with section 8005 of this Act.

SEC. 8113. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this
or any other Act may be used by the Sec-
retary of Defense, or any other official or of-
ficer of the Department of Defense, to enter
into a contract, memorandum of under-
standing, or cooperative agreement with, or
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan
guarantee to Rosoboronexport or any sub-
sidiary of Rosoboronexport.
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(b) The Secretary of Defense may waive
the limitation in subsection (a) if the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Secretary of
State and the Director of National Intel-
ligence, determines that it is in the vital na-
tional security interest of the United States
to do so, and certifies in writing to the con-
gressional defense committees that—

(1) Rosoboronexport has ceased the trans-
fer of lethal military equipment to, and the
maintenance of existing lethal military
equipment for, the Government of the Syrian
Arab Republic;

(2) the armed forces of the Russian Federa-
tion have withdrawn from Ukraine; and

(3) agents of the Russian Federation have
ceased taking active measures to destabilize
the control of the Government of Ukraine
over eastern Ukraine.

(c) The Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Defense shall conduct a review of
any action involving Rosoboronexport with
respect to a waiver issued by the Secretary
of Defense pursuant to subsection (b), and
not later than 90 days after the date on
which such a waiver is issued by the Sec-
retary of Defense, the Inspector General
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report containing the results
of the review conducted with respect to such
waiver.

SEC. 8114. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Operation and
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, for the Defense
Security Cooperation Agency, $15,000,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2025,
shall be for payments to reimburse key co-
operating nations for logistical, military,
and other support, including access, provided
to United States military and stability oper-
ations to counter the Islamic State of Iraq
and Syria: Provided, That such reimburse-
ment payments may be made in such
amounts as the Secretary of Defense, with
the concurrence of the Secretary of State,
and in consultation with the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget, may de-
termine, based on documentation deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense to ade-
quately account for the support provided,
and such determination is final and conclu-
sive upon the accounting officers of the
United States, and 15 days following written
notification to the appropriate congressional
committees: Provided further, That these
funds may be used for the purpose of pro-
viding specialized training and procuring
supplies and specialized equipment and pro-
viding such supplies and loaning such equip-
ment on a non-reimbursable basis to coali-
tion forces supporting United States mili-
tary and stability operations to counter the
Islamic State of Iraq and Syria, and 15 days
following written notification to the appro-
priate congressional committees: Provided
further, That the Secretary of Defense shall
provide quarterly reports to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate on the use and status
of funds made available in this section.

SEC. 8115. The Secretary of Defense shall
notify the congressional defense committees
in writing not more than 30 days after the re-
ceipt of any contribution of funds received
from the government of a foreign country for
any purpose relating to the stationing or op-
erations of the United States Armed Forces:
Provided, That such notification shall in-
clude the amount of the contribution; the
purpose for which such contribution was
made; and the authority under which such
contribution was accepted by the Secretary
of Defense: Provided further, That not fewer
than 15 days prior to obligating such funds,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees in writing
a notification of the planned use of such con-
tributions, including whether such contribu-
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tions would support existing or new sta-
tioning or operations of the United States
Armed Forces.

SEC. 8116. (a) The Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs, in coordination with the Secretaries
of the military departments and the Chiefs
of the Armed Forces, shall submit to the
congressional defense committees, not later
than 30 days after the last day of each quar-
ter of the fiscal year, a report on the use of
operation and maintenance funds for activi-
ties or exercises in excess of $5,000,000 that
have been designated by the Secretary of De-
fense as unplanned activities for fiscal year
2024.

(b) Each report required by subsection (a)
shall also include—

(1) the title, date, and location, of each ac-
tivity and exercise covered by the report;

(2) an identification of the military depart-
ment and units that participated in each
such activity or exercise (including an esti-
mate of the number of participants);

(3) the total cost of the activity or exer-
cise, by budget line item (with a breakdown
by cost element such as transportation); and

(4) a short explanation of the objective of
the activity or exercise.

(c) The report required by subsection (a)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but
may include a classified annex.

SEC. 8117. Not later than 15 days after the
date on which any foreign base that involves
the stationing or operations of the United
States Armed Forces, including a temporary
base, permanent base, or base owned and op-
erated by a foreign country, is opened or
closed, the Secretary of Defense shall notify
the congressional defense committees in
writing of the opening or closing of such
base: Provided, That such notification shall
also include information on any personnel
changes, costs, and savings associated with
the opening or closing of such base.

SEC. 8118. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used with respect to Iraq
in contravention of the War Powers Resolu-
tion (60 U.S.C. 1541 et seq.), including for the
introduction of United States Armed Forces
into hostilities in Iraq, into situations in
Iraq where imminent involvement in hos-
tilities is clearly indicated by the cir-
cumstances, or into Iraqi territory, airspace,
or waters while equipped for combat, in con-
travention of the congressional consultation
and reporting requirements of sections 3 and
4 of such Resolution (60 U.S.C. 1542 and 1543).

SEC. 8119. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used with respect to
Syria in contravention of the War Powers
Resolution (50 U.S.C. 1541 et seq.), including
for the introduction of United States armed
or military forces into hostilities in Syria,
into situations in Syria where imminent in-
volvement in hostilities is clearly indicated
by the circumstances, or into Syrian terri-
tory, airspace, or waters while equipped for
combat, in contravention of the congres-
sional consultation and reporting require-
ments of sections 3 and 4 of that law (50
U.S.C. 1542 and 1543).

SEC. 8120. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or any
other Act shall be obligated or expended by
the United States Government for a purpose
as follows:

(1) To establish any military installation
or base for the purpose of providing for the
permanent stationing of United States
Armed Forces in Iraq.

(2) To exercise United States control over
any oil resource of Iraq or Syria.

SEC. 8121. None of the funds made available
by this Act under the heading ‘‘Counter-ISIS
Train and Equip Fund’’, and under the head-
ing ‘“Operation and Maintenance, Defense-
Wide”” for Department of Defense security
cooperation grant programs, may be used to



H4588

procure or transfer man-portable air defense
systems.

SEC. 8122. Up to $500,000,000 of funds appro-
priated by this Act for the Defense Security
Cooperation Agency in ‘‘Operation and Main-
tenance, Defense-Wide’” may be used to pro-
vide assistance to the Government of Jordan
to support the armed forces of Jordan and to
enhance security along its borders.

SEC. 8123. Not later than 180 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, United
States Southern Command shall assume
combatant command responsibility for ac-
tivities related to Mexico.

SEC. 8124. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this or any
other Act may be used to transfer, release,
or assist in the transfer or release to or with-
in the United States, its territories, or pos-
sessions Khalid Sheikh Mohammed or any
other detainee who—

(1) is not a United States citizen or a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces of the United
States; and

(2) is or was held on or after June 24, 2009,
at United States Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, by the Department of Defense.

SEC. 8125. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this Act may
be used to transfer any individual detained
at United States Naval Station Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, to the custody or control of the
individual’s country of origin, any other for-
eign country, or any other foreign entity ex-
cept in accordance with section 1034 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2016 (Public Law 114-92) and section
1035 of the John S. McCain National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2019 (Pub-
lic Law 115-232).

SEC. 8126. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available in this
or any other Act may be used to construct,
acquire, or modify any facility in the United
States, its territories, or possessions to
house any individual described in subsection
(c) for the purposes of detention or imprison-
ment in the custody or under the effective
control of the Department of Defense.

(b) The prohibition in subsection (a) shall
not apply to any modification of facilities at
United States Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba.

(¢c) An individual described in this sub-
section is any individual who, as of June 24,
2009, is located at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, and who—

(1) is not a citizen of the United States or
a member of the Armed Forces of the United
States; and

(2) is—

(A) in the custody or under the effective
control of the Department of Defense; or

(B) otherwise under detention at United
States Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

SEC. 8127. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to carry out the clo-
sure or realignment of the United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

SEC. 8128. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this Act, to reflect savings due to
favorable foreign exchange rates, the total
amount appropriated in this Act is hereby
reduced by $950,000,000.

SEC. 8129. In carrying out the program de-
scribed in the memorandum on the subject of
“Policy for Assisted Reproductive Services
for the Benefit of Seriously or Severely I1l/
Injured (Category II or III) Active Duty
Service Members” issued by the Assistant
Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs on
April 3, 2012, and the guidance issued to im-
plement such memorandum, the Secretary of
Defense shall apply such policy and guid-
ance, except that—

(1) the limitation on periods regarding em-
bryo cryopreservation and storage set forth
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in part III(G) and in part IV(H) of such
memorandum shall not apply; and
(2) the term ‘‘assisted reproductive tech-

nology”’ shall include embryo
cryopreservation and storage without limita-
tion on the duration of such

cryopreservation and storage.

SEcC. 8130. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made used to support, directly or indi-
rectly, the Wuhan Institute of Virology, or
any laboratory owned or controlled by the
governments of the People’s Republic of
China, the Republic of Cuba, the Islamic Re-
public of Iran, the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea, the Russian Federation, the
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela under the
Maduro regime, or any other country deter-
mined by the Secretary of Defense, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of State, to be
a foreign adversary.

SEC. 8131. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to fund any work to
be performed by EcoHealth Alliance, Inc. in
China on research supported by the govern-
ment of China unless the Secretary of De-
fense determines that a waiver to such prohi-
bition is in the national security interests of
the United States and, not later than 14 days
after granting such a waiver, submits to the
congressional defense committees a detailed
justification for the waiver, including—

(1) an identification of the Department of
Defense entity obligating or expending the
funds;

(2) an identification of the amount of such
funds;

(3) an identification of the intended pur-
pose of such funds;

(4) an identification of the recipient or pro-
spective recipient of such funds (including
any third-party entity recipient, as applica-
ble);

(5) an explanation for how the waiver is in
the national security interests of the United
States; and

(6) any other information the Secretary de-
termines appropriate.

SEC. 8132. The Secretary of the Navy shall
continue to provide pay and allowances to
Lieutenant Ridge Alkonis, United States
Navy, until such time as the Secretary of the
Navy makes a determination with respect to
the separation of Lieutenant Alkonis from
the Navy.

SEC. 8133. The Secretary of Defense may
obligate funds made available in this Act for
procurement or for research, development,
test and evaluation for the F-35 Joint Strike
Fighter to modify up to six F-35 aircraft, in-
cluding up to two F-35 aircraft of each vari-
ant, to a test configuration: Provided, That
the Secretary of Defense shall, with the con-
currence of the Secretary of the Air Force
and the Secretary of the Navy, notify the
congressional defense committees not fewer
than 30 days prior to obligating funds under
this section: Provided further, That any
transfer of funds pursuant to the authority
provided in this section shall be made in ac-
cordance with section 8005 of this Act.

SEC. 8134. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this or any
other Act may be obligated to integrate an
alternative engine on any F-35 aircraft.

SEC. 8135. Funds appropriated in title III of
this Act may be used to enter into a contract
or contracts for the procurement of air-
frames and engines for the CH-53K heavy lift
helicopter program.

SEC. 8136. (a) Within 45 days of enactment
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall al-
locate amounts made available from the Cre-
ating Helpful Incentives to Produce Semi-
conductors (CHIPS) for America Defense
Fund for fiscal year 2024 pursuant to the
transfer authority in section 102(b)(1) of the
CHIPS Act of 2022 (division A of Public Law
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117-167), to the account specified, in the
amounts specified, and for the projects and
activities specified, in the table titled ‘‘De-
partment of Defense Allocation of Funds:
CHIPS and Science Act Fiscal Year 2024 in
the report accompanying this Act.

(b) Neither the President nor his designee
may allocate any amounts that are made
available for any fiscal year under section
102(b)(2) of the CHIPS Act of 2022 if there is
in effect an Act making or continuing appro-
priations for part of a fiscal year for the De-
partment of Defense: Provided, That in any
fiscal year, the matter preceding this proviso
shall not apply to the allocation, apportion-
ment, or allotment of amounts for con-
tinuing administration of programs allo-
cated using funds transferred from the
CHIPS for America Defense Fund, which
may be allocated pursuant to the transfer
authority in section 102(b)(1) of the CHIPS
Act of 2022 only in amounts that are no more
than the allocation for such purposes in sub-
section (a) of this section.

(c) The Secretary of Defense may reallo-
cate funds allocated by subsection (a) of this
section, subject to the terms and conditions
contained in the provisos in section 8005 of
this Act: Provided, That amounts may be re-
allocated pursuant to this subsection only
for those requirements necessary to carry
out section 9903(b) of the William M. (Mac)
Thornberry National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 116-283).

(d) Concurrent with the annual budget sub-
mission of the President for fiscal year 2025,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate proposed
allocations by account and by program,
project, or activity, with detailed justifica-
tions, for amounts made available under sec-
tion 102(b)(2) of the CHIPS Act of 2022 for fis-
cal year 2025.

(e) The Department of Defense shall pro-
vide the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and Senate
quarterly reports on the status of balances of
projects and activities funded by the CHIPS
for America Defense Fund for amounts allo-
cated pursuant to subsection (a) of this sec-
tion, including all uncommitted, committed,
and unobligated funds.

SEC. 8137. Of the amounts appropriated in
this Act under the heading ‘‘Research, Devel-
opment, Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide”’
for the Office of Strategic Capital, $99,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2028,
shall be available for the cost of loans and
loan guarantees: Provided, That such costs,
including the cost of modifying such loans,
shall be as defined in section 502 of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974.

SEC. 8138. In addition to the amounts ap-
propriated or otherwise made available by
this Act, $800,000,000 is hereby appropriated
to the Department of Defense to assist with
increasing pay for certain enlisted grades:
Provided, That the Secretary of Defense shall
change the following cells in the military
monthly basic pay table that was effective as
of January 1, 2023 to the following: E-1 with
greater than four months in service to
$2,600.60, E-2 to $2,799.20, E-3 with less than
three years of service to $2,900.90, E-3 with
three years of service to $2,950.60, E-3 with
four years of service to $3,000.60, E-3 with six
or more years of service to $3,050.60, E-4 with
less than two years of service to $3,010.50, E-
4 with two years of service to $3,060.60, E-4
with three years of service to $3,100.10, E-4
with four years of service to $3,150.80, E-4
with six years of service to $3,210.30, E-4 with
eight or more years of service to $3,260.30, E-
5 with less than two years of service to
$3,100.30, E-5 with two years of service to
$3,150.20, E-5 with three years of service to
$3,200.20, E-5 with four years of service to
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$3,250.20, E-6 with less than two years of serv-
ice to $3,210: Provided further, That the 5.2
percent increase in pay in the fiscal year 2024
budget request for all grades is in addition to
the changes identified in this section.

SEC. 8139. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to release information described in
paragraph C4.2.2.5.2 of DoD 5400.11-R regard-
ing a current or former member of the
Armed Forces to any non-Federal entity or
person without the consent of such member
or former member or, if the member or
former member is deceased, the consent of
the next of kin of such member or former
member or a legally authorized representa-
tive of the estate of such member or former
member, unless such information is re-
quested under section 552 of title 5 (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Freedom of Infor-
mation Act’’) and such information is not ex-
empt from disclosure under such section:
Provided, That if such information is re-
quested under such section, the releasing au-
thority shall notify the member or former
member who is the subject of the request or,
if the member or former member is deceased,
the next of kin of such member or former
member, or a legally authorized representa-
tive of the estate of such member or former
member, prior to the release of such infor-
mation: Provided further, That this section
shall not apply to a request for such infor-
mation from a State or local law enforce-
ment agency.

SEC. 8140. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be obligated or expended for acquisition,
construction, installation, or leasing of tem-
porary or permanent public works, military
installations, facilities, and real property, or
otherwise update, modernize, or repair cur-
rent public works, military installations,
and facilities, including leased structures,
for United States Space Command until such
time as the Secretary of the Air Force for-
mally selects and publicly announces the
permanent location of the United States
Space Command Headquarters in alignment
to the United States Air Force Selection
Process for the Permanent Location of the
United States Space Command Head-
quarters, as validated by the United States
Government Accountability Office Report to
Congress concerning United States Space
Command (GA0-22-106055) and United States
Department of Defense Inspector General Re-
port titled ‘‘Evaluation of the Air Force Se-
lection Process for the Permanent Location
of the United States Space Command Head-
quarters’” (DODIG-2022-096).

SEC. 8141. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to carry out sections 554(a) and 913 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2021 (Public Law 116-283).

SEC. 8142. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to implement, administer, apply, en-
force, or carry out the Diversity, Equity, In-
clusion, and Accessibility Strategic Plan of
the Department of Defense, or Executive
Order 13985 of January 20, 2021 (86 Fed. Reg.
7009, relating to advancing racial equity and
support for under-served communities
through the Federal Government), Executive
Order 14035 of June 25, 2021 (86 Fed. Reg.
34593, relating to diversity, equity, inclusion,
and accessibility in the Federal workforce),
Executive Order 14091 of February 16, 2023 (88
Fed. Reg. 10825, relating to further advancing
racial equity and support for underserved
communities through the Federal govern-
ment), or shall be used to execute activities
that promote or perpetuate divisive concepts
related to race or sex, such as the concepts
that one race or sex is inherently superior to
another, or that an individual’s moral char-
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acter or worth is determined by their race or
sex.

SEC. 8143. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for surgical proce-
dures or hormone therapies for the purposes
of gender affirming care.

SEC. 8144. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to promote, host, facilitate, or sup-
port events on United States military instal-
lations or as part of military recruiting pro-
grams that violate the Department of De-
fense Joint Ethics Regulation or bring dis-
credit upon the military, such as a drag
queen story hour for children or the use of
drag queens as military recruiters.

SEC. 8145. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used or transferred to another Federal
agency, board, or commission to recruit,
hire, or promote any person who has been
convicted of a Federal or State child pornog-
raphy charge, has been convicted of any
other Federal or State sexual assault charge,
or has been formally disciplined for using
Federal resources to access, use, or sell child
pornography.

SEC. 8146. None of the funds appropriated
by or made available in this Act shall be
used to implement, administer, or otherwise
carry out the Department of Defense memo-
randum dated October 20, 2022, or any suc-
cessor to such memorandum, or to propose,
promulgate, or implement any substantially
similar rule or policy.

SEC. 8147. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to finalize, promulgate, or imple-
ment the rule proposed by the Department of
Defense titled ‘‘Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion: Disclosure of Greenhouse Gas Emis-
sions and Climate-Related Financial Risk”
(87 Fed. Reg. 68312; November 14, 2022), or to
propose, promulgate, or implement any sub-
stantially similar rule or policy.

SEC. 8148. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to carry out any program, project, or
activity that promotes or advances Critical
Race Theory, any concept associated with
Critical Race Theory, or that teaches or
trains any idea or concept that condones an
individual being discriminated against or re-
ceiving adverse or Dbeneficial treatment
based on race or sex, that condones an indi-
vidual feeling discomfort, guilt, anguish, or
any other form of psychological distress on
account of that individual’s race or sex, as
well as any idea or concept that regards one
race as inherently superior to another race,
the United States or its institutions as being
systemically racist or sexist, an individual
as being inherently racist, sexist, or oppres-
sive by virtue of that individual’s race or
sex, an individual’s moral character as being
necessarily determined by race or sex, an in-
dividual as bearing responsibility for actions
committed in the past by other members of
the same race or sex, or meritocracy being
racist, sexist, or having been created by a
particular race to oppress another race.

SEC. 8149. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available in this Act may
be used to—

(1) classify or facilitate the classification
of any communications by a United States
person as mis-, dis-, or mal-information; or

(2) partner with or fund nonprofit or other
organizations that pressure or recommend
private companies to censor lawful and con-
stitutionally protected speech of United
States persons, including recommending the
censoring or removal of content on social
media platforms.

SEC. 8150. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to grant, renew, or maintain a secu-
rity clearance for any individual listed as a
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signatory in the statement titled ‘‘Public
Statement on the Hunter Biden Emails”
dated October 19, 2020.

SEc. 8151. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwith-
standing section 7 of title 1, United States
Code, section 1738C of title 28, United States
Code, or any other provision of law, none of
the funds provided by this Act, or previous
appropriations Acts, shall be used in whole
or in part to take any discriminatory action
against a person, wholly or partially, on the
basis that such person speaks, or acts, in ac-
cordance with a sincerely held religious be-
lief, or moral conviction, that marriage is, or
should be recognized as, a union of one man
and one woman.

(b) DISCRIMINATORY ACTION DEFINED.—AS
used in subsection (a), a discriminatory ac-
tion means any action taken by the Federal
Government to—

(1) alter in any way the Federal tax treat-
ment of, or cause any tax, penalty, or pay-
ment to be assessed against, or deny, delay,
or revoke an exemption from taxation under
section 501(a) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 of, any person referred to in sub-
section (a);

(2) disallow a deduction for Federal tax
purposes of any charitable contribution
made to or by such person;

(3) withhold, reduce the amount or funding
for, exclude, terminate, or otherwise make
unavailable or deny, any Federal grant, con-
tract, subcontract, cooperative agreement,
guarantee, loan, scholarship, license, certifi-
cation, accreditation, employment, or other
similar position or status from or to such
person;

(4) withhold, reduce, exclude, terminate, or
otherwise make unavailable or deny, any en-
titlement or benefit under a Federal benefit
program, including admission to, equal
treatment in, or eligibility for a degree from
an educational program, from or to such per-
son; or

(5) withhold, reduce, exclude, terminate, or
otherwise make unavailable or deny access
or an entitlement to Federal property, facili-
ties, educational institutions, speech fora
(including traditional, limited, and non-
public fora), or charitable fundraising cam-
paigns from or to such person.

(c) ACCREDITATION; LICENSURE; CERTIFI-
CATION.—The Federal Government shall con-
sider accredited, licensed, or certified for
purposes of Federal law any person that
would be accredited, licensed, or certified,
respectively, for such purposes but for a de-
termination against such person wholly or
partially on the basis that the person speaks,
or acts, in accordance with a sincerely held
religious belief or moral conviction described
in subsection (a).

SEC. 8152. None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used by the Secretary of Defense or the
Service Secretaries to fly or display a flag
over or within a facility of the Department
of Defense other than the flag of the United
States; the flag of a State, Territory, or Dis-
trict of Columbia; the flag of the Department
of Defense; the flag of a Military Service; the
flag of Flag or General Officers; the flag of
Presidentially-appointed, Senate-confirmed
civilians; the flag of Senior Executive Serv-
ice (SES) and Military Department-specific
SES; the POW/MIA flag; the flags of other
countries with which the United States is an
ally or partner, or for official protocol pur-
poses; the flags of organizations in which the
United States is a member, such as the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization; or cere-
monial, command, unit, or branch flags or
guidons.

SEC. 8153. (a) Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Appropriations of both the
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House of Representatives and Senate a re-
port on excessive contractor payments that
exceed the Truthful Cost and Pricing Act (10
U.S.C. chapter 271 and 41 U.S.C. chapter 35)
threshold and with respect to which none of
the exceptions to certified cost or pricing
data requirements applies.

(b) The report required by subsection (a)
shall also include the following:

(1) The amounts collected, adjusted, or off-
set from contractors as a result of providing
defective cost and pricing data.

(2) The mechanisms used to identify viola-
tions of the Truthful Cost and Pricing Act
(10 U.S.C. chapter 271 and 41 U.S.C. chapter
35).

(3) Disciplinary actions taken by the De-
partment of Defense when violations of the
Truthful Cost and Pricing Act (10 U.S.C.
chapter 271 and 41 U.S.C. chapter 35) are
identified, regardless of whether included in
the System for Award Management.

(4) Any referrals made to the Department
of Justice where appropriate.

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT

SEC. 8154. $0.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of Defense Appropriations Act, 2024”.

The Acting CHAIR. All points of
order against provisions in the bill are
waived.

No amendment to the bill shall be in
order except those printed in part A of
House Report 118-216, amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of House
Resolution 723, and pro forma amend-
ments described in section 13 of that
resolution.

Each amendment printed in the re-
port shall be considered only in the
order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in
the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, may be withdrawn by the pro-
ponent at any time before action there-
on, shall not be subject to amendment
except as provided by section 13 of
House Resolution 723, and shall not be
subject to a demand for division of the
question.

It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Appro-
priations or her designee to offer
amendments en bloc consisting of
amendments printed in the report not
earlier disposed of. Amendments en
bloc shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chair and
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations or their des-
ignees, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, except as provided by section 13
of House Resolution 723, and shall not
be subject to a demand for division of
the question.

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the chair and the ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Appropriations or their respective des-
ignees may offer up to ten pro forma
amendments each at any point for the
purpose of debate.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR.

CALVERT OF CALIFORNIA

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, pursuant
to House Resolution 723, I offer an
amendment en bloc.
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The Acting CHAIR. The clerk will
designate the amendments en bloc.
Amendments en bloc No. 1, con-
sisting of amendments Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31,
32, 33, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 46, 47,
49, 51, and 65, printed in part A of
House Report No. 118-216 offered by Mr.
CALVERT of California:
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. JAMES OF
MICHIGAN
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN
OF FLORIDA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000) (increased by
$3,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN
OF FLORIDA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. CARBAJAL
OF CALIFORNIA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MS. JACOBS OF
CALIFORNIA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".
Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".
Page 9, line 25, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".
Page 10, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)’.
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"’.
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MRS. KIGGANS
OF VIRGINIA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000) (reduced by
$5,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. MCCORMICK
OF GEORGIA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,750,000)".
Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,750,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 8 OFFERED BY MS. STEVENS OF
MICHIGAN
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 9 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF
SOUTH CAROLINA
Page 9, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. CARAVEO
OF COLORADO
Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. DAVIS OF
NORTH CAROLINA
Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $8,606,779)*".
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Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $8,606,779)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 12 OFFERED BY MR. FALLON OF
TEXAS

Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $55,000,000)"’.
Page 27, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $55,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 13 OFFERED BY MR. DUNN OF
FLORIDA

Page 10, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’.

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 14 OFFERED BY MR. TONY
GONZALES OF TEXAS

Page 10, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,200,000) (increased by
$7,200,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MR. JOYCE OF

OHIO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000) (increased by
$4,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 16 OFFERED BY MR. CROW OF

COLORADO

Page 10, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. EZELL OF

MISSISSIPPI

Page 10, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $8,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $8,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 18 OFFERED BY MR. KELLY OF
MISSISSIPPI

Page 10, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $10,000,000)"".
Page 24, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $10,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 19 OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN
OF COLORADO
Page 10, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $2,500,000)"".
Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 20 OFFERED BY MR. BACON OF
NEBRASKA
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. BACON OF
NEBRASKA
Page 10, line 19, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".
Page 38, line 9, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 22 OFFERED BY MR. BANKS OF
INDIANA
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 36, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $5,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 23 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT
OF COLORADO
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $3,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT
OF COLORADO
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000).
Page 28, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ““‘(increased by $5,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 25 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT
OF COLORADO
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000).
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Page 44, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".

Page 44, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 26 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT
OF COLORADO

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $3,000,000)".

Page 44, line 12, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".

Page 44, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 27 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY

OF VIRGINIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000) (reduced by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 28 OFFERED BY MR. CROW OF

COLORADO

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $2,500,000)"".
Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 30 OFFERED BY MR.
FITZGERALD OF WISCONSIN

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert “‘(increased by $4,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 31 OFFERED BY MR.
FITZPATRICK OF PENNSYLVANIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 32 OFFERED BY MR. GARAMENDI
OF CALIFORNIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $3,000,000) (increased by
$3,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 33 OFFERED BY MR. GARBARINO
OF NEW YORK

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 35 OFFERED BY MS. HOULAHAN
OF PENNSYLVANIA
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
Page 39, line 1 after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 36 OFFERED BY MR. ISSA OF
CALIFORNIA
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 37 OFFERED BY MR. JAMES OF
MICHIGAN
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 38 OFFERED BY MR. JAMES OF
MICHIGAN
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $122,600,000)"".
Page 33, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $122,600,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 39 OFFERED BY MR. JOYCE OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $15,000,000)"".
Page 27, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 40 OFFERED BY MS. KAMLAGER-
DOVE OF CALIFORNIA
Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)"".
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)"".
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AMENDMENT NO. 41 OFFERED BY MR. KEATING OF
MASSACHUSETTS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 42 OFFERED BY MR. KELLY OF
MISSISSIPPI

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"’.

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 46 OFFERED BY MRS. LUNA OF
FLORIDA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 47 OFFERED BY MR. LUTTRELL
OF TEXAS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)"".

Page 24, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $15,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 49 OFFERED BY MR. LUTTRELL
OF TEXAS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 43 OFFERED BY MRS. MCCLAIN
OF MICHIGAN

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,500,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 65 OFFERED BY MS. SHERRILL
OF NEW JERSEY

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000).

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT) and the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCoLLUM) each will control 10 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, these are
noncontroversial amendments sup-
ported by both sides.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I support
this amendment. It contains a series of
bipartisan amendments in support of
Member priorities on both sides. We
have no objections, and we encourage
the adoption of this amendment, and I
wish this in the spirit in which this bill
had originally been written.

If the gentleman from California has
no other comments, I am ready to yield
back.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair,
back the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CALVERT).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR.

CALVERT OF CALIFORNIA

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, pursuant
to House Resolution 723, I offer amend-
ment en bloc.

I yield
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The Acting CHAIR. The clerk will
designate the amendments en bloc.

En bloc No. 2, consisting of amend-
ment Nos. 43, 44, 45, 50, 52, 53, b4, 55, 56,
58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79,
80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 87, 88, 90, 91, 92, 93,
94, 95, 96, 97, 99, 101, 103, 105, 106, 107, 108,
and 109, printed in part A of House Re-
port 118-216, offered by Mr. CALVERT of
California:

AMENDMENT NO. 43 OFFERED BY MS. KUSTER OF
NEW HAMPSHIRE

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $12,000,000)"".

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $12,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 44 OFFERED BY MR. LIEU OF

CALIFORNIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,500,000)"".

Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,500,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 45 OFFERED BY MR. LIEU OF

CALIFORNIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)".

Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 50 OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH OF
MASSACHUSETTS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(decreased by $4,000,000)’.

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 52 OFFERED BY MRS. MCCLAIN
OF MICHIGAN

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 53 OFFERED BY MRS. MCCLAIN
OF MICHIGAN

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $25,000,000).

Page 27, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $25,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 54 OFFERED BY MR. MCCORMICK
OF GEORGIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 55 OFFERED BY MRS. MILLER OF
WEST VIRGINIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 56 OFFERED BY MR. MILLS OF
FLORIDA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 58 OFFERED BY MR. NORCROSS
OF NEW JERSEY

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 59 OFFERED BY MR. PERRY OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $1,000,000).

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 60 OFFERED MR. RASKIN OF

MARYLAND

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘“(reduced by
$2,000,000)"".
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Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$2,000,000)".

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘“‘(increased by
$2,000,000)"".

Page 42, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘‘(increased by
$2,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 61 OFFERED BY MR. AUSTIN

SCOTT OF GEORGIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $4,000,000)"".

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000).

AMENDMENT NO. 62 OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS

OF TEXAS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 63 OFFERED BY MS. SEWELL OF
ALABAMA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: ‘“(reduced by
$5,000,000)".

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: “(increased by
$5,000,000)"".

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert the following: “(increased by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 64 OFFERED BY MS. SHERRILL
OF NEW JERSEY

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 75 OFFERED BY MR. SORENSEN
OF ILLINOIS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 76 OFFERED BY MR. STRONG OF
ALABAMA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)"".

Page 36, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 77 OFFERED BY MR. STRONG OF
ALABAMA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $10,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 78 OFFERED BY MRS. TRAHAN

OF MASSACHUSETTS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 79 OFFERED BY MRS. TRAHAN

OF MASSACHUSETTS

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $6,000,000)"".

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $6,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 80 OFFERED BY MR. TURNER OF
OHIO

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $2,500,000)"".

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 81 OFFERED BY MS.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ OF FLORIDA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $10,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 82 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,

insert “(reduced by $16,500,000)"".
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Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $16,500,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 83 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $6,000,000)’.

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $6,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 84 OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN
OF COLORADO

Page 19, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,500,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 85 OFFERED BY MR. VASQUEZ

OF NEW MEXICO

Page 21, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)(reduced by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 87 OFFERED BY MR. JOYCE OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 88 OFFERED BY MS. TENNEY OF

NEW YORK

Page 33, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $150,000,000)(increased by
$150,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 90 OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON

LEE OF TEXAS

Page 36, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"".

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"".

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 91 OFFERED BY MR. DUNN OF

FLORIDA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000) (increased by
$7,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 92 OFFERED BY MRS.
FISCHBACH OF MINNESOTA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $8,400,000)(increased by
$8,400,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 93 OFFERED BY MR. GUEST OF
MISSISSIPPI
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)(increased by
$3,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 94 OFFERED BY MR. HERN OF

OKLAHOMA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 95 OFFERED BY MR. HUDSON OF

NORTH CAROLINA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $10,000,000) (increased by
$10,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 96 OFFERED BY MRS. LESKO OF

ARIZONA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 97 OFFERED BY MR. MCGOVERN

OF MASSACHUSETTS

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $11,000,000) (increased by
$11,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 99 OFFERED BY MRS. MILLER OF

WEST VIRGINIA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000) (increased by
$7,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 101 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO

OF NEW YORK

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 103 OFFERED BY MR. MOYLAN
OF GUAM

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"’.

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $100,000,000)"’.

Page 40, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 105 OFFERED BY MR. WILSON OF
SOUTH CAROLINA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 106 OFFERED BY MR. EZELL OF
MISSISSIPPI

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)"".

Page 41, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 107 OFFERED BY MR. C. SCOTT
FRANKLIN OF FLORIDA

On page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increase by $10,000,000)(decrease by
$10,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 108 OFFERED BY MR. C. SCOTT
FRANKLIN OF FLORIDA

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $6,500,000).

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(decreased by $6,500,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 109 OFFERED BY MR. JOHNSON
OF SOUTH DAKOTA

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $7,000,000)(increased by
$7,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT) and the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCoLLUM) each will control 10 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, these are
noncontroversial amendments sup-
ported by both sides.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, our coun-
try has no greater responsibility than
to protect and defend this Nation and
its Constitution from all enemies, for-
eign and domestic, and I thank Rank-
ing Member McCoLLUM for yielding me
time to speak as a member of the Sub-
committee on Defense Appropriations.

I am deeply disappointed, I have to
say, overall by the bill that the major-
ity has forced to the Floor today.
America and our allies are grappling
with an increasingly dynamic and dan-
gerous world. Global challenges include
real enemies, as well as the unpredict-
ability of nature and climate change,
and we now see artificial intelligence
threatening to further destabilize the
world that we rely on for liberty and
prosperity.

Russia is waging a war of aggression
against a neighboring democratic
state, while China is outpacing our
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military development and has posi-
tioned itself as a significant geo-
political competitor on many levels.

It is our responsibility and that of
the annual Defense Appropriations leg-
islation to ensure we are prepared to
surmount these threats. However, the
majority’s legislation is distracted and
consumed by division instead of poli-
cies that would ensure the safety of our
Nation’s most important Defense asset,
our brave men and women in uniform.

In another year, I could be proud of
important provisions, including sup-
port for research, testing and manufac-
turing of space technologies that would
define how our future wars might be
fought, many of which, by the way, are
being developed in my home State of
Ohio.

Instead, this legislation focuses on
divisive policies never seen in a De-
fense Appropriations bill, like banning
diversity and inclusion programs in
this diverse Nation, targeting women
and LGBTQ and servicemembers, and
preventing the Department of Defense
from addressing the very real dangers
of disinformation campaigns and ex-
tremist rhetoric in our military.

Enacting these proposals would have
disastrous consequences for the morale
and readiness of our Armed Forces,
worsening the unprecedented recruit-
ment shortfalls they already face.
While the legislation maintains fund-
ing for many Kkey security commit-
ments to our crucial allies by fully
funding key regional security initia-
tives, it fails to innovate or provide ex-
pansion of funding necessary to meet
the moment, which is newly defined by
the largest war for liberty since World
War II, being fought as we speak in the
Nation of Ukraine. I could say so much
on this.

The Ukrainian people and their east
European neighbors——

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentlewoman has expired.

Ms. KAPTUR. Might I ask for an ad-
ditional 10 seconds.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. CALVERT. I yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Guam (Mr.
MOYLAN).

Mr. MOYLAN. Mr. Chair, I rise to
speak up for the people of Guam, who
are facing immediate danger from the
Chinese and North Korean missiles.
China’s DF-26 missiles has been dubbed
the Guam Killer.

Also, North Korea repeatedly threat-
ens my island, and our American de-
fense systems cannot simultaneously
track or shoot down missiles from two
directions at once.

Let’s also be mindful of the fact that
servicemembers from across the Nation
serve on Guam and face similar peril.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment with the safety of your
constituents in mind. Please vote to
protect the people of Guam and vote in
favor of my amendment to truly fund
Guam missile defense.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
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Florida (Ms. LOIS FRANKEL), a member
of the Appropriations Committee.

Ms. LOIS FRANKEL of Florida. Mr.
Chair, I rise today in support of Rep-
resentative WILSON of South Carolina
and my bipartisan amendment sup-
porting efforts to modernize personal
equipment for female servicemembers
and small-statured servicemembers.

Twenty percent of our servicemem-
bers are women serving our Nation. It
is alarming, Mr. Chair, that, according
to a new Army report, nearly half of fe-
male servicemembers in the Army Spe-
cial Operations Command have trouble
accessing and acquiring equipment
that is the right size for them.

Imagine one of these warriors are in
the battlefield, they are facing an
enemy combatant, and their ill-fitting
body armor prevents them from proper
use of their rifle. That puts them at se-
vere risk for harm and prevents them
from executing their duty.

There is no excuse for not giving
these patriots the equipment and tools
to allow them to do their job safely and
effectively. Our military women, they
leave their families, they train hard,
and are willing to risk their lives to de-
fend our freedom. We need to do a bet-
ter job to stand up for theirs.

I urge my colleagues to join me and
my friend Representative WILSON of
South Carolina in a bipartisan amend-
ment to make sure that all our service-
members have the equipment that they
need to keep them safe and do their job
effectively.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment provides $11 million within Army Re-
search, Development, Testing and Evaluation,
Line 44, for the Autonomous Vehicle Mobility
project to modernize combat vehicles for multi-
domain operations.

The development of next generation combat
vehicles for multi-domain battle operations is
one of the Army’s six modernization priorities.
These military vehicles are meant to increase
the firepower, speed, and survivability of land
forces, allowing them to maneuver into supe-
rior positions on the battlefield and to pair with
robotic vehicles. The has been actively con-
ducting basic and applied R&D of autonomous
ground vehicles, but additional resources are
needed to successfully transition novel tech-
nologies into functioning prototypes.

This amendment provides funding to estab-
lish the nation’s first national-level laboratory
facility of the U.S. Army Combat Capabilities
Development Command Ground Vehicle Sys-
tems Center. The facility will be dedicated to
autonomous mobility, maneuverability, and en-
ergy efficiency with an emphasis on complex
terrains and adversarial environments. It will
serve as a research hub and amplify collabo-
ration between the U.S. military, universities,
industry partners, and NATO nations. The re-
sults of such collaboration will enable our
troops to have an unparalleled edge on the
battlefield and in tactical situations.

| urge my colleagues to support this modest
investment and to vote in favor of En Bloc No.
2.

I yield

H4593

Mr. SORENSEN. Mr. Chair, the annual De-
fense Appropriations bill is one of the best
tools we have to strengthen our national secu-
rity and foster innovation.

This year’s bill includes a well-deserved 5.2
percent pay raise for our troops and $12.5 mil-
lion dollars to support the Rock Island Arsenal
and manufacturing jobs in my district.

Workers in Central and Northwestern lllinois
take great pride in supplying our military with
new equipment that helps service members
safely defend and protect our nation.

That is why I'm proud to introduce my
amendment to fund novel technology that can
3D print high-strength, lightweight carbon fiber
composite parts into state-of-the-art wings for
Unmanned Air Vehicles.

This new technology will produce wings
roughly 10 times faster than traditional tech-
nologies on the market, allowing for the fab-
rication of a wing in a single day and assisting
the military in meeting the demand for Col-
laborative Combat Aircraft.

At the same time, this funding will create
good-paying jobs for the families in my neigh-
borhood.

| urge Congress to pass my amendment
and get this project off the ground for our tax-
payers and for our national defense.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CALVERT).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

AMENDMENTS EN BLOC NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR.

CALVERT OF CALIFORNIA

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, pursuant
to House Resolution 723, I offer an
amendment en bloc.

The Acting CHAIR. The clerk will
designate the amendments en bloc.

En bloc No. 3, consisting of amend-
ment Nos. 86, 89, 98, 100, 102, 104, 110,
111, 112, 118, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119,
120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 126, 127, 128, 129,
130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 138, 139,
140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148,
and 159, printed in part A of House re-
port No. 118-216, offered by Mr. CAL-
VERT of California:

AMENDMENT NO. 86 OFFERED BY MS. TITUS OF

NEVADA

Page 27, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $750,000)"’.

Page 36, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $750,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 89 OFFERED BY MR. LAHOOD OF
ILLINOIS

Page 35, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,300,000) (increased by
$4,300,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 98 OFFERED BY MR. MCGOVERN
OF MASSACHUSETTS

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $8,400,000)(increased by
$8,400,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 100 OFFERED BY MR. MILLS OF
FLORIDA

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)(reduced by
$3,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 102 OFFERED BY MR. MORELLE
OF NEW YORK

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,600,000) (increased by
$5,600,000)"".
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AMENDMENT NO. 104 OFFERED BY MS. SCANLON
OF PENNSYLVANIA
Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)(increased by
$15,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 110 OFFERED BY MR. LALOTA OF

NEW YORK
Page 38, line 16, after the first dollar
amount, insert “(reduced by

$5,500,000)(increased by $5,500,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 111 OFFERED BY MR. PETERS OF

CALIFORNIA
Page 38, line 16, after the first dollar
amount, insert ““(reduced by

$8,000,000)(increased by $8,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 112 OFFERED BY MR. PETERS OF

CALIFORNIA
Page 38, line 16, after the first dollar
amount, insert ““(reduced by

$8,500,000)(increased by $8,500,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 113 OFFERED BY MR. SELF OF
TEXAS

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $5,000,000)"".

Page 41, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 114 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF

NEW JERSEY

Page 38, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $4,000,000)"".

Page 41, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 115 OFFERED BY MR. BILIRAKIS

OF FLORIDA

On page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $4,500,000) (increased by
$4,500,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 116 OFFERED BY MR. CAREY OF

OHIO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000) (reduced by
$7,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 117 OFFERED BY MR. JOYCE OF

OHIO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)(increased by
$3,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 118 OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN
OF COLORADO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".
Page 40, line 4, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $5,000,000)’.
AMENDMENT NO. 119 OFFERED BY MS. LETLOW OF
LOUISIANA

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 120 OFFERED BY MS.
PETTERSEN OF COLORADO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

Page 41, line 5, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 121 OFFERED BY MS. SEWELL OF
ALABAMA

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ““(decrease by $10,000,000)"’.

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increase by $10,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 122 OFFERED BY MR. SOTO OF

FLORIDA

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-

sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)(increased by
$5,000,000)"".
AMENDMENT NO. 123 OFFERED BY MS. TENNEY OF

NEW YORK

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $44,000,000)(increased by
$44,000,000)’.
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AMENDMENT NO. 124 OFFERED BY MR. WENSTRUP
OF OHIO

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)(increased by
$3,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 126 OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA
OF MICHIGAN

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 127 OFFERED BY MR. BUCHANAN
OF FLORIDA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000) (increased by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 128 OFFERED BY MR. CAREY OF
OHIO

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000)(increased by
$20,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 129 OFFERED BY MR. DAVIS OF
NORTH CAROLINA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $8,000,000)(increased by
$8,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 130 OFFERED BY MR. DELUZIO

OF PENNSYLVANIA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000) (increased by
$10,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 131 OFFERED BY MR. ELLZEY OF
TEXAS

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)(reduced by
$5,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 132 OFFERED BY MRS. HOUCHIN
OF INDIANA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $6,500,000) (increased by
$6,500,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 133 OFFERED BY MR. HUDSON OF
NORTH CAROLINA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)(increased by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 134 OFFERED BY MRS. KIGGANS
OF VIRGINIA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 135 OFFERED BY MR. MILLS OF
FLORIDA

Page 39, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 136 OFFERED BY MR. WENSTRUP
OF OHIO

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $7,000,000)"".

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)’.

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $7,000,000)"’.
AMENDMENT NO. 138 OFFERED BY MRS. KIGGANS

OF VIRGINIA

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 139 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO
OF NEW YORK

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000) (reduced by
$4,000,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 140 OFFERED BY MR. ROUZER OF
NORTH CAROLINA

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $7,800,000) (reduced by
$7,800,000)’.

Page 42, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $7,800,000)".
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Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $7,800,000)’.

AMENDMENT NO. 141 OFFERED BY MR. COHEN OF
TENNESSEE

Page 42, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $200,000)"".

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert “(increased by $200,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 142 OFFERED BY MRS. KIGGANS
OF VIRGINIA

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000) (reduced by
$1,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 143 OFFERED BY MR. FINSTAD

OF MINNESOTA

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)(reduced by
$3,000,000)".

Page 42, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’.

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,000,000)"’.

AMENDMENT NO. 144 OFFERED BY MR. BERGMAN
OF MICHIGAN

Page 42, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $842,000) (increased by
$842,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 145 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO
OF NEW YORK

Page 42, line 25, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $9,000,000) (reduced by
$9,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 146 OFFERED BY MR. MOLINARO
OF NEW YORK

Page 44, line 12, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

Page 44, line 13, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)".

Page 45, line 10, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".

Page 45, line 11, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)".
AMENDMENT NO. 147 OFFERED BY MR. WILLIAMS

OF NEW YORK

Page 39, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000)
(increased by $5,000,000)".

AMENDMENT NO. 148 OFFERED BY MR. ALFORD OF
MISSOURI

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “(reduced by $5,000,000)"".

Page 38, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)"".

AMENDMENT NO. 159 OFFERED BY MR. FRY OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to eliminate a unit
of the Senior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps at an institution of higher education.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from California (Mr. CALVERT) and the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCoLLuM) each will control 10 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
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Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, these are
noncontroversial amendments sup-
ported by both sides.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE), in support of
this en bloc, which I also support.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman for her cour-
tesies.
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However, I am particularly concerned
as we move forward. This bill directly
impacts the men and women who have
unselfishly put on the uniform.

I am grateful to the chair and rank-
ing member for working together, but
let me be very clear, we have an overall
defense bill that is enormously chal-
lenging for the American people.

First, it is important for them to
know that the members of the United
States military, women in particular—
1 in 5 members of the military are
women—will be blocked from reproduc-
tive services that are necessary. Those
women, in particular, that live in the
State of Texas will be blocked from
achieving the reproductive health that
they need.

The LGBTQ+ community is also neg-
atively impacted by healthcare.

Mr. Chairman, this has nothing to do
with military preparedness and should
not be involved. In addition, the gen-
eral has offered a commitment to elec-
tric vehicles, but yet this bill cuts $714
million.

Mr. Chair, I rise today to say I do not
want a government shutdown, but I
would like us to do the right thing.
Democrats don’t want a government
shutdown. We are obviously fighting
against those who are getting direction
from the former President who says to
shut it down.

I am very grateful that my amend-
ment dealing with triple negative
breast cancer is in this legislation.
This is very important to me. It seeks
to allocate $10 million to fund triple
negative breast cancer research. This
issue is extremely important, espe-
cially for the brave men and women in
the military who are 20 to 40 percent
more likely to develop breast cancer.

Mr. Chair, I offer my appreciation to
both the military and the Biden admin-
istration for making research into
breast cancer a priority. This amend-
ment would allow for more research so
that we can one day, hopefully, learn a
way to reduce this most devastating
aspect of breast cancer. This has a
more deadlier impact—that is why it is
called triple negative breast cancer—
that targets women.

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to
support this amendment, the Jackson
Lee amendment, and a complete de-
fense bill that responds to the needs of
the United States military.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, | rise to
speak in support of the Jackson Lee Amend-
ment [#90/#233] to H.R. 4365—the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2024.

| want to thank my colleagues on the Rules
Committee for making this amendment in
order.

The Jackson Lee Amendment [#90/#233] is
a simple and straightforward amendment in an
unfortunate and distracting appropriations bill.

Namely, the Jackson Lee Amendment [#90/
#233] seeks to allocate $10 million to fund tri-
ple negative breast cancer research.

This issue is extremely important, especially
for the brave men and women in the military,
who are up to 20-40 percent more likely to
develop breast cancer.
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| must offer my appreciation to both the mili-
tary and the Biden administration for making
research into breast cancer a priority, but
there is still work to be done.

The Jackson Lee Amendment [#90/#233]
would allow for more research so we can one
day hopefully learn a way to reduce the num-
ber of military personnel affected by breast
cancer.

Several initiatives | have designed in the
past have aided active-duty servicemen and
women along with veterans, such as enforcing
accurate reporting of maternity mortality rates
among the Armed Forces, addressing physical
and mental health concerns, and securing au-
thorization for Triple Negative Breast Cancer
as well as Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder.

| am very proud of the work that | and Con-
gress have done to address the health con-
cerns of active duty and veteran servicemen
and women, but there are still improvements
to be made.

The men and women who are on the front
lines or have already completed their valiant
service to this country have many pressing
issues and challenges they already must face;
breast cancer should not be one of them.

Our service members fight and sacrifice for
our freedoms.

Now, as lawmakers, we should be working
to ensure to protect their lives and freedoms—
not trying to take their rights away.

While the negatives of this defense appro-
priations bill disappointedly outweigh my posi-
tive amendment, | urge my colleagues to vote
in favor of the Jackson Lee Amendment [#90/
#233]—notwithstanding my strong opposition
and encouragement to vote down the under-
lying bill.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin, a retired Navy SEAL.

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Mr. Chair, I rise
today with deep, deep reservations
about the provisions in this bill fund-
ing the Ukraine Security Assistance
Initiative, a program that has been in
place since 2016.

Today, the United States has given
$113 billion in security and humani-
tarian aid to Ukraine for their war
against Russia. I acknowledge the fact
that is an illegal war and Vladimir
Putin should be punished. However, I
am not happy with the level of visi-
bility that we have given to this fund-
ing.

The United States Government must
be in charge of our foreign policy. The
United States Government must be in
charge of our defense policies, and we
should not be handing these over to the
Ukrainian Government.

We are funding Ukrainians, we are
paying their salaries for their troops
and giving them stipends when we are
potentially looking forward to shutting
down our government due to Demo-
cratic intransigence, which means we
will not be funding our own troops.
This is simply unacceptable.

Before any new money is dispensed to
Ukraine, we need a strategic exit plan
from the Biden administration with
quantifiable metrics. Still, I will not
allow D.C.’s dysfunction to undermine
our national security and hurt our
military families and will support the
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underlying bill, again, with great res-
ervations.

We must fund our military and we
must pay our troops.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman, I
just want to be clear, in this bill we
pay for our troops and our military to
equip and do training, but in this bill
there is no funding for salaries for
Ukrainian troops.

Mr. Chair, I thank the chair for
working in such a bipartisan fashion
for these en bloc amendments, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Chair, this amend-
ment offered by Congressman BRIAN
FITzPATRICK and myself provides a modest
$8.4 million within Army Research, Develop-
ment, Evaluation and Testing, Line 59, Night
Vision System Advanced Development, for the
Micro-LED Soldier Systems Display Prototype.

The funds provided by this amendment will
support the design, development, and delivery
of the U.S. Army’s next generation full-color
LED micro-display prototype, which will be
specifically tailored for dismounted soldier ap-
plications such as the Integrated Visual Aug-
mentation System Heads Up Display and the
Next Generation Squad Weapon Sight Optic.

The next generation of LED displays prom-
ise brightness levels that significantly exceed
the Pentagon’s most stringent requirements
for both monochrome and full-color displays.
The funds provided in this amendment will
support the design, development, and delivery
of a technology readiness Level 7 full-color
LED micro-display prototype. In addition, this
project will enhance the soldier’s target detec-
tion capability and eye safety. Clearly, Mr.
Chair, this is a win-win that provides des-
perately needed solutions and safeguards the
health and security of our soldiers.

| urge my colleagues to support this amend-
ment and to vote in favor of En Bloc No. 3.

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Chair, | want to commend
the managers of the House Department of De-
fense Fiscal Year 2024 Appropriations bill for
including my amendment No. 122 in En Bloc
3, to provide a $5 million increase within the
Air Force RDT&E account, to the Air Force
Research Lab (AFRL) trusted microchip manu-
facturing prototype program in the en bloc
package.

Microelectronics support nearly all DoD ac-
tivities, enabling capabilities such as the global
positioning system, radar, command and con-
trol, and communication. Ensuring secure ac-
cess to leading-edge microelectronics, how-
ever, is a challenge. The pandemic exposed
the challenges associated with the global sup-
ply chain, the changing global semiconductor
industry, and the sophistication of U.S. adver-
saries. who might target military electronic
components.

The AFRL is working on a new modelling
and simulation research program to advance
next generation semiconductor design and
manufacturing, called a secure digital twin.
Funding for the =zero-trust environment for
semiconductor technology will help provide the
capabilities to deliver solutions to protect
against malicious function insertion, fraudulent
products, theft of intellectual property, and reli-
ability failures within DoD semiconductors.

| believe Congress should continue to pro-
vide the resources necessary to update our
domestic microelectronics security framework.
| am proud of the work being undertaken in
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my district’s semiconductor technology district,
known as NeoCity, to support domestic semi-
conductor manufacturing technology develop-
ment as we work to address this critical supply
chain. | look forward to continuing to work with
my colleagues to support this goal.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendments en bloc offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
CALVERT).

The en bloc amendments were agreed
to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 29 will not
be offered.

AMENDMENT NO. 34 OFFERED BY MS. HOULAHAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 34 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $50,000,000)"’.

Page 36, line 13, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $50,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Pennsylvania (Ms. HOULAHAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania.

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chairman, de-
fense-centric, small businesses, and the
industrial base face unique challenges
in creating new advanced production
lines, scaling, expanding manufac-
turing capacity, and in competing and
leading to issues with how to best sup-
port our warfighters with key advanced
defense capabilities.

For many of these U.S. businesses,
translating investments into market-
able products and services remains a
challenge. As job creation engines,
start-ups are vital to the American
economy, but they often lack the re-
sources to bring good ideas to market
or to establish a contract with the De-
partment of Department.

That is why I introduced my bipar-
tisan bill, H.R. 3147, which establishes
a defense industrial base advanced ca-
pabilities pilot program, to help small
businesses bridge that gap between cre-
ating innovative ideas to help our serv-
icemembers, and the time that it takes
to get to full production capacity.

This bill builds on the success of
SBIR and STTR programs to further
increase private-sector commercializa-
tion of innovations derived from feder-
ally funded R&D.

I was very proud to see this bill in-
cluded in this year’s NDAA in Section
853 of the House-passed bill and in Sec-
tion 831 of the Senate-passed bill, and
now we just need to fund it.

Due to its targeted support to small
businesses, it is no surprise that the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce has made
this effort a top legislative priority,
and I am very proud to have had their
support over the years to make this
much-needed change.
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What does this amendment do?

This amendment would direct $50
million in O&M defense-wide to the De-
fense Production Act purchases ac-
count to fund the Advanced Defense
Capabilities Pilot Program. Funding in
fiscal year 2024 would accelerate the
scaling, production, manufacturing,
and acquisition of defense-centric ad-
vanced capabilities to bolster DIB re-
silience and modernize and increase
our competition advantage versus
China and other adversaries.

The public-private partnership pilot
funding would increase support and in-
vestments for domestic small, ad-
vanced defense-focused businesses, and
stimulate key defense-centric indus-
trial base markets, create new produc-
tion lines, decrease defense-centric
manufacturing supply chain vulnera-
bilities, provide advisory and scaling
support, and unlock private equity cap-
ital for advanced warfighting capa-
bility aligned with the National De-
fense Strategy.

Due to this targeted support to small
businesses, it is really no surprise that
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce has
made this effort a top legislative pri-
ority, and I am very proud to have
their support.

As a former engineer and entre-
preneur, I know how urgent this legis-
lation is, and we have to support our
talented entrepreneurs in translating
their innovative ideas into marketable
products and cutting edge technologies
and to make sure that many endeavors
don’t fail because they lack access to
capital.

Mr. Chair, I very much appreciate
your support for this amendment, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chairman, I
claim time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. VAN ORDEN).
The gentleman from California is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to this amendment. The bill
has a constrained top line. I cannot
support directing $50 million to a pilot
program.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote against this amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 30 seconds to the gentlewoman
from Minnesota (Ms. McCOLLUM), the
ranking member, in support of my
amendment.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman from Pennsyl-
vania for bringing this forward. I
wholeheartedly support her amend-
ment, and I hope that it will be adopt-
ed in the bill.

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
HOULAHAN).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 48 OFFERED BY MR. LUTTRELL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 48 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)
(increased by $15,000,000)’.

Page 42, line 14, after the dollar amount in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $15,000,000)
(increased by $15,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. LUTTRELL) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Chair, I rise
today to offer an amendment to H.R.
4365, which would provide $15 million in
funding for a plant-based or psyche-
delic clinical trial authorized in the
House version of the fiscal year 2024
NDAA.

Mr. Chairman, I can personally at-
test to the benefits in treating post-
traumatic stress, traumatic brain in-
jury, and chronic traumatic
encephalopathy through the use of psy-
chedelic substances. There is a stigma
that exists within this body that I be-
lieve stems from a lack of education
and experience around the clinical use
of plant-based or psychedelic medica-
tions.

I understand that when many of my
colleagues hear the word psychedelics
they think of mushrooms and so on.
This isn’t what we are talking about
today. Unfortunately, the stigma has
led to the slow or no adoption of med-
ical procedures that may have saved
countless lives of our servicemembers,
veterans, and first responders.

Mr. Chairman, it is our duty to ex-
plore all options when the lives of our
Nation’s most precious resources, our
sons and daughters, mothers and fa-
thers, brothers and sisters are at stake.

Mr. Chair, I urge the adoption of my
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Texas.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I thank
the gentleman from Texas for sharing
his journey, and I am glad he is doing
well.

I don’t oppose the study of many of
these drugs, but I am going to lay out
why, in this particular instance, I am
going to oppose this.

On this floor we have had many a de-
bate about whether or not medical
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marijuana should be used for post-trau-
matic stress for veterans and whether
we should do research and all kinds of
things, things I have supported. Time
and time again we haven’t done that,
in part because it is a schedule I class
drug.

The Department is concerned about a
study involving Active-Duty service-
members. They acknowledge, and I am
glad that they do, that the benefits are
being pursued by veterans. The imple-
mentation for Active-Duty service-
members would be much more chal-
lenging at this time because it involves
questions around clearances, legal hur-
dles, and the logistics that would just
appear to hamper the success of a pilot
program or study with Active-Duty
servicemembers.

As I said, schedule I—I gave the ex-
ample of marijuana—under the Con-
trolled Substances Act means that
they have a high potential for abuse
and there is no currently accepted
medical treatment in the United States
for this right now. There is a lack of
accepted safety and there is no medical
supervision in a way we can move for-
ward.

For this reason, the Defense Health
Agency does not believe it could be im-
plemented. I support working with the
Department of Veterans Affairs to look
at anything we can do to help welcome
our servicemen and servicewomen
home and to find the help that they
need.

Currently, with the way that this
amendment is written, I reluctantly
cannot support the gentleman’s amend-
ment. I look forward to working with
the gentleman in the future on this.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LUTTRELL. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman and I appre-
ciate that as a veteran.

I hold degrees in psychology and ap-
plied cognizant neuroscience. I have
spent the better part of a decade study-
ing our servicemembers, Active-Duty
members, veterans, and first respond-
ers in the space of cognitive disability
and decline.

We lose 22-plus a day in the veterans’
space. We lose members in the active-
service space as well, daily. I have
traveled the country studying the ag-
gressive nature of treatments in spaces
like our cognitive decline, like selec-
tive serotonin reuptake inhibitors, and
other modalities.

The numbers that we are seeing are
not decreasing, they are increasing. As
we transition out of these wars that we
fought for so many years, we have to
do something more aggressive.

I say clinical studies and clinical
trials inside the DOD because it is ap-
plicable and it is appropriate. We have
some of the most brilliant researchers
on the planet that can study this and
move this effectively so we can treat
the men and women that serve our
country.

These medications have short-term—
no long-term residual side effects—
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short-term, if anything. The effects are
groundbreaking. We are at a preface. I
hate the fact that the word psychedelic
scares everybody. I hate that word my-
self. When I try to think of a creative
term to title this, it always cycles
back to the word psychedelics, and
that is unfortunate, it is. We have to
look past that.

I have never done a drug in my entire
life. As a matter of fact, I would tell no
one to do this because the aggressive-
ness of it is so life-changing, but it is
effective. That is why I continue to
push forward, and I think it is time and
its effectiveness needs to be imple-
mented now.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. LUTTRELL).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair under-
stands that amendment No. 57 will not
be offered.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment Nos. 66 through 74 will not be of-
fered.

AMENDMENT NO. 125 OFFERED BY MS. NORTON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 125 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 39, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(increased by $10,000,000) (reduced by
$10,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON) and a Member opposed each
will control 56 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment would allocate $10 million
for research, development, test, and
evaluation for the Space Force, with
the intent that the funds be used for
the Space Force Rocket Systems
Launch Program. This funding would
continue the ongoing single-stage-to-
orbit propulsion research that we have
funded over the past 3 years and ensure
that the commercial space access pro-
vider supply chain is as large as pos-
sible.

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues to
support this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr.
claim time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
reluctant opposition to this amend-
ment. The amendment proposes to de-
velop a single-stage-to-orbit rocket.
The idea of a single-stage-to-orbit
rocket is appealing, but the laws of
physics are stubborn.

In the early 2000s, I was the chair of
the Space and Aeronautics Committee

Chairman, I
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at the time, and NASA and industry
spent more than a billion dollars on
such a concept and concluded that it
wasn’t practical or feasible.

I am not aware of any facts that
changed that conclusion. I urge my col-
leagues to vote against this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I ask my
colleagues to support this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 137 OFFERED BY MR. CRENSHAW

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 137 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 42, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert the following: ‘‘(reduced by $200,000) (in-
creased by $200,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. CRENSHAW, I rise today to offer
amendment No. 137, which takes the
simple yet important step of directing
the Defense Health Agency to report to
Congress on options for allowing Ac-
tive-Duty servicemembers to partici-
pate in VA psychedelic-assisted ther-
apy clinical trials.

I repeat, these clinical trials are al-
ready happening in partnership with
the VA, and there is no reason that we
should not be looking at the benefits of
this research for our men and women
that are already currently serving our
country actively.

Mr. Chair, I want to be really clear
about why I am supporting this small
step to research psychedelic-assisted
therapy for Active-Duty servicemem-
bers. This is not about legalization.
This is not about recreational use. It is
about honoring our promise to our
military families and confronting the
high incidence of suicide in the mili-
tary and veteran community.

There is a reason for the high rate of
suicide—it is the trauma of serving.
There are more than 20 veterans who
kill themselves every day and 27 per-
cent of post-9/11 veterans are diagnosed
with PTSD.
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We have a crisis, and the idea that we
wouldn’t research potential break-
through treatments is unacceptable.
The status quo is inadequate and it
won’t stop servicemembers and vet-
erans from committing suicide. I be-
lieve this research will.

I have good reason for believing that,
so let’s look at the data. The most re-
cent phase III clinical trials with
MDMA found that 86 percent of the
study participants had reduced PTSD
symptoms and 71 percent didn’t even
qualify as having PTSD anymore.

Most people hear the word
psychedelics and think of Woodstock.
This is not the 1960s LSD trip that
many people might be imagining. Some
groups are actively lobbying Con-
gress—no, this is not the work of the
devil.

It is not the work of the devil when
this treatment is actually saving fami-
lies and Kkeeping families together.
This therapy is supervised by medical
practitioners, and it occurs with repeat
treatments in a very controlled set-
ting. Oftentimes, it is a one- or two-
time treatment and follow-up results
reveal that the positive effects con-
tinue for years, even after just one
treatment.

These clinical trials are already
changing the lives of people I know. I
have so many close friends of mine who
can say that they are alive today be-
cause of this treatment. Their mar-
riages have survived because of this
treatment. The idea that we wouldn’t
even research it—that we would keep
this out of the hands of people who
need it is appalling, frankly.

We should be listening to these sto-
ries. They have come up on Capitol Hill
multiple times. For the Members we
say: We need to learn more. We don’t
know enough. Well, why would you get
in the way of more research?

You haven’t come and listened to
these veterans and these servicemem-
bers when they have come up and told
their stories. They have come up many,
many times. We shouldn’t make them
come up here and spill their guts any-
more. We should listen to them and we
should act on it.

Mr. Chair, I unapologetically support
this research. We shouldn’t think twice
about it. We owe this to our service-
members and we owe it to their fami-
lies. This is a really small but a posi-
tive step in the right direction.

I think the VA and the Department
of Defense need to coordinate on this
research into this psychedelic-assisted
therapy, and that is all this amend-
ment does. I encourage my colleagues
to support it, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CRENSHAW).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 149 OFFERED BY MR. BIGGS

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 149 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 10, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000,000)"".

Page 118, line 4, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $300,000,000)"’.

Page 146, line 24, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $300,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I rise to speak
in support of my amendment that cuts
$300 million in funding for the Ukraine
Security Assistance Initiative. I en-
courage all of my colleagues to support
that.

The fiscal year 2024 Defense Appro-
priations bill authorizes a total $826.45
billion in new discretionary spending.
This figure is $28.71 billion or 3.6 per-
cent more than the fiscal year 2023 en-
acted level.

Currently, the United States has
committed over $113 billion in mili-
tary, economic, and humanitarian as-
sistance to protect Ukraine’s border,
but we can’t fund our own border to
protect our citizens from the fentanyl
pouring across our southern border
that is Kkilling over 290 Americans
daily, and the trafficking that the
Mexican cartels are engaging in.

Mr. Chair, I find myself asking this
question: How is it that we are willing
to send over $100 billion to Ukraine,
and in this bill an additional $300 mil-
lion, but we can’t spend the money or
find the ability and will to secure our
own border?

With no end in sight, we cannot con-
tinue to blank-check fund a war when
this administration said that we are
going to stay there as long as it takes
and spend as much as it takes. We
don’t really know why we are there,
but we have morphed into a regime-
change objective.

I would ask: What does that regime
change look like? How are you going to
get there? What is going to be the ex-
tent of our participation?

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in strong opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, Ukraine
is a democracy. It is a democracy fight-
ing for its life every single day, and the
world is watching. The brave men and
women of Ukraine are fighting to pro-
tect their democracy.

Vladimir Putin violated inter-
national law with his illegal invasion
of Ukraine. Putin and his thugs are
committing war crimes on a mass scale
in Ukraine, including the senseless
murder of civilians, even while they
are in the hospital.
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He continues to violate international
laws by deliberately targeting market-
places, supermarkets, daycares, and
apartment buildings. Putin has also
broken other international laws by per-
mitting—encouraging, not just permit-
ting—encouraging the abduction of
Ukrainian children to be taken from
their families and their parents.

Democracies need to stand together,
and that is what they have been doing.
It is the responsibility of the United
States, the strongest democracy, and
all nations that respect democratically
elected governments to support
Ukraine’s fight against this unlawful
Russian aggression.

That is exactly why we have seen
such a global response to these atroc-
ities. Our allies, our partners, our fel-
low democracies are also supporting
Ukraine in this fight by providing
tanks donated by allies and partners;
air defense artillery rounds donated by
allies and partners; fighter aircraft do-
nated 100 percent by allies and part-
ners; mid- to long-range air defense
systems 75 percent donated by allies
and partners; counter unmanned aerial
systems 69 percent donated by allies
and partners; 155-millimeter artillery
systems 64 percent donated by allies
and partners; Armor, personnel car-
riers, infantry fighting vehicles 63 per-
cent donated by allies and partners;
Stinger missiles 52 percent donated by
allies and partners; Javelin command
launch units 52 percent donated by al-
lies and partners; Javelin missiles 46
percent donated by allies and partners.

America is not providing support
alone. The democracies are together on
this.

I would point out for a fact that when
Ukraine decided to become a democ-
racy, to engage in the free world, they
gave up their nuclear weapons. They
gave them up. What they are just ask-
ing for us right now is to support a fel-
low democracy.
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Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
strongly oppose this amendment. Sup-
port Ukrainians in their struggle to de-
fend their homeland.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, it is inter-
esting to hear that. I appreciate those
comments. Explain to me, then, how
this administration and our allies have
lost contact and cannot provide a full
accounting of all of the money we have
sent and all the materiel we have sent.

Here is an example of that: When we
talk about insufficient oversight of
funding going towards Ukraine, the
Pentagon has overestimated the value
of the weapons it has sent to Ukraine
by $6.2 billion over the past 2 years.
They have overestimated it.

How have central African nations re-
ported that U.S. materiel has been
found in the hands of warlords in their
areas, in their own countries, rebel-
lious warlords fighting them with U.S.
materiel?
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How is it that we have gone from
supplying surplus to supplying our own
inventory, where our own stocks are
going to take in some instances 7 to 10
years to rebuild, to put our own Nation
in jeopardy?

The democratic peace theory was de-
bunked 20 years ago, and that is the ar-
gument I heard today; basically, the
democratic peace theory. That was ut-
terly debunked.

This administration has also pro-
vided no explanation on what the ob-
jective is, what does it look like. The
objective is to stay as long as it takes.
What does that mean? Another 20-, 30-
year war that we are participating in
funding? Not only as long as it takes,
but as much as it takes.

We are $33 trillion in debt. Our struc-
tural deficit this year is going to be
more than $2 trillion. It will be that
next year. Our interest cost is $700 bil-
lion. Everything we are sending to
Ukraine, we are borrowing. It is our
children and grandchildren who are ef-
fectively paying for this.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I have
some disagreement with some of the, I
want to say, opinions put forward by
the gentleman.

We do have oversight at our embassy
on where equipment is going. The chair
and I have been in classified briefings
asking these very tough questions to-
gether because, you are right, we want
accountability.

As we saw, when the President of
Ukraine didn’t think he was getting
the accountability he deserved from his
military leaders and people in his gov-
ernment, he very publicly removed
them and said: No, this is not accept-
able to me. The oversight is taking
place, and our allies are also doing
oversight.

As I pointed out earlier, this is an in-
vasion that was brought on for no
other reason than a land grab. Putin is
trying to put Russia back in an image
that he wants to see it in the future.

Who is watching him do this and who
is watching who stands up to him?
Well, Russia is watching as to what we
do, and we know China is with all the
chatter we are now hearing about Tai-
wan.

What does that mean? That means
that democracies have to stand to-
gether to support another democracy.

As I mentioned earlier today, I was
previously a social studies teacher.
Take out a map and take a look at the
emerging democracies in the area who
feel under threat from Russia. Take a
look at our allies that have suffered
through World War II with aggression
from Germany. The democracies, Ger-
many included, have learned from that
lesson: We cannot be silent. We have to
be there for each other.

Mr. Chair, I will also point out that
the money that is being put forward,
again, is for equipment and training,
and we are doing that with NATO. We
are doing that together. As I said, I feel
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very passionately about supporting
Ukraine.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, I yield 30 sec-
onds to the gentleman from Arizona
(Mr. CRANE), a great American.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Chair, I rise in sup-
port of my colleague’s amendment. As
my colleague pointed out, we can’t af-
ford it. The gentlewoman just said that
all the money that we are sending over
there is for training and equipment.
That is not true.

60 Minutes’ just discovered the U.S.
is financing more than weapons in
Ukraine. The government is buying
seeds and fertilizer for farmers, paying
the salaries of 57,000 first responders,
and subsidizing small business.

Again, like my colleague said, we are
$33 trillion in debt. It is no wonder we
are $33 trillion in debt. This is getting
out of hand, and we need to stop it.

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chair, in closing, our
national interests are best rooted in
solving our national debt crisis, which
has been determined by many national
security leaders as being our number
one security threat. I urge Congress to
adopt this amendment.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Arizona will be
postponed.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, as the des-
ignee of the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. GRANGER), I move to strike the
last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

First, I want to address some confu-
sion surrounding this funding. This is
not the same funding that is included
in the supplementals for Ukraine. This
funding is not sent directly to Ukraine.
Rather, it pays for training and pro-
curement of U.S. equipment.

Congress has funded this initiative in
every single year since it was author-
ized in 2016 during both Democrat and
Republican administrations. In July,
the House voted to authorize this fund-
ing at the same level. After the inva-
sion of Crimea by Russia, we decided to
fund this training for the Ukrainian
military.

Not only would this amendment
strike the funding, it would also strike
the important conditions on funding.
We have sent a very clear message to
the Department, no blank checks. That
is why this bill contains many new
oversight provisions, including notifi-
cation requirements before funds are
spent, a GAO report review of the De-
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fense Department’s execution of Presi-
dential drawdown authority, a report-
ing requirement on increasing burden
sharing for Ukraine, and a requirement
that the inspector general review the
Department’s end-use monitoring pro-
gram. This bill also includes funding
for a special inspector general for
Ukraine, if authorized by the final
NDAA.

The funding included in this bill is
not supplemental funding. It is not a
blank check. It has broad support. I
urge a ‘‘no’ vote, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

AMENDMENT NO. 150 OFFERED BY MR. GRIFFITH

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 150 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 132, beginning line 18, strike ‘‘in
China on research supported by the govern-
ment of China”.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, Sec-
tion 8131 of this bill states: None of the
funds made available by this Act may
be used to fund any work to be per-
formed by EcoHealth Alliance, Inc. in
China on research supported by the
Government of China unless the Sec-
retary of Defense determines that a
waiver is in the best interests of the
country.

My amendment simply strikes out
“in China on research supported by the
Government of China.”’

EcoHealth Alliance was the agency
or the private company that got a
grant from the NIH to do research on
coronavirus, and they are the ones that
gave the money as a subcontractor to
the Wuhan Institute of Virology. This
was not research being done on behalf
of China. It was being done on behalf of
us.
The problem is, EcoHealth Alliance
didn’t fulfill their contract. They were
supposed to get regular reports from
Wuhan. They did not follow up on that.
As a result, we are missing nearly a
year of data prior to the outbreak of
COVID-19 that the American taxpayers
paid to have. Instead of just saying
EcoHealth can’t do things in China
that are supported by the Chinese Gov-
ernment, my amendment makes it
clear, we are not going to fund
EcoHealth Alliance at this point in
time.

To make matters worse—you think,
how can it be worse?—as a part of our
oversight, the Energy and Commerce
Committee in February asked 41 ques-
tions trying to get information from
EcoHealth Alliance. As of this date, we
have answers to only seven of those

“
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questions, and they are the most gen-
eral answers, like when did you get
your contract with the NIH. It is not
the tough information that we need to
do proper oversight to make sure that
we never have a situation again where
a virus occurs where we are doing re-
search, and we can’t answer the ques-
tions of the American taxpayers as to
whether or not it came out of a lab
that we were funding and that we
weren’t getting the reports from. That
is all it does.

It says, no, EcoHealth for right now,
at least during this fiscal year, isn’t
going to receive money through the
DOD.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment to have a
discussion with the gentleman.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, we have
had this provision in the bill for the
last 2 years to prohibit funding for the
work performed by EcoHealth Alliance
for research within China. As the gen-
tleman is very aware of, because he is
very knowledgeable of this, it is a glob-
al nonprofit organization that works to
protect wildlife and public health from
the emergence of disease.

This is enacted in law, and we have
worked in a bipartisan manner on the
committee on this.

The gentleman’s amendment, if I un-
derstand it correctly, now seeks to es-
tablish a full prohibition on funding to
EcoHealth Alliance, Inc., in this bill.

I thank the gentleman for the fact
that his amendment preserves the
waiver option for the Secretary of De-
fense to make a determination that
working with EcoHealth Alliance re-
mains a national security interest. As
we move forward, I would like to better
understand any ramifications as we
move to this broader exemption that
the gentleman wants to do as we go to
committee to make sure that it lives
up to what I heard him say on the
floor, to my understanding, with the
waiver.

I work a lot on the ICC, the Inter-
national Conservation Caucus, so I
want to make sure that the wildlife
work that we are doing is protected as
well as the research.

I thank the gentleman for bringing
this forward, but I have a few more
questions, and we will work on it dur-
ing conference.

Mr. Chair, I would also just reflect on
something that the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. CRANE) said in our last de-
bate, where he implied fertilizer and
other materials were being supported
by the United States Government.
That is correct, but that is in the State
Department bill. What I said about
what we were supporting and not doing
in this bill, I was factual with, and I
just wanted the gentleman from Ari-
zona to understand that what he was
talking about, I wasn’t confused, it is
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in the State and Foreign Operations
bill.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, here
is the bottom line: We have EcoHealth
that breaches their contract. While
they may be working on some wildlife
things—and having once been a pole
holder on a mission with a team of
British scientists to study bats in
northern Burma, I am all for studying
wildlife, but we have to make sure that
those people who get American tax-
payer dollars are living up to their con-
tract, living up to their obligations to
give us the information so that if
something happens, we can make ap-
propriate decisions.

Whether you believe it was a lab leak
or whether you believe it came out of
bats, we needed the information that
we paid for, to try to make a better de-
cision. They haven’t followed through.
As of this date, they haven’t given us
the information that we need for over-
sight. Hopefully, it will come forward,
but until we establish that EcoHealth
Alliance understands that if they are
going to use taxpayer dollars to do re-
search, we need to get the information
we contracted to get, I think that we
should not be granting them awards.

I did leave the waiver in, that was
very important to me because if it is in
the national security interest, I wanted
to make sure we weren’t taking that
power away from the Secretary, but I
don’t think at this moment in history,
we should be funding EcoHealth Alli-
ance with any taxpayer dollars.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GRIFFITH).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 151 OFFERED BY MS. PLASKETT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 151 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Strike section 8149.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from the Virgin Islands (Ms. PLASKETT)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands for 5
minutes.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, this
amendment would strike Section 8149
from the bill, removing language ban-
ning the Department of Defense from
classifying or facilitating the classi-
fication of any communications by a
United States person as misinforma-
tion, disinformation, or
malinformation, and banning the De-
partment of Defense from partnering
with nonpartisan, nonprofit, outside
experts to identify these threats.
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As we know, misinformation,
disinformation, and malinformation
are three of the most important and
far-reaching weapons of America’s ad-
versaries in Beijing, Tehran, and par-
ticularly the Kremlin.

According to the State Department,
Russia has operationalized the concept
of perpetual adversarial competition in
the information environment by en-
couraging the development of a
disinformation and propaganda eco-
system. This ecosystem then creates
and spreads false narratives to strate-
gically advance the Kremlin’s policy
goals. There is no subject off limits to
this firehose of falsehoods. Everything
from human rights and environmental
policy to assassinations and civilian-
killing bombing campaigns are fair tar-
gets in Russia’s malign playbook.

Only truth disarms these
disinformation weapons, and the House
of Representatives must support our
government to ensure that foreign ad-
versaries do not use the American peo-
ple to disseminate lies with the goal of
destroying our democracy without
identifying them as misinformation,
disinformation, or malinformation.

Here are some truths: The Federal
Government of the United States of
America and the Department of De-
fense that we are working here to fund
today are unequivocally responsible for
the protection of American citizens
from all enemies, all threats foreign or
domestic. All threats mean all threats,
whether the threat is Kkinetic, eco-
nomic, infectious, in cyberspace or on
Main Street. It is our job to provide
the defense of the Nation and its peo-
ple.

We must continue to come together
to seek and promote the truth, and I
urge my colleagues to approve this
amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I claim the
time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to this amendment.
Under the guise of fighting misin-
formation, our government agencies
have become increasingly weaponized
against America’s right to free speech.

In the last month, a panel of the 5th
Circuit Court of Appeals ruled the
Biden administration and the FBI like-
ly violated the First Amendment by
pressuring social media firms to sup-
press or remove posts.

The bill addresses the case of over 50
former intelligence officials misusing
their clearances and status to interfere
in our Presidential election by signing
the bogus Hunter Biden letter.

The gentlewoman’s amendment
would facilitate this continued war on
the First Amendment. I strongly urge
a ‘“‘no’’ vote and yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, we all be-
lieve in the importance of the First
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Amendment. We all believe in the
American people’s ability and their
right to be able to speak out. What we
also need to be aware of is the use of
misinformation, disinformation by our
foreign adversaries, and for the ability
of our government to label that as
such. It is not to stop people from say-
ing it. It is the ability for us to tell
what are lies and what is truth.

I am the ranking member on the Se-
lect Subcommittee on the
Weaponization of the Federal Govern-
ment, and what the American people
have seen thus far from that com-
mittee is the weaponization of Con-
gress to be able to put forward con-
spiracy theories and lies to support
power and quest for conquest over the
American people.

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Minnesota (Ms. MCCOLLUM).

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong support of the amendment by
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands (Ms. PLASKETT). We know that
these countries are seeking to influ-
ence our way of life, to find ways to di-
vide us and ultimately make us weak-
er. We know that China and Russia are
very active in this. They are even
working to seek to influence our elec-
tions and disrupt our democracy.

This amendment is necessary to en-
sure that we have the tools necessary
to fight against these nefarious ac-
tions. I support this amendment, and I
hope my colleagues will do the same.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, I have
nothing further, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from the Virgin Islands (Ms.
PLASKETT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from the Virgin Is-
lands will be postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 152 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 152 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . The salary of Shawn Skelly, As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Readiness,
shall be reduced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Mrs. BOEBERT) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado.
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Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I rise
today to offer my amendment that uti-
lizes the Holman rule to reduce the sal-
ary of Shawn Skelly, Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Readiness. That
salary shall be reduced to $1.

As the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense, Mr. Skelly is the principal ad-
viser to the Secretary of Defense and
the Under Secretary of Defense for Per-
sonnel and Readiness on all matters re-
lated to the readiness of our Armed
Forces.

In that capacity, he is supposed to
develop policies and plans, provide ad-
vice, and make recommendations for
total force readiness programs, report-
ing, and assessments of readiness to
execute the national defense strategy.

Like many of Biden’s bureaucrats,
Mr. Skelly is failing at his job and the
basic responsibilities. On his watch,
the Army missed their recruiting goal
by 15,000 soldiers last year, and all
other branches were forced to dig deep
into their pools of delayed entry appli-
cants to meet their recruitment goals.

On top of that, the Army, Navy, Air
Force, and Coast Guard are all ex-
pected to fall short of their recruit-
ment goals this year.

Mr. Skelly has also been with the
Biden administration since the begin-
ning and was appointed to the transi-
tion team—some irony there—in No-
vember of 2020.

As the Assistant Secretary of De-
fense for Readiness, Mr. Skelly played
an instrumental role in the disastrous
and shameful withdrawal from Afghan-
istan that killed 13 of America’s finest,
13 American heroes in that embar-
rassing surrender to the Taliban.

As DOD’s highest ranking trans offi-
cial, this delusional man, thinking he
is a woman, embodies and espouses the
wokeism that is causing significant
harm to our military readiness and
troop morale.

The military shouldn’t be focused on
this woke agenda and combating cli-
mate change. With Mr. Skelly at the
helm of readiness, these misguided pol-
icy pursuits will continue to be at the
forefront of DOD’s priorities.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment to restore the focus of our
Department of Defense to defend our
Nation. Mr. Chair, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
the strongest opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, people
deserve to be treated with dignity and
respect when being addressed.

Assistant Secretary Skelly has
served in her role admirably, as she has
done as her time as a naval officer. As-
sistant Secretary Skelly has been a
naval fighter for over 20 years. I am a
little upset because the lack of respect
that has been shown to Secretary
Skelly by the last speaker is surprising
for me on this House floor, which we
hold in such high esteem.
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She has been a naval flight officer for
20 years, including time spent in the
Pacific. While we are all aware of how
important this region is right now,
there is absolutely no basis for this
amendment. The colleague who offers
this amendment provides no real sub-
stantive reason why Assistant Sec-
retary Skelly should have her salary
reduced.

There is only one reason why Assist-
ant Secretary Skelly is being targeted,
because she is simply a woman. I have
fought long and hard with many
women before me and with our allies
for pay equity. We still have a long
way to go, but I am never going to vote
to reduce a woman’s salary. I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘no,” and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I guess
delusion runs deep in the Democratic
Party. I would go on the record to say
that science is a friend in this case and,
sure, if you want to call Mr. Skelly a
“her,” his chromosomes are still X-Y,
and we trust the science over here
rather than delusion and playing dress-
up and imaginary games with our mili-
tary readiness.

Our military needs to be lethal and
able to defend our national security,
not pander to the woke extremist left
and make up fairy tales.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, when it
comes to service to our country, there
are a couple of things we ask from peo-
ple: To take a loyalty oath, and they
do that; to pass basic training and to
be up and fit for the job that they are
called upon to do, and they do that.
Secretary Skelly qualifies in all those
areas.

As far as the conversation that my
colleague is having, I am not going to
engage in hateful rhetoric, Mr. Chair.
Instead, I will focus on the admirable
service that our transgender, gay, bi-
sexual members do in an all-volunteer
Army. They volunteer to put their
lives on the line. They deserve the dig-
nity and respect this House can give
them.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I just
want the RECORD to reflect that there
is nothing hateful about truth. Again, I
urge my colleagues to support my
amendment to restore the focus of our
Department of Defense to defend our
Nation. I look forward to this Holman
rule being utilized to reduce the salary
of Secretary Shawn Skelly, the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Readiness,
to $1.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I am just
baffled here that we can pick and
choose what is science and what is not
science, what is human rights and dig-
nity and respect and what is not
human rights and dignity and respect.
I look forward to having a discussion
on climate change based on science
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with the gentlewoman from Colorado
at some point in time.

Mr. Chair, I thank all our servicemen
and -women for their service, and their
families, who serve alongside them. I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Colorado (Mrs.
BOEBERT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Colorado will be
postponed.

O 1100

AMENDMENT NO. 153 OFFERED BY MRS. BOEBERT

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 153 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . The salary of Norvel Dillard, Di-
rector of Diversity and Inclusion Manage-
ment at the Office for Diversity, Equity, and
Inclusion of the Department of Defense, shall
be reduced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Colorado (Mrs. BOEBERT) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Colorado.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
favor of my amendment, which will re-
duce the salary of Norvel Dillard, di-
rector of Diversity and Inclusion Man-
agement at the Office of Diversity, Eq-
uity, and Inclusion of the Department
of Defense, to $1.

Norvel ‘““Rock’ Dillard is a part of
Joe Biden and Lloyd Austin’s attempt
to woken and weaken our military. He
works in an office that should not exist
doing a job that also should not exist.

Our military is not a social experi-
ment, and we definitely should not be
treating it like one or spending tax-
payer dollars to do so.

Woke ideology undermines military
readiness. It undermines cohesiveness
by emphasizing differences based on
race, ethnicity, and sex.

It undermines leadership authority
by introducing questions about wheth-
er promotion is based on merit or
quota requirements. It leads to mili-
tary personnel serving in specialty
areas for which they are not qualified
or ready. It takes time and resources
away from training activities and
weapons development to contribute to
readiness.

Unelected bureaucrats at the DOD
need to be held responsible for their
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failed leadership, which has distracted
from DOD’s mission and jeopardized
the United States military’s ability to
defend our country.

From the botched Afghanistan with-
drawal that left 13 American soldiers
dead to the implementation of a woke
agenda that has weakened our military
and caused recruitment to suffer, bu-
reaucrats like Norvel Dillard have con-
tinued to put a leftist agenda ahead of
our national security.

The Federal Government’s obsession
with diversity, equity, and inclusion
needs to come to an end, especially at
DOD, where our brave servicemembers
volunteer to put themselves in harm’s
way to fight for freedom. They don’t
care about the skin color of their
brothers and sisters in uniform. They
care about completing the mission and
going home to their families. Our De-
fense Department should have the
same mindset.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
support my amendment to restore the
focus of our Department of Defense to
defend our Nation.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, Dr. Dil-
lard has dedicated his life to service to
the United States. Commissioned in
the United States Army in 1981, he
served for 26 years and retired as a
colonel after numerous command and
staff positions. I thank him for his
service.

In his current position as director of
diversity and inclusion, he provides
oversight and guidance to individuals
working across the Department of De-
fense on these issues, and he has the
experience to know where improve-
ments can be made.

The goals of the Office of Diversity,
Equity, and Inclusion promote the De-
partment of Defense culture of dignity
and respect that values diversity and
inclusion and readiness imperatives.

As the Department executes the Sec-
retary of Defense’s direction to ‘‘take
care of our people,” it is about sup-
porting both the servicemember and
their family, regardless of who they
are. It is about having their backs
while they put their lives on the line in
the defense of this country.

The chairman and others in this
room are fond of Ronald Reagan, so I
offer a quote: ‘“Government’s first duty
is to protect the people, not to run
their lives.”

Rather than trying to run the lives of
each servicemember into the ground,
let us concentrate on what should be
the focus of this bill—ensuring that our
military servicemembers have the
tools they need to defend our Nation
and to come home safely.

Need I remind everyone in the room
that we are in the middle of a recruit-
ment crisis? The chair and I have heard
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why we are in the middle of a recruit-
ment crisis. Many companies and pri-
vate businesses are in the middle of a
recruitment crisis. What are they
doing? They are opening up positions
for diversity and inclusion to make
sure people know that they are wel-
come in their companies.

We want to make sure that people
are welcomed in the Department of De-
fense. We must find ways to attract
young people to choose to serve this
country, to know that their service
will be honored.

If they feel that serving in different
branches of the Department will open
them up to ridicule, disrespect, or
worse, why would they volunteer to
serve and put their lives on the line?

Mr. Dillard is trying to ensure that
all feel welcome. He should not be
vilified for that. He should be ap-
plauded.

Let’s stop the attacks on building a
diverse force that represents all of
America.

Mr. Chair, I remember as a young
high school student—I am not afraid to
admit my age with my gray hair—in
1972, all the discussions about women
in the military academy. That was a
radical idea. You know what the mili-
tary had to do. They had to go out and
recruit, and they had to show that they
wanted the diversity. They wanted the
respect.

I am proud I do that with my mili-
tary academies, where I have Hmong,
African Americans, and people from
different sexual orientations apply to
serve our country. They put their lives
on the line. It is duty first for them.

Let’s stop the attacks on building a
diverse force.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote “‘no” on this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mrs. BOEBERT. Mr. Chair, my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
agree that there is a recruitment cri-
sis. Why is that? I think it is because
our brave men and women who put
their lives on the line to serve our Na-
tion dutifully, with honor, don’t see a
true Commander in Chief in office.
They don’t see true leadership that
they can be proud to serve alongside,
to serve under.

I don’t believe that our brave men
and women see that they will be taken
care of when they put their lives in
harm’s way to defend our Nation, to
defend our allies throughout the world.

Let me ask my colleagues a broad
question: This Office of Diversity, Eq-
uity, and Inclusion, did that save our 13
servicemembers in Afghanistan, or did
it distract from the actual mission?

I heard from my colleagues, Mr.
Chair, on the other side of the aisle
that this was a way to ridicule and dis-
respect. I think it is ridiculing to pro-
mote someone who does not have the
qualifications needed for a position
just because of how they identify, their
race.

This is what is ridiculing. This is
what is disrespectful.
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This woke agenda, this DEI, this
movement that the left has created, I
see it as a way to erase women. I heard
my colleague on the other side of the
aisle talk about, in the 1970s, there was
a recruitment effort to bring more
women to our military, and if that
were the case today, if that were the
mission today, to offer a more diverse
military and recruit more women, well,
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle would simply put men in a dress
and put them in heels. Heck, I got
some red lipstick you could borrow.

That is not the answer. The answer is
readiness. The answer is that we are all
equal under the law, and you do not
promote someone simply because of
these qualifications.

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption of my
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to the time remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota has 1% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, some of
the remarks that my colleague made, 1
am not even going to bother to respond
to because I don’t think they are ap-
propriate for this august Chamber
which we are in.

The military only takes people who
are qualified to serve. Then after they
have done their service for our coun-
try, they should still be respected. This
is a very sad conversation that we are
having, and I go back to the fact about
diversity.

I will use the example of the Hmong
in my community who fought along
with our soldiers in Vietnam and pro-
tected and rescued many of our pilots.
They came here, and they didn’t have a
written language. They came here, and
they didn’t know about military acad-
emies. They wanted to honor and serve
our country, but they weren’t quite
sure how to go about it.

What did we do? We created opportu-
nities for diversity and inclusion, and
it is amazing when you put a hand out
to somebody and say: We want you to
be part of this great Nation. You are
willing to put your life on the line, and
we thank you for that.

The chair and I know why we have a
recruitment problem. I understand why
we have a recruitment problem. I serve
on the committee, and I am doing ev-
erything I can to address it, and part of
that is this office.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Colorado (Mrs.
BOEBERT).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Colorado will be
postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 154 OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 154 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to administer,
implement, or enforce—

(1) the proposed action outlined in the No-
tice published by the Department of Army to
the Federal Register on August 4, 2023 (88
Fed. Reg. 51786); or

(2) recommendations of the Naming Com-
mission regarding any monument in Arling-
ton National Cemetery.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, my amend-
ment to the FY24 Defense appropria-
tions bill would simply prohibit the De-
partment of Defense from using funds
to administer, implement, or enforce
the proposed action by the Department
of the Army regarding the removal of
the Reconciliation Monument at Ar-
lington National Cemetery.

Following 4 brutal years of the Amer-
ican Civil War, our Nation’s great lead-
ers, President Abraham Lincoln and fu-
ture President Union General Ulysses
S. Grant, took great measures to en-
sure that our Nation reconciled and
unified after the conflict that turned
fellow countryman against fellow coun-
tryman. These unifying actions in-
cluded pardons for Confederate leaders
that waged war as well as the restora-
tion of confiscated property.

What these great American leaders
understood is that a nation divided
against itself cannot stand.

Then, in 1898, following the Spanish-
American War, where Union and Con-
federate veterans fought side by side
under one flag, the American flag,
President McKinley declared in the
heart of the South, in Atlanta, Geor-
gia, the capital of my home State, that
the U.S. Government would commit to
sharing the burden of honoring and
properly burying the Confederate dead,
stating: ‘‘Sectional feeling no longer
holds back the love we feel for each
other. The old flag waves over us in
peace with new glories.”

In 1900, Congress authorized Confed-
erate remains to be buried at Arlington
National Cemetery. In 1906, President
McKinley allowed for the construction
of a new monument honoring our coun-
try’s new shared reconciliation from
its troubled divisions.

In 1914, President Woodrow Wilson, a
Democrat, unveiled this new memorial
to national unity, which was designed
by a Jewish-American sculptor. The
memorial is topped with a woman
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crowned by an olive wreath to sym-
bolize peace.

Beginning with the unveiling of the
statue and now every year since, it is
the tradition of the President of the
United States to send a wreath to the
memorial, honoring the dead buried in
a circle around the monument. This
tradition, which shows tremendous na-
tional unity, has been carried on re-
gardless of party or politics of the sit-
ting President.

In fact, even President Obama under-
stood the Reconciliation Monument in
the context for which it stood, which
was unity, not division, when he con-
tinued the Presidential tradition of
sending a wreath to the monument.

Despite the bipartisan support for
this monument, the renaming commis-
sion established by the fiscal year 2021
National Defense Authorization Act
overstepped its legislative authority
and recommended that the Department
of the Army remove the memorial from
Arlington National Cemetery. The re-
naming commission’s authority given
to them by Congress empowers them to
recommend the removal of ‘‘names,
symbols, displays, monuments, and
paraphernalia that honor or commemo-
rate the Confederate States of Amer-
ica.”

Yet, as described previously, the Rec-
onciliation Monument does not honor
nor commemorate the Confederacy. It
commemorates reconciliation and na-
tional unity.

Furthermore, the renaming commis-
sion’s authority explicitly prohibits
the desecration of gravesites. There are
hundreds of gravestones encircling the
monument, and I do not know how in
the world these graves will remain un-
touched if the Department of the Army
proceeds with its proposal to remove
the monument.

Former Virginia Democrat Senator
Jim Webb, a decorated Marine Corps
officer who served multiple combat
tours in Vietnam and later became the
Secretary of the Navy, recently pub-
lished an op-ed in The Wall Street
Journal concerning the Reconciliation
Monument at Arlington Cemetery.

Senator Webb describes his own jour-
ney of reconciliation following his
combat tours in Vietnam. He explains
how he hosted a delegation of Viet-
namese officials in Washington to en-
courage them to be peaceful toward
former South Vietnamese veterans,
who were labeled as traitors after the
war and had been treated as such.

Senator Webb described how to make
his point to the delegation. He brought
them to the Reconciliation Monument
in Arlington and pointed across the Po-
tomac toward the Lincoln Memorial to
show that old wounds can be healed.
Senator Webb concludes with this: If
the monument is taken apart and re-
moved, ‘‘it would send a different mes-
sage, one of a deteriorating society
willing to erase the generosity of its
past, in favor of bitterness and mis-
understanding.”

Mr. Chair, I ask my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to take a stand
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against such a divisive and history-
erasing action and support my amend-
ment to defund the effort to remove
the Reconciliation Monument from the
Arlington National Cemetery.

My amendment prevents this tyran-
nical encroachment by legislative au-
thority, ignorance of congressional in-
tent, and disregard of national unity.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, in 2021,
Congress passed the NDAA, creating a
naming commission with the intent of
renaming military installations and re-
locating memorials that celebrate the
Confederate attempt to rip apart the
United States for the sake of maintain-
ing slavery.

The NDAA was passed with over-
whelming bipartisan support. In fact,
the NDAA had so much bipartisan sup-
port that it defeated President Trump’s
veto by a vote of 322-87.

The few remaining Confederate
monuments at minor installations that
have already not been renamed or re-
moved will happen soon.

As required by Congress and imple-
mented by the Secretary of Defense,
Arlington National Cemetery is re-
quired to remove a Confederate memo-
rial and has initiated the process for
careful removal and relocation of the
memorial located in section 16 of the
cemetery.

Therefore, this amendment not only
attempts to defy the overwhelming bi-
partisan support and will of Congress,
but it is likely too late to even make a
difference. Congress decided in a uni-
fied fashion that it was time to move
on from the regretful error of the Civil
War and human rights atrocities. This
amendment will do nothing to stop
that.

Mr. Chair, I encourage my colleagues
to vote ‘‘no’” on this amendment, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, it would be
an absolute disgrace if this Reconcili-
ation Monument to our Nation’s na-
tional unity is removed from Arlington
National Cemetery and the graves that
encircle it are desecrated.

Mr. Chair, I urge all of my colleagues
to support my amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.
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AMENDMENT NO. 155 OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 155 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used to implement or en-
force section 370 of Public Law 116-283 (10
U.S.C. 113 note).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, my amend-
ment prevents any funds in this year’s
Defense appropriations bill from being
spent on section 370 of the fiscal year
2021 National Defense Authorization
Act, providing a commonsense solution
to block unnecessary and frivolous ef-
forts to rename military bases across
the country.

As a Navy combat veteran, an area of
great concern for me is the inessential
renaming of military bases and facili-
ties as this issue is not a matter of na-
tional security nor an improvement of
our military’s combat readiness.

The Department of Defense’s focus
should remain on bolstering our de-
fense capabilities and ensuring that we
maintain the most lethal fighting force
in the world. Instead, the Department
of Defense is continuing to pursue
plans to rename military bases, two of
which, Fort Benning and Fort Gordon,
are in my home State of Georgia.

The Department of Defense’s renam-
ing efforts are expected to cost tax-
payers over $62 million and would have
a detrimental economic impact in the
surrounding communities.

Take Fort Gordon, for example,
where local small business owners who
take great pride in our Nation’s mili-
tary have named their establishments
or attractions after the local Army
base. If the name of the base is
changed, then local entrepreneurs will
be forced to rename and rebrand busi-
nesses, replacing merchandise and cre-
ating completely new marketing strat-
egies, which is not cheap. In fact, in
many cases, you may see that re-
branding of businesses actually will
cause the businesses to fail.

In rural communities like those in
Georgia, this economic burden would
be catastrophic, and I know commu-
nities across the country will be con-
fronted with the same issues if we
allow the Department of Defense to
continue this reckless plan.

I was disappointed that earlier this
year, when I offered a similar amend-
ment to the fiscal year 2024 National
Defense Authorization Act, these
amendments were not even considered
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or debated on the House floor. How-
ever, we have a second opportunity
right now as we look to fund the De-
partment of Defense.

We must carefully examine how tax-
payer dollars are being used to fund the
Department of Defense and its policies,
and I adamantly believe that Ameri-
cans’ hard-earned tax dollars should
not be wasted on renaming military
bases but should be focused on making
our military the most lethal in the
world.

Due to President Biden’s failed lead-
ership and Big Government socialist
agenda, our Nation is facing an ongo-
ing economic crisis. Excessive Wash-
ington spending has not only ballooned
our national debt, which just surpassed
$33 trillion last week, but has also in-
flated the prices of basic goods and
services for our constituents, while
running an annual deficit of almost $2
trillion.

It is simply unacceptable to spend
millions of dollars of borrowed money
to rename military bases and facilities
only to wundoubtedly burden hard-
working Americans and small business
owners already struggling in Joe
Biden’s disastrous economy.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support my
commonsense amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, 2 years
ago, we passed the NDAA, which estab-
lished a bipartisan commission, includ-
ing both civilians and military, to re-
name installations that were associ-
ated with the Confederate States of
America. This amendment attempts to
stop the implementation of the com-
mission’s recommendations.

I am pleased to see that the adminis-
tration has already started the renam-
ing process, officially renaming seven
installations with two more to go by
the end of October. I will provide some
context for these renamings.

Fort Benning in Georgia was named
after a Confederate general who strong-
ly supported slavery and was a leader
in the secession movement. Now that
fort has been renamed Fort Moore after
Army Lieutenant General Hal Moore
and his wife, Julia Compton Moore.

General Moore commanded the first
large-scale battle of the Vietnam war,
and Julia Compton Moore was instru-
mental in setting up survivor support
networks and casualty notification
teams.

Then there is Fort Bragg in North
Carolina. That was named after a
former slave owner and one of the most
hated generals in history. In fact, he
was hated by his own Army, and some
of the Confederate soldiers tried to end
his life. He is also known to be a mili-
tary failure. That base has now been
renamed Fort Liberty.

Fort A.P. Hill in Virginia, which was
named after a failed Confederate gen-
eral, will be renamed Fort Walker after
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Dr. Mary Edwards Walker, the first
woman surgeon in the Civil War and
the only woman awarded the Medal of
Honor.

Renaming these installations helps
us remember that they deserve to be
remembered in a way that celebrates
the true patriots of this Nation who
supported this country and who have
contributed to its advancement. Why
would we continue to honor and cele-
brate traitors to this very Nation?
They were also involved in horrific
crimes.

In my home State of Minnesota, we
have been renaming several buildings
and schools and other areas that were
named at one time honoring who we
thought were a great territorial Gov-
ernor and State officials, but as history
was finally taught in its entirety, we
found out they committed atrocities.
They were part of the genocide against
Tribal nations.

My State, my community, decided
they should not be honored, and I be-
lieve that is also true in the case of
these military installations. Congress
and the administration set up an ap-
propriate and fair process to review
and rename them.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no’ on this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. CLYDE. Mr. Chair, renaming
does nothing to make our military
more combat-ready. In fact, it is a
waste of taxpayer funds. Our military
defense funding should be used to make
our troops the most lethal in the entire
world, the most feared in the entire
world. It should be spent on training,
not renaming, which does absolutely
nothing but divert resources from the
critical mission of our military.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, when we
name something, whether it is a post
office, whether it is a road named by a
local government, we do so to honor
something that is significant. We do
that to show we are proud of this per-
son. We are proud of their actions.
What we are doing with the renaming
in these commissions is saying: Let’s
reflect back. Why was this named this
way? Are we proud of people who led
the secession against this country?
Should we look toward the new patri-
ots, the people who have served in the
past and the people who are currently
serving to give them the honor, the
privilege, of showing forward their
courage and actions as we strive to be
a more perfect Union?

Mr. Chair, I continue to oppose this
amendment. I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. CLYDE).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
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ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 156 OFFERED BY MR. CONNOLLY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 156 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used in violation of section 129a of title 10,
United States Code.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, I rise
today to offer an amendment regarding
the Department of Defense workforce,
which is particularly important as we
face a shutdown.

However, first, I need to address two
of the biggest workforce challenges
facing the military, both wholly manu-
factured by my friends on the other
side of the aisle.

First and foremost, to my colleagues
on the other side of the aisle, do not
shut down the Federal Government.
Step up to the plate and govern on a bi-
partisan basis. I know it is hard, but
the country needs you to set aside im-
peachment inquiries, ideological cru-
sades, and infighting to do your job.

Second, Senator ToMMY
TUBERVILLE’s holds on more than 300
military promotions are a direct threat
to our national security and undermine
the leadership of our military.

For the first time in the history of
the Department of Defense, three of
the five military services were oper-
ating without Senate-confirmed lead-
ers. General and flag officers are being
required to perform double duty in act-
ing roles. Military families are having
their lives put on hold.

How are we going to retain talented
officers if their careers face a grave-
yard in the U.S. Senate, buried under
the desk of one Senator who cannot
name the three branches of govern-
ment?

Senator TUBERVILLE’s holds, which
would require more than 700 hours of
floor time in the Senate to overcome
individually, are an outrageous assault
on our Nation’s military at the altar of
a far-right culture war.
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I call on my colleagues to join me in
condemning this reckless behavior. But
I digress.

My amendment would prevent Con-
gressional Republicans from further
compounding their attacks on the De-
partment’s workforce. The amendment
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would prevent any cuts to the Depart-
ment of Defense civilian workforce
that undermine our military and na-
tional security.

Please follow along closely.

Defense appropriations bills rou-
tinely include language that says:
None of the funds appropriated by this
act may be used to reduce the civilian
workforce programmed full-time equiv-
alent levels absent the appropriate
analysis of the impacts of those reduc-
tions.

This language has received broad bi-
partisan support. It was included in the
2023 omnibus. It is in the current FY24
Department of Defense Appropriations
bill in the Senate, and it was adopted
as part of other past fiscal year Depart-
ment of Defense appropriations bills in
this body and in the other.

This language is derived from section
129(a) of Title 10, General Policy For
Total Force Management, which
states, ‘“The Secretary may not reduce
the civilian workforce programmed
full-time equivalent levels unless the
Secretary conducts an appropriate
analysis of the impacts of such reduc-
tions on workload, military force
structure, lethality, readiness, oper-
ational effectiveness, stress on the
military force, and fully burdened
costs.”

My amendment would restore that
important language and legacy by pro-
hibiting dangerous civilian workforce
cuts that do not prioritize those enu-
merated priorities. It is helpful to un-
derstand the broader context to appre-
ciate why this is essential.

The underlying bill cuts the civilian
workforce by $1.1 billion. The Com-
mittee Report for the bill refers vague-
ly to robotic process automation and
artificial intelligence as ways to re-
duce the civilian workforce. That is a
low bar for due diligence.

Forgive me, but I prefer the previous
standard Congress reiterated and en-
dorsed, which was to remind the De-
partment that any such reduction in
the civilian workforce must first
prioritize the lethality, readiness, and
operational effectiveness of the mili-
tary.

My amendment would restore that
consideration and that language.

Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD a
letter from the American Federation of
Government Employees in support of
my amendment.

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF GOVERNMENT
EMPLOYEES, AFL-CIO,
Washington, DC, September 21, 2023.

DEAR MEMBER OF CONGRESS: On behalf of
the American Federation of Government
Employees, AFL-CIO (AFGE), which rep-
resents over 750,000 federal and District of
Columbia employees, including 250,000 De-
fense Department civilian employees, I write
to provide AFGE’s views on several amend-
ments that were made in order by the House
Rules Committee with respect to H.R. 4365,
the Department of Defense Appropriations
Act, 2024, that the House is expected to con-
sider today.

Specifically, AFGE strongly urges you to
oppose amendment 168 that will be offered by
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Rep. Hageman (R-AZ), amendment 167 that
will be offered by Rep. Greene (R-GA),
amendments 155 and 156 that will be offered
by Rep. Boebert (R-CO), amendment 161:
that will be offered by Rep. Fallon (R-TX),
amendment 178 that will be offered by Rep.
Roy (R-TX), amendment 172 that will be of-
fered by Rep. Norman (R-SC), and amend-
ments 176 and 184 that will be offered by Rep.
Rosendale (R-MT) during floor consideration
of H.R. 4365, the Department of Defense Ap-
propriations Act, 2024.

Hageman amendment 168 would arbitrarily
and without justification prohibit regular
telework and remote work for Defense De-
partment civilian employees and contrac-
tors. Longstanding policy has, with consider-
able success, directed DoD agency managers
and personnel to collaboratively develop and
implement telework policies that address
the specific needs of agencies and further
their missions. Importantly, the workplace
flexibility that telework enables has im-
proved DoD’s capacity to maintain contin-
uous operations in the event of a natural or
national security crisis. It has also helped
DoD agencies recruit and retain talent, be
more productive, and reduce traffic conges-
tion and emissions. Not insignificantly, re-
mote work and telework are particularly im-
portant for military spouses who are fre-
quently deployed to remote places with few
job opportunities but can otherwise con-
tribute to the federal civilian workforce.

Greene amendment 167, Boebert amend-
ments 15656 and 156, Fallon amendment 161,
and Roy amendment 178 would invoke the so-
called Holman Rule to either reduce to $1.00
the annual salaries of various DoD officials.
These cynical amendments, if enacted, would
do great damage to the Department’s ability
to maintain readiness and recruit and retain
personnel who reflect the diversity of Amer-
ica.

Rosendale amendments 176 and 184 would
strip the Defense Department of its author-
ity to set policy as it pertains to the preven-
tion of COVID-19. These amendments are
singularly irresponsible and reckless. Enact-
ment would risk the health of tens of thou-
sands of DoD military personnel and civilian
employees in the event of a future COVID-19
outbreak—all to make a cynical political
point. Senior Defense Department officers
and medical personnel are in a much better
position than Congress to determine appro-
priate measures to protect the health of
military personnel and civilian employees.

Norman amendment 172 would, if enacted,
reverse important strides the Defense De-
partment—one of the least diverse agencies
in the federal government—has made in re-
cent years to recruit and retain the best and
the brightest personnel from all corners of
America.

AFGE recommends that you support
amendment 159 that will be offered by Rep.
Connolly (D-VA). This amendment would re-
store important language included in pre-
vious Defense Appropriations Acts prohib-
iting the Defense Department from reducing
its civilian workforce absent the appropriate
analysis of the effects of these reductions on
workload, military force structure, lethality,
readiness, operational effectiveness, stress
on the military force, and fully burdened
costs. By omitting the provision that Rep.
Connolly’s amendment proposes to restore,
H.R. 4365, if enacted, could lead to reckless
cuts in the civilian workforce that the armed
services depend on to protect and defend our
nation.

Please vote against these amendments
should recorded votes be requested. For ques-
tions or more information please contact
Julie Tippens or Keith Abouchar.

Sincerely,
JULIE N. TIPPENS,
Director, Legislative Department.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I claim
time in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to the amendment. The
amendment is unnecessary.

Section 129(a) has long been codified
in Title 10. However, I am compelled to
point out that the section in question
directs the Secretary of Defense to
achieve a cost-efficient personnel mix.

The administration has failed in this
regard and continues to grow the De-
partment civilian workforce to a fis-
cally unsustainable level. The bill be-
fore us directs the Secretary of Defense
to address the issue by noting the
unsustainable cost of civilian per-
sonnel within the Department over $101
billion in fiscal year 2022 alone.

Reducing the civilian workforce re-
quest by $1.1 billion, which is less than
1 percent of the total request, and
achievable through attrition, to fund a
historic 30-percent pay raise for our
junior enlisted—a 30-percent pay raise
which they richly deserve—and direct-
ing the Secretary to reassess man-
power requirements against core mis-
sions and adopt technology to create a
cost-efficient workforce, is essentially
directing the Secretary to abide by sec-
tion 129(a).

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’ vote, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Virginia has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chair, I yield
the balance of my time to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from Minnesota
(Ms. McCoLLUM).

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I support
this amendment. This amendment ad-
vocates for civilian personnel in the
Department.

As I pointed out earlier in my open-
ing remarks, we tried this once before
and we did not see substantial savings.
People who work in the civilian part of
our Department of Defense do an admi-
rable job. They work very hard for all
of us, and they are loyal to us.

They are loyal to the Department of
Defense. They are not loyal to a con-
tractor or at the whim of a contractor
if they decide they want to change a
pay scale or to do something different,
or raise the price of the contract and
hold us hostage.

When it comes to the Secretary to
determine what is necessary for staff-
ing, I am going to leave it to the Sec-
retary at this time, and I encourage
my colleagues to support the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Virginia.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Virginia will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 157 OFFERED BY MR. CRANE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 157 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), add the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to deploy United
States Armed Forces to Ukraine.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. CRANE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to
offer my amendment to the Depart-
ment of Defense appropriations bill,
which would prohibit American troops
from being sent to fight on the ground
in Ukraine.

The United States ought to be en-
couraging peace talks between Russia
and Ukraine, not giving into calls for
deadly escalation that could turn nu-
clear.

It is well past time for the United
States to disentangle itself from this
misguided war effort and start pro-
moting a peaceful resolution to the
conflict.

To date, we have shipped more than
100 billion American tax dollars to
Ukraine, a country not known for its
strict commitment to anticorruption
measures.

Sending money is bad enough. Our
men and women being sent to die over
this conflict is unthinkable.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of this amendment to pre-
vent American lives from being sac-
rificed.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
strong opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, let me be
crystal clear. The United States does
not currently plan to deploy forces to
Ukraine in the ongoing defense against
the Russian invasion. The TUnited
States does not currently plan to de-
ploy forces.

There is no current or future year
funding for the deployment of U.S.
Armed Forces to Ukraine in this bill or
any other bill that I am aware of.
Therefore, this amendment would not
impact any current or planned support
to Ukraine. However, this amendment



September 27, 2023

would impede the ability of the Depart-
ment to provide security aid to Amer-
ican personnel in the region. I am not
talking about in Ukraine, just in the
region, it would impede it.

For example, this prohibition would
block the Department from providing
security forces to assist congressional
or executive delegation travel to
Ukraine. I don’t think that was the
gentleman’s intention, but that is what
this amendment does.

Additionally, it would hinder the De-
partment’s ability to provide emer-
gency security assistance to American
personnel in the U.S. Embassy if there
was ever a threat or a need for an evac-
uation.

This amendment would not change
how the U.S. is aiding Ukraine in their
war against Russian aggression. Mean-
while, it would change the way we pro-
tect Americans abroad.

We put our elected and civil service
in danger by doing that, so I strongly
oppose this amendment. I don’t think
this was the gentleman’s intention, but
I have to oppose this amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Chair, I yield to the
gentleman from California (Mr. CAL-
VERT).

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of the gentleman’s amend-
ment. I don’t support the deployment
of U.S. troops into Ukraine. The
Ukrainians are doing an able job
against Russian aggression.

They degraded the third-largest
standing army in the world and taken
out 50 percent of the Russian conven-
tional capability. They are doing fine
on their own. They don’t need U.S.
troops.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘yes’” on the gen-
tleman’s amendment.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I under-
stand what the distinguished chair of
the Defense Subcommittee just said.
He doesn’t support U.S. troops in
Ukraine. That would be a vote we
would have to take here in Congress,
but this amendment does so much
more than that, and that is why I was
clear that I don’t think it was the gen-
tleman’s intention.

This amendment would impede the
ability of the Department to provide
security and aid to American personnel
in the region. It would block the De-
partment from providing security
forces to even assist congressional or
executive delegation travel to Ukraine:
the military escorts that go with us.

Additionally, it would hinder the De-
partment’s ability to provide emer-
gency security assistance to American
personnel at the U.S. Embassy in
Ukraine if there was ever a threat or a
need for an urgent evacuation.

I understand clearly the gentleman’s
intentions. This amendment does more
than that. I would possibly ask the
gentleman to consider withdrawing the
amendment at this time and remove
the things that I am concerned about
in it, and then I would be happy to look
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at supporting not having U.S. forces go
to Ukraine without Congress having a
discussion.

Mr. Chair, unfortunately, this
amendment does so much more than
what the gentleman’s, I believe, true
and honest intentions are.

Mr. Chair, I oppose the amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to

the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
GAETZ).
Mr. GAETZ. Mr. Chairman, the

American people need to observe what
is happening on this floor. My col-
league from Arizona is simply saying
that in the $886 billion we are sending
across the river to the Pentagon, we at
least don’t want that to fund U.S.
troops, boots on the ground, in
Ukraine, and there seems to be no
guardrail that some in this body would
not accept so as to stop our country
from inadvertently stumbling into
world war III.

Mr. Chair, I have amendments com-
ing to stop security assistance, but this
is the humblest of amendments seem-
ingly to comport with what this body
in a bipartisan way has expressed.

We do not want American service-
members dying in Ukraine. That risks
escalation and that risks accident. It
always starts with just a few security
advisers. That is how we got entangled
in the Syrian civil war. We ought to be
disentangling ourselves from Ukraine
and embracing the good amendment
from my colleague from Arizona.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, once
again, I want to be crystal clear. This
amendment does so much more than
what the gentleman from Florida re-
fers to, and the gentleman from Ari-
zona who offered it.

When we have Members who are
doing oversight, this would prohibit
the military escorts that go on codels
with us or with the executive branch
from taking us on those missions. I
don’t think that was the gentleman’s
intention, and that is why I am asking
for the amendment to be withdrawn
and written in a way that truly reflects
what both my colleagues just spoke to.

I think you will get a lot more sup-
port on that than saying that we
couldn’t even bring troops in if we
needed to do something at our embassy
to evacuate State personnel. The Ma-
rines on post wouldn’t be enough to do
it by themselves.

Mr. Chair, I ask the gentleman to re-
consider the way this amendment is
written so that we can have bipartisan
support.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CRANE. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. FoxX). The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
CRANE).

The amendment was agreed to.
VACATING DEMAND FOR RECORDED VOTE ON
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. NORTON

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw the re-
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quest for a recorded vote on amend-
ment No. 125 offered by the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) to the end that the
amendment stands disposed of by the
earlier voice vote thereon.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
designate the amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the request for a recorded vote is
withdrawn. Accordingly, the amend-
ment is not adopted.

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT NO. 158 OFFERED BY MR. FALLON

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 158 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. FALLON. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . The salary of Kelisa Wing, within
the Department of Defense, shall be reduced
to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 732, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. FALLON) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. FALLON. Madam Chair, I rise
today to offer an amendment to reduce
the salary of Ms. Kelisa Wing to $1.

Until recently, Ms. Wing was with
the Department of Defense Education
Activity, better known as DoDEA. She
was the chief diversity, equity, and in-
clusion officer. As a self-proclaimed
woke administrator, she used her au-
thority to promote racist, divisive, and
quite frankly, hateful ideology.

In a tweet from September 23, 2020,
Ms. Wing said: “I’'m so exhausted at
these White folx in these PD [profes-
sional development] sessions. This lady
actually had the CAUdacity to say that
Black people can be racist too ... I
had to stop the session and give Karen
the business. . . .”

If you replace the word ‘“White”’ with
any other race or minority group, we
would have people from both sides of
the aisle clamoring for her immediate
removal.

Instead, she continued to serve unfet-
tered for an unbelievable 3 additional
years. Moreover, the mission of DoDEA
is to provide a high-quality education
to the children of servicemembers.
This is a position of great trust.

Ms. Wing broke the trust of the
American people, our servicemembers,
and their children. We should be fo-
cused on providing these young minds
with a world-class education, not in-
doctrinating them with divisive, rad-
ical, and again, hateful ideology.

Madam Chair, let me take a moment
right now to speak directly to the chil-
dren of DoDEA, and quite frankly, the
children across this country, to remind
them of a few things.
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What you are isn’t important. Who
you are is everything. Pigmentation is
immaterial. It is what is in your heart
and what is on your mind that matters.

Further, to be American, it is not an
ethnicity, it is an ideal. You want to
live your dreams in this country? Work
smart, work hard, stay focused, per-
severe, delay gratification, and con-
stantly improve. In 2023 America, you
might just get there, because the se-
cret to your future is hidden in your
daily routine. It is not, and nor does it
have anything to do with what you are.

Thankfully, I believe Ms. Wing saw
the writing on the wall and recently re-
signed from her ©position within
DoDEA. It is my earnest hope that this
amendment sends a message to the
American people that racism will not
be tolerated.

Madam Chair, I served in the mili-
tary 30 years ago, and the idea was you
would advance on merit and merit
alone. It was a meritocracy. We didn’t
have any tolerance for any Kkind of
isms. I wish we could get back to that
and not be promoting Democratic gen-
erals or Republican generals, but rath-
er American generals.

In the very building where we work
and stand today, the Statue of Free-
dom, right underneath it are three
words: E pluribus unum. Out of many
one.

That is a focus that DoDEA should be
promoting instead of this awful and,
quite frankly, toxic poison.

Madam Chair, I withdraw my amend-
ment, and I urge support for the under-
lying bill.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The amendment
is withdrawn.

AMENDMENT NO. 160 OFFERED BY MR. GAETZ

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 160 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to provide security assist-
ance to Ukraine.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 732, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. GAETZ) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, this Con-
gress has authorized $115 billion to
Ukraine. My amendment would ensure
that this Defense appropriations bill
sends no more.

Madam Chair, $115 billion is an as-
tonishing amount of money, especially
when you consider that our Nation sits
atop a $33 trillion debt and we are fac-
ing $2 trillion in annual deficits. It is
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not as if the $115 billion has brought
this conflict any closer to an end. In
fact, the massacres and the Kkillings
and the death continue.

The next statement is so obvious I
can’t believe I have to say it out loud.

It does not make the United States of
America stronger to borrow money
from China to give it to Ukraine.

I hear a lot of the war hawks in this
Congress stand up and say, well, we
have to send a message to China by
fighting for however long it takes at
whatever cost in Ukraine. The message
we are sending to China is that they
are engaged in a leverage buyout of
Russia and increasingly of our own
country.

We have problems here in America
with our own borders. Americans are
watching as foreign flags are being
erected in the middle of the Rio Grande
River while our Nation is being invaded
by tens of thousands of people every
month. Yet, we go spend all this money
on the border of another country.

I do not fear broken Russian tanks
rolling through Europe. I fear Russia’s
nuclear weapons and the risk that we
could be sleepwalking into a nuclear
conflict that could end life as we know
it on the planet, all for what? To live
out some neoconservative dream in
Ukraine? Give me a break.

Right now, a lot of this funding that
we have sent for Ukraine has been in-
flationary. Fuel and food, these are the
markets that have been affected glob-
ally because of this crisis and because
of the money we are spending to extend
the conflict.

At the beginning of this Congress,
Speaker MCCARTHY said there is not
going to be a blank check to Ukraine,
but when we bring witnesses before us
to ask them whether or not we are
complying with our own laws regarding
end-use monitoring of materiel, they
cannot say we are even following our
own laws.

Enough is enough. I am putting my
countrymen first. I don’t think we
should send another nickel to Ukraine.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I rise
in strong opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, here
again is an attempt to cut off any sup-
port for Ukraine as they fight to defend
their country from an illegal Russian
invasion.

As I said earlier, once again, Putin is
attempting to rewrite the map of Eu-
rope through the use of force. He is
doing so in violation of international
law. He is deliberately targeting civil-
ians, as I mentioned: hospitals, daycare
centers, apartment buildings.

While he is doing that, yes, he is de-
stroying the economy and the liveli-
hood of Ukrainians in the process.

Putin and his thugs are committing
war crimes on a mass scale. The United
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States and the other democratic na-
tions of the world must continue to op-
pose him. If we do not, then he or an-
other authoritarian leader will try
something like this again, yes, either
in Ukraine or elsewhere in the world.

BEarlier, I laid out that America is
not alone in the support of Ukraine.
Our allies and our partners are donat-
ing tanks, air defense systems, artil-
lery, vehicles, rockets, and infantry
fighting vehicles. This list goes on and
on.

Let’s not abandon our fellow democ-
racies.

Let’s not abandon the EU and our
NATO allies now.

Let’s not abandon Ukraine.

Faced with daunting odds against
Russian forces, they have taken up a
mantle to defend themselves, defend
their values, and our shared demo-
cratic principles. They deserve our con-
tinued support.

Madam Chair, I understand my col-
league has a different view than I do,
but I thank him for a respectful en-
gagement in this discussion, and I urge
my colleagues at this time to oppose
this amendment.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, indeed,
this is a respectful policy dispute that
we have over this matter, and I am
grateful that we are taking up the De-
fense appropriations bill as a single
subject bill to work through these
things, and let the votes fall where
they may, but it seems the full sum of
the argument against my amendment
is: Putin bad, which I concede.

As a matter of fact, Vladimir Putin
has sanctioned me personally, so I
don’t have to be sold on that argument.
He is a bad guy.

The question is whether after $115
billion, it is the $300 million in this bill
that is going to really kick the door in.
There has been no argument that that
is the case, because of course that
would not comport with logic and rea-
son. When my colleagues say we cannot
abandon the EU, that is like finger-
nails on a chalkboard to my fellow
Americans who often feel like they are
the ones who have been abandoned as
we send $115 billion to Ukraine and ig-
nore what is going on on our own bor-
der.

Madam Chair, we also ignore what is
going on with a lot of our first respond-
ers.

In our country, there are police and
firemen who do not know if their pen-
sion fund will be strong enough to sup-
port their benefits throughout their
life. We do very little on that front, but
we have underwritten the full pension
of every civil servant and government
employee in Ukraine.

Abandon them? I just don’t think we
should bankroll them, and that is why
I would encourage the adoption of my
amendment.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mr. WOMACK. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word as the designee
of the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
GRANGER).

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Arkansas is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WOMACK. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to this amendment which
prohibits security assistance for
Ukraine.

The bill contains funding and condi-
tions for the Ukraine Security Assist-
ance Initiative, which is different from
the funding that has been included in
supplementals for Ukraine. This fund-
ing is not sent directly to UKkraine;
rather, it pays for training and pro-
curement of U.S. equipment.

Congress has funded this initiative
every single year since it was author-
ized in 2016 during both Democrat and
Republican administrations. Just last
month, the House voted to authorize
this funding at the same level.

Madam Chair, this assistance and the
partnership between Ukraine and the
California National Guard is what en-
abled the Ukrainians to beat back the
Russian invasion and greatly diminish
Russia’s conventional military forces.

I have been very clear to the Depart-
ment: No blank checks. That was why
this bill contains many new oversight
provisions and funding for a special in-
spector general for Ukraine, if author-
ized in the final NDAA.

The gentleman has often noted that
funds used in support of Ukraine
should go to securing our southern bor-
der. I argue that we should secure the
border and partner with Ukraine to de-
grade Russia while never taking our
eye off China.

We do not yet know how the war will
play out, but I do know that voting for
this amendment will send the wrong
message at the wrong time.

Madam Chair, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida has 1 minute remaining.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, the argu-
ment my colleague made is, well, we
have always sent this $300 million.
That may be true, but we used to send
that $300 million when we weren’t send-
ing $100 billion in supplementals on top
of that, so I don’t think that argument
really holds water.

When my colleague says: Well, we
can do both. We can secure Ukraine’s
border and we can secure our border;
my argument would be: Can we at least
secure our own border first? How about
that? How about prioritizing our own
people first before we start going and
engaging in misadventures throughout
Europe.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

O 1200

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, may
I inquire as to how much time I have
remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota has 3 minutes remain-
ing.
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Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I
thank the gentleman from Arkansas
who struck the last word and also
spoke on behalf of the chair of the full
Appropriations Committee.

I had the pleasure of being with Mr.
WoMACK in Poland where we did over-
sight of the very money that we are
talking about right now. I have been in
other theaters where we were sup-
porting other troops, and what we saw
was the enthusiasm, the commitment,
and the dedication from the Ukrainians
who were under our supervision getting
ready to receive training, and it was
outstanding. It was like nothing else I
have ever seen before.

We do need to do our due diligence.
That is one of the reasons why I op-
posed an earlier amendment which
would have actually restricted the
military from escorting us on those
types of codels into the future.

In my years in Congress, I have
worked on many international foreign
affairs issues. When I was in Germany
just before the Ukrainian invasion
took place, I have never in my life seen
the democracies so united to work to-
gether because they know of the threat
of what is happening. They want to
make sure—and we want to make
sure—that we continue to give the
Ukrainians the support they deserve.

I have a friend who is returning home
from just visiting, and her cousin is
going back after taking some R&R
after being wounded. The stories that
she is sharing and the stories that I
have heard from other people in
Ukraine is everybody is participating;
60-year-olds are driving the tanks be-
cause they can’t be out there on the
frontlines. They are doing that, and
they are able to do that because of the
support and the equipment and the
training that we have given them, not
only to fight against Russia, but to
also maintain the equipment they
have.

I thank the gentleman for striking
the last word and speaking to this, and
we need to do our due diligence to
make sure that the oversight is done
right.

I do not support Mr. GAETZ’s amend-
ment as offered today, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, the
United States of America is not the
world’s piggy bank, and we are not the
world’s policeman.

I applaud all of the enthusiasm in
Ukraine. I am rooting for them, but en-
thusiasm in this country is waning to
continue to support all of that effort
abroad.

We want to secure our border. We
want to see enthusiasm with our Bor-
der Patrol. We do not support contin-
ued inflationary, escalatory, dangerous
spending in this war on Ukraine.

Madam Chair, I appreciate the
House’s indulgence for considering my
amendment. I would encourage its
adoption, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I
thank the gentleman for this respectful
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debate, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GAETZ).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I demand
a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Florida will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 161 OFFERED BY MR. GAETZ

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 161 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to transfer cluster
munitions.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. GAETZ) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, this is an
amendment to prohibit the transfer of
cluster munitions pursuant to this leg-
islation.

Madam Chair, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. JACOBS), a
member of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, someone who has led this Con-
gress to try to stop the transfer of clus-
ter munitions.

Ms. JACOBS. Madam Chair, I thank
Congressman GAETZ for his partnership
on this important issue.

Many of us have this idea of Amer-
ican exceptionalism—that America is
set apart from the rest of the world.

Well, that is certainly true when it
comes to cluster munitions and not in
the way that we want.

America is an outlier. We are one of
the few countries that hasn’t become
party to the Convention on Cluster Mu-
nitions, and that is a grave mistake.

These weapons maim and kill indis-
criminately. In 2021, the Landmine and
Cluster Munitions Monitor found that
over 97 percent of casualties from clus-
ter bomb remnants were civilians; and
two-thirds of those were children.

That is because these bomblets are
small, colorful, and interesting shapes,
so0 to children they look like toys. So
when kids find these unexploded
bomblets stuck in trees or in the water
or simply on the ground and try to
pick them up and play with them, they
can lose a limb or their life in the
blink of an eye.

Unfortunately, there is no amount of
guardrails or promised precautions for
cluster munitions that are enough.



H4610

These weapons are unpredictable, and
the human cost is far too high to jus-
tify.

Now, let’s be clear. This isn’t about
one country. This is not about Ukraine.
This is about protecting civilian lives
and ensuring our national security all
over the world because sending these
weapons anywhere makes us complicit
in unavoidable civilian harm and cre-
ates blowback that undermines our na-
tional security.

Our partners and allies look to us
and expect us to do the right thing to
protect the marginalized, defend
human rights, and strengthen democ-
racy. This reputation is what allows us
to build and maintain international
coalitions that further our goals.

If other countries don’t look up to us
and don’t expect us to do the right
thing, we will be alone on the world
stage.

I urge my colleagues from both sides
of the aisle to avoid all of these hor-
rific consequences and support our bi-
partisan amendment to ensure that no
funds can be used to transfer cluster
munitions.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I rise
in opposition to this amendment. Artil-
lery has been a critical part of Ukrain-
ians’ fight for survival. Cluster muni-
tions fill a needed gap right now until
the U.S. production and inventory of
155 ammunition can catch up.

The Russians have been using cluster
munitions for 1%2 years—from day one.
We should not limit Ukrainians’ ability
to fight the Russians.

I also note that there must be a com-
mitment for all parties involved to
clean up any remnants after this war
ends.

This amendment goes beyond prohib-
iting the transfer of cluster munitions
to Ukraine and would tie our hands in
future conflicts.

It is not hard to imagine, unfortu-
nately, a situation where we might
need to transfer these munitions to our
allies and partners, for example, during
a conflict on the Korean Peninsula or
over Taiwan.

Finally, the amendment may prevent
the Department from transferring used
munitions among the military services,
limiting the flexibility to support our
war fighters. Madam Chair, I urge a
“no” vote, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I would
observe that we cannot have a goal of
creating parity with the TUkrainian
military and the Russian military. If
that is the case, why not send nuclear
weapons?

These cluster bombs are indiscrimi-
nate. They have Kkilled tens of thou-
sands of people. You just heard my col-
league say that when this is all done
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we will be right back here on the floor
appropriating money to demine the
cluster munitions that we are now
sending, which seems ludicrous to me.

Madam Chair, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Minnesota (Ms. McCoOL-
LUM), the distinguished ranking mem-
ber, for her thoughts on the matter.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I rise
in support of this amendment.

The decision by the Biden adminis-
tration to transfer cluster munitions
to the Ukraine, in my opinion, was un-
necessary and a sad mistake.

Congress has been clear in prohib-
iting the transfer of any cluster muni-
tions with a dud rate greater than 1
percent.

The legacy of U.S. cluster munitions
into the battlefield in Ukraine under-
mines our moral authority and places
the U.S. in a position that directly con-
tradicts 23 of our NATO allies who have
joined the Convention on Cluster Muni-
tions.

The legacy of cluster bombs is mis-
ery, death, and an expensive cleanup
after generations of use, and I have
been in Laos, and I have worked with
other countries to clean up this legacy.

As has been pointed out, the U.S.
pays tens of millions of dollars annu-
ally to remove cluster munitions from
Laos and the Vietnam area. These rem-
nants of war continue to kill and maim
civilians as we are here today.

As a strong supporter of the Biden
administration’s policy in Ukraine, I
must state in the strongest possible
terms my absolute opposition to the
U.S. transferring cluster munitions.
These weapons should be eliminated
from the stockpiles.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I reserve
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has the only time remaining.

Mr. GAETZ. Madam Chair, I appre-
ciate the bipartisan support for this
amendment. I thank Mr. MASSIE of
Kentucky and Mr. MCGOVERN of Massa-
chusetts on the Rules Committee for
having made this amendment in order.

I look forward to us working to-
gether to ensure that we have humane
policies when it comes to our muni-
tions.

Just to respond to the argument that
there is somehow a Taiwan nexus here,
I have studied the war games and the
plans around Taiwan pretty exten-
sively, and I have seen no scenario in
which we believe that the appropriate
utilization of munitions in Taiwan is
going to require cluster munitions. It
is largely going to be torpedoes, sea
mining.

We are still demining the cluster mu-
nitions in Laos. We can make a wiser
choice now and one certainly that
doesn’t put any of our allies in jeop-
ardy.

Madam Chair, I encourage adoption
of this bipartisan amendment, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GAETZ).
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The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Florida will be
postponed.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 162 will not be offered.

The Chair understands that amend-
ment No. 163 will not be offered.
AMENDMENT NO. 164 OFFERED BY MS. GREENE OF

GEORGIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 164 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . The salary of Lloyd James Aus-
tin III, the Secretary of Defense, shall be re-
duced to $1.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Ms. GREENE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Georgia.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Chair, today I will introduce an amend-
ment that uses the Holman rule to
slash the Secretary of Defense Lloyd
Austin’s salary to no more than $1, and
$1 is too much money.

Let’s talk about the job description
of the Secretary of Defense. That role
oversees the Defense Department and
acts as the principal defense policy-
maker and adviser to the President of
the United States.

The Department of Defense’s mission
statement states: “With our military
tracing its roots back to pre-Revolu-
tionary times, the Department has
grown and evolved with our Nation.
Our mission is to provide the military
forces needed to deter war and ensure
our Nation’s security.”

Secretary Austin has not fulfilled his
job duties. As matter of fact, he is de-
stroying our military.

During Secretary Austin’s tenure,
military recruitment has reached crisis
levels of low recruitment. The numbers
show that the Army expects to fall
15,000 recruits short of its annual re-
cruiting goal this year. The Navy is ex-
pecting to be short 10,000 recruits. The
Air Force is down another 3,000.

This cannot stand, especially with
our government funding and fueling a
war in Ukraine that is leading us un-
doubtedly to world war III.

Secretary Lloyd Austin failed Amer-
ica with his withdrawal from Afghani-
stan, making American forces leave in
retreat and feeling like a failure.

Secretary Austin also forced more
than 8,000 troops to be kicked out of
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the military for refusing the COVID
vaccine.

My amendment is a strong amend-
ment, and many Americans agree. We
do not want the United States military
led by failure causing us to be weak.
We need to pass my amendment.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, we
have seen several of these amendments.
I think, Madam Chair, you know how
disappointed I am that these types of
amendments have been proposed by the
majority, but especially this one.

Secretary Austin has dedicated his
life to service in the United States. For
41 years, he served in the United States
Army, which began as an appointment
to West Point and rose to the rank of
four-star general. He served as the 33rd
vice chief of the staff of the Army and
completed his career as the head of
Central Command.

Secretary Austin was awarded the
Silver Star for his leadership in the
Army’s 3rd Infantry Division during
the invasion of Iraq in 2003.

He didn’t have to return to service
for the Nation after giving 41 years of
his life, but when called by President
Biden, he served again.

You may disagree with the adminis-
tration’s policies as well as we have
done over our careers with different ad-
ministrations, but Secretary Austin
has done nothing to merit this amend-
ment.

Upon taking the job of Secretary of
Defense, Secretary Austin has outlined
his priorities for himself and the De-
partment:

First, defend the Nation, which in-
cluded prioritizing China as a pacing
threat and address advanced and per-
sistent threats.

Second, take care of our people, this
includes growing our talent, building
our resilience and our readiness and en-
suring accountable leadership.

Third, and finally, succeed through
teamwork. Focus on working with al-
lies and partners and building unity
within the Department.

Each one of these principles should
be policies and qualities that we sup-
port in our Secretary of Defense, no
matter what administration he or she
serves in.

Secretary Austin has worked tire-
lessly to ensure that our allies and
partners remain united.

Secretary Austin has personally
pulled together the ministers of de-
fense from all over NATO to mount an
unprecedented coordination of equip-
ment, training, and tools that the
Ukrainians need to fight Vladimir
Putin’s illegal invasion.

Upon taking office, our relationship
with the Philippines was at an all-time
low. Secretary Austin reaffirmed our
Visiting Forces Agreement, which led
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to the creation of a rotational access
to nine total locations, strengthening
our defense in the critical Indo-Pacific
area.

He has made historic breakthroughs
through our cooperation with Japan,
leading to Japan updating their na-
tional strategy documents, which in-
creases security burden sharing in the
region with a key ally.

He has worked to cement the prin-
ciples of a trilateral security pact be-
tween Australia, the U.K., and the
United States, and that helps us with
our U.S. military position in the Pa-
cific.

He has introduced programs that will
help our military personnel, for exam-
ple. As pointed out, recruitment is at
an all-time low, but it is not because of
anything Secretary Austin did.

Here is what he is doing to keep re-
tention and attract military personnel:
introducing universal pre-K, which will
cut daycare costs for our military men
and women; instituting increases in
basic allowance for housing for Active-
Duty servicemembers in 28 military
housing areas that have experienced an
average cost of more than 20 percent
spike in rental housing costs; expand-
ing military spouse employment oppor-
tunities, strengthening support to our
families; and cutting the cost of food at
commissaries.

Each one of these efforts help retain
our servicemen and -women in service
to our Nation.

There, of course, is more work to do,
and there always is, but Secretary Aus-
tin is making the effort, and there is
no need for us to make such a personal
drastic attack by eliminating his pay.

For these reasons, I ask you and my
fellow colleagues to vote ‘‘no’ on this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. VAN ORDEN), who has
also proudly served in the United
States military.

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Madam Chair, I
have multiple combat tours as a Navy
SEAL, including two to Afghanistan,
and that is why I rise today in support
of the amendment to use the Holman
rule to reduce Secretary Austin’s sal-
ary to $1.

To paraphrase a famous British offi-
cer’s evaluation: Secretary Austin con-
sistently sets low standards and then
fails to meet them.

Secretary Austin remains in charge
of the Pentagon, despite the fact that
he has been responsible for the greatest
degradation of the United States mili-
tary since the Vietnam war and the
highest Active Duty and veteran sui-
cide rate in our history.

He is directly responsible for aban-
doning thousands of American citizen
and our allies to terrorists in Afghani-
stan and the subsequent deaths of 13 of
our brave men and women in uniform
during that fiasco.

I support applying the Holman rule
to reduce his salary to $1 simply be-
cause we cannot reduce it to zero.
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Secretary Austin could save further
controversy and redeem his honor by
resigning immediately and publicly
apologizing to all of the Gold Star fam-
ilies he is directly responsible for cre-
ating at the bombing of Abbey Gate.

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I will
be brief. The loss of our veterans to
suicide is tragic. Coming from a family
with many who have served, and in
going to military reunions, I know how
serious this issue is. To put this on
Secretary Austin, to me, is just wrong,
and it is disrespectful. I have had these
conversations with him personally
about this.

I remind Members that the Trump
administration started the immediate,
quick, fast-paced withdrawal out of Af-
ghanistan. When President Biden came
into office, he knew we were at a crit-
ical juncture to try to get people out
safely. He was able to negotiate a small
extension, but that was it.

It is a shared responsibility for what
happened in Afghanistan.

Maybe the administration could have
planned it better, but the Biden admin-
istration’s hand was forced by what the
Trump administration had put into ac-
tion.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Chair, there is no excuse. You can’t
blame President Trump for the failure
in Afghanistan. That failure lies on
Secretary Lloyd Austin, Joe Biden, the
President of the United States, and his
administration.

President Trump would have never
led our troops to failure in Afghani-
stan. He would have never abandoned
$7 billion worth of military equipment.
President Trump would have never left
the Afghan people in complete ruin to
be controlled by a terrorist govern-
ment, the Taliban.

That is a complete excuse. Demo-
crats need to stop blaming President
Trump and his administration for Joe
Biden’s failures.

I urge the House to adopt my amend-
ment, Madam Chair, to take Secretary
Lloyd Austin’s salary using the Hol-
man rule, which is a rule that allows us
to fire failures that are serving our
government and serving our country.

Lloyd Austin is not serving the
United States military.

Lloyd Austin is leading the United
States into failure.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Georgia (Ms. GREENE).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 165 OFFERED BY MS. HAGEMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 165 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:
SEC. . None of the funds appropriated

or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to pay for the costs of teleworking or
remote working for any employee or con-
tractor of the Department of Defense on a
regular and recurring base.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Wyoming (Ms. HAGEMAN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wyoming.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, I rise
today in favor of my amendment No.
165 to H.R. 4365.

My amendment prohibits the use of
funds to pay regular remote and
telework for the civilian and con-
tractor workforce of the Department of
Defense.

Madam Chair, at the very beginning
of this Congress, our majority brought
the voice of the American people to
this Chamber saying that enough was
enough, that it was time for the Fed-
eral workforce to return to work.

To this end, we passed the SHOW UP
Act because our constituents were sick
and tired of the lack of service from
the Federal Government.

While progress has been made to
some extent, there are still legacy and
recent telework and remote work
agreements that keep Federal workers
who are supposed to be delivering for
the American people out of the office.
This includes the Department of De-
fense workforce, which is allowed to
work from home in varying capacities.

In 2019, the Office of the Director of
National Security found that across
the entire Federal Government 4.2 mil-
lion employees were eligible to access
classified information. The Defense De-
partment is responsible for 3.8 million
of these clearances. Of these clearances
for employees of the DOD, 20 percent
are civilian workforce and 26 percent
are contractors.

The DOD works largely in a classified
setting. Its responsibilities are to safe-
guard this Nation. How this mission
can be fulfilled when the employees are
sitting at home is beyond me.

Madam Chair, it is time for the Fed-
eral workforce, including those who
work for the DOD, to return to work so
the American people can receive a full
and fair return on the services that
they fund through their tax dollars.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, I rise in op-
position to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, I am read-
ing the text of this amendment, and it
says here none of the funds appro-
priated may be used for the purposes of
teleworking or remote working for any
employee or any contractor of the De-
partment of Defense on a regular and
recurring basis.

That seems pretty excessive to me.
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Now, I would agree with my col-
league from Wyoming that certainly
telework presents opportunities in
some cases for abuse just as regular
work does, but we are living in a new
world. We are living in a post-COVID
world.

There is a place in our workforce for
regular work, which is not so regular
anymore, and there is a place in our
world for telework.

I can certainly envision legitimate
purposes for an employee or a con-
tractor of the Department of Defense
to engage in telework; for example,
particularly, a valuable contractor who
does, in fact, choose to work at home
and that contractor’s services are de-
sired by the Department of Defense.

Why should we limit the Department
of Defense in its ability to utilize
telework if and as appropriate? By the
way, it may be not only about the effi-
ciency of the work, but it may be more
cost effective. It may be more cost ef-
fective for that work to be engaged in
from the telework perspective. We have
the technology to do that.

There are a lot of ways that we can
provide for work. We are obviously in a
significant recruiting and retention
challenge for the Department of De-
fense, and if the Department of Defense
wants to engage in telework or offer
that as an alternative to satisfy its
own needs, I see no reason to provide
an excessive amendment that essen-
tially rules out an entire option that is
available really to the rest of our soci-
ety.

Madam Chair, for those reasons, I
must oppose this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, I yield
to the gentleman from California (Mr.
CALVERT).

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I rise
in support of the amendment.

Regular telework was a necessary
evil to sustain DOD operations during
the COVID lockdown, but that time is
over.

Main Street small business went
back to work in person years ago, and
big business is steadily ending full
telework policies.

Leaders across the country have
found that full-time telework drives
more meetings, reduces productivity,
and hinders the development of new
employees.

Further, DOD personnel must also
access and work on highly classified
national security issues.

Madam Chair, I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.

0 1230
Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, to my
friend and colleague, Mr. CALVERT,

Main Street small business is engaging
in telework today. It is finding the op-
portunities to utilize telework where
appropriate. Main Street government
is engaging in telework where appro-
priate.

I completely agree with the concerns
for telework in a national security en-
vironment. Presumably, if one was ex-
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ercising flexibility from a responsible
perspective, one would not engage in
telework, especially in the national se-
curity area.

Obviously, we have a great part of
our Federal Government that does not
engage in national security directly.
Why shouldn’t the Department of De-
fense have this particular flexibility?

Again, the excessiveness of the
amendment and the no exceptions at
all nature of the amendment, I think,
advise against it.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, I be-
lieve that my colleague on the other
side misunderstands the amendment or
the scope of it. The amendment does
not prevent DOD employees from work-
ing from home if needed, such as for
health or emergency situations. In
fact, the Defense Civilian Personnel
Advisory Service is responsible for pol-
icy oversight of the DOD telework and
remote work programs. These pro-
grams are administered in accordance
with DOD Instruction 1035.01.

This amendment specifically pre-
vents only telework and remote work
on a regular, recurring basis. The other
categories that accommodate health
issues, emergency situations, and more
would be left untouched, providing the
necessary flexibility.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, to my col-
league, I am simply reading the lan-
guage of the amendment, ‘‘on a regular
and recurring basis.” There may well
be suitable reasons why telework
would be advisable on a regular and re-
curring basis which is not health re-
lated and not very specifically narrow
as she has pointed out.

We have belabored this point long
enough. I am prepared to close, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, this
should be a no-brainer that our Federal
workers and our employees should ac-
tually go to work. In fact, it is actually
bipartisan. President Biden called on
his Cabinet members to aggressively
execute plans for Federal employees to
work more in their offices.

The President and I do not see eye to
eye on very much—in fact, very little.
In this instance, putting workers back
in the office is common sense.

This amendment would not defund
telework and remote work for service-
men and -women. This amendment spe-
cifically prevents funds for DOD em-
ployees, civilians, and contractors.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support my amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. CASE. Madam Chair, suitable
oversight of telework by the DOD is ap-
propriate. It is something that we
should engage in. To foreclose it under
all circumstances, I believe, is unwise.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. HAGEMAN. Madam Chair, I urge
my colleagues to support this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.
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The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Wyoming (Ms.
HAGEMAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 166 OFFERED BY MS. JAYAPAL

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 166 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be used to carry out section 222a or 222b of
title 10, United States Code.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentlewoman
from Washington (Ms. JAYAPAL) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, my bi-
partisan amendment would prevent
funding from this bill to be used to
carry out the Defense Department’s
“unfunded priorities 1list.” This list
that the DOD is required to send to
Congress is simply a wish list of things
that individual commanders and gen-
erals would like to fund and by defini-
tion have been determined non-
essential to our national security.

This practice does not serve the na-
tional security interests of the United
States, and it was not mandatory until
the passage of the fiscal 2017 NDAA.
Mandating these wish lists only serves
special interests in the defense con-
tractor industry eager to grow their
profits by selling expensive equipment
that was not important enough to
make it into the Pentagon’s own budg-
et. This is corruption and a waste of
taxpayer dollars.

This practice has long been criticized
by DOD officials and lawmakers of
both parties. Bush-appointed Defense
Secretary Robert Gates all but banned
the list, strongly discouraging his gen-
erals from submitting wish lists to
Congress during his tenure. Senator
John McCain, chair of the Senate
Armed Services Committee, publicly
stated his skepticism of the practice.

In fact, in response to a letter that I
sent to the Department of Defense on
this practice, Under Secretary of De-
fense Michael McCord said on behalf of
Defense Secretary Austin: ‘“Therefore,
the Department supports your proposal
to repeal the requirement in 10 U.S.C.
222a’’—that is, to send Congress an un-
funded priorities list.

These wish lists are packed with bil-
lions of dollars of excessive line items,
this year totaling more than $17 billion
on top of the $842 billion requested by
the White House. The Space Force
alone requested half a billion in un-
funded priorities, almost all classified.
Meanwhile, we cannot verify that the
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money that we authorize for DOD is
even spent responsibly because the De-
partment of Defense has never passed a
budget audit.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues,
especially those across the aisle who
are interested in fiscal conservatism,
to vote ‘‘yes” on this bipartisan and
commonsense amendment.

I thank my Republican colleagues,
Congressman MCCLINTOCK and Con-
gressman DAVIDSON, as well as mem-
bers of my own party, Congressman
GARAMENDI and Congressman MOULTON,
who understand that this is wrong and
have worked in concert with me to rein
in this wasteful spending that has no
benefit to our national security.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I claim
the time in opposition to the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Chair, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Unfunded priorities lists are a crit-
ical tool to provide Congress with
unfiltered information on what the
military services and combatant com-
manders need. Access to this informa-
tion is so important that the FY 2017
National Defense Authorization Act es-
tablished a statutory requirement.

Unfunded priorities lists give our
military services and combatant com-
manders a direct channel to Congress,
which allows Congress to make more
informed decisions.

I would just say, for instance,
USINDOPACOM obviously has chal-
lenges dealing with China, and unfortu-
nately, we are constrained by our budg-
et in getting the resources there that
they would like to have. If, in fact, re-
sources become available, we would
like to take care of those combatant
commanders to deal with the threats
that they have.

Madam Chair, I urge opposition to
this amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Madam Chair, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Minnesota (Ms.
McCoLLUM), the top Democrat on the
Appropriations Committee’s Defense
Subcommittee.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, may
I inquire as to how much time is re-
maining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Washington has 2% minutes re-
maining.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I rise
in support of my colleague’s amend-
ment. We all support funding for our
national security, but should any de-
partment, agency, or entity really get
an opportunity to request additional
funding outside of the President’s and
administration’s request?

The service chiefs appear before the
committee each year to discuss how
their budget needs are included in the
National Defense Strategy. Most of the
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combatant commanders testify before
committees also. Congress is able to
assess, with strength and oversight,
what we believe the needs are for our
country and its national security.

With the levers that we have in
place, I support my colleague’s amend-
ment, and I urge others to support it.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. GARCIA).

Mr. GARCIA of Illinois. Mr. Chair, I
understand that we are living in uncer-
tain times. We are witnessing an un-
justifiable war of aggression in Ukraine
and a global democratic backslide.
Congress can respond to national secu-
rity needs as they arise. We don’t have
to spend billions of dollars on what-ifs.

These risks are already built into the
Pentagon’s budget request. If military
leaders want more funding for their
wish lists, there is nothing in this
amendment that will prevent the DOD
from supplying an unfunded priorities
list to Congress, but this process
should be optional just as it was 7
years ago.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’ on this amendment.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I include
in the RECORD the letter from Under
Secretary of Defense Michael McCord
that I quoted from earlier.

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
Washington, DC, March 20, 2023.
Hon. PRAMILA JAYAPAL,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE JAYAPAL: I am re-
sponding on behalf of Secretary Austin to
your letter of January 31, 2023, regarding the
submission of unfunded priorities lists
(UPLs) to Congress.

The Department appreciates your sus-
tained commitment to our service members,
their families, and our entire work force. We
are grateful for your leadership, and we
share your commitment to maximizing the
impact of every dollar Congress appro-
priates.

The practice of senior military leaders pro-
viding to Congress a list of unfunded prior-
ities was initiated by Congress, first as a re-
quest and, since 2017, as a statutory require-
ment. This process was created by Congress
and we agree the Congress should reconsider
the merits of this approach. Every Depart-
ment of Defense (DoD) budget supervised and
submitted by Secretary Austin is built to
implement his National Defense Strategy
and represents the Department’s highest pri-
orities. The current statutory practice of
having multiple individual senior leaders
submit priorities for additional funding ab-
sent the benefit of weighing costs and bene-
fits across the Department is not an effective
way to illuminate our top joint priorities.

Although Secretary Austin follows a simi-
lar practice to that of former Secretary
Gates by requiring that these lists are sub-
mitted for his review, that process alone
does not effectively address the underlying
issue of requiring individual leaders to sub-
mit proposals with no necessary connection
to the Secretary’s global priorities. There-
fore, the Department supports your proposal
to repeal the requirement in 10 U.S.C. 222a.

In contrast to the UPL requirement, in No-
vember 2022, after the Congress had already
decided to increase the Department’s budget,
and in response to multiple Congressional in-
quiries as to how higher than expected infla-
tion was impacting the Department, DoD
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provided the congressional defense commit-
tees, as drafting assistance for conference,
our best assessment of the highest priorities
for additional funding, with a focus on ad-
dressing unbudgeted inflation. This docu-
ment was in lieu of, not in addition to, any
unfunded priority list submitted under 10
U.S.C. 222a.

That list included upward adjustments for
various fact-of-life increases including serv-
ice member’s Basic Allowances for Housing
and Subsistence rates, health care costs, ad-
ditional costs to complete military construc-
tion projects, and fuel price impacts. The list
also included other critical emergent re-
quirements such as the Civilian Harm Miti-
gation and Response Action Plan you noted,
as well as additional funds to increase capac-
ity to enable the Defense Industrial Base to
accelerate the replacement of defense arti-
cles being drawn down and provided to
Ukraine.

I hope that this information is helpful and
look forward to working with you in the
118th Congress. A similar letter is being sent
to the other signatories of your letter.

MICHAEL MCCORD

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I close out
by saying that we know that the De-
partment of Defense is necessarily a
hierarchical institution where the top
leaders identify the most important
priorities across a very vast swath of
departments within the Department of
Defense, and they are the ones who we
confirm, frankly, to be in charge of
that appropriations request and budg-
et.

What is happening now with this un-
funded priorities list—and we have had
testimony on this in the Budget Com-
mittee and other committees—is that
these lists are just coming from people
who simply do not have any authority
to determine the importance.

Mr. Chair, I urge adoption of the
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. GRIFFITH).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentlewoman from Wash-
ington (Ms. JAYAPAL).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Ms. JAYAPAL. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentlewoman from Washington will
be postponed.

VACATING DEMAND FOR RECORDED VOTE ON

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CLYDE

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Chair, I ask
unanimous consent that the request for
a recorded vote on amendment No. 154
be withdrawn to the end that the
amendment stands disposed of by the
earlier voice vote thereon.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
designate the amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the request for a recorded vote is
withdrawn. Accordingly, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

There was no objection.
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AMENDMENT NO. 167 OFFERED BY MR.
D’ESPOSITO

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 167 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk as the des-
ignee of Ms. MALLIOTAKIS.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to provide as-
sistance to the Department of Homeland Se-
curity to house persons on a military instal-
lation located in the United States.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. D’ESPOSITO) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, today is
September 27, 2023, and because of the
dereliction of duty of Secretary
Mayorkas and the Biden administra-
tion, this Nation is under siege. We
have record numbers of migrants com-
ing into this country, estimated at
10,000 a day that we know of and an un-
known amount of got-aways.

In places like New York City, where
people like Mayor Eric Adams and Gov-
ernor Kathy Hochul have celebrated
sanctuary cities, we now see, in fact,
that they had no plans to be a sanc-
tuary. They just wanted to pander.

In places like New York City, we
have migrants who are coming into the
United States of America through our
points of entry. They are coming to the
United States of America for a better
way of life. They are leaving their
homes, their families, risking their
lives to cross this border. Instead of
being given that sanctuary, they are in
old hotels and empty warehouses at
airports.

This amendment today will ensure
that no funds made available by this
act may be used by the Department of
Defense to provide assistance to the
Department of Homeland Security to
house migrants or illegal immigrants
or illegal aliens on military installa-
tions located in the United States of
America.

Back in May, Governor Hochul sent a
letter to President Biden, and cc’d
members of the New York delegation,
asking that he allow military installa-
tions to be utilized for housing mi-
grants.

Just recently, we have seen that
there is a deal in place for migrants to
not only be housed but buildings to be
erected at Floyd Bennett Field, a mili-
tary installation in Brooklyn, New
York. Not only is it a military installa-
tion, but like many others throughout
this country, Floyd Bennett Field
plays host to my brothers and sisters
from the New York City Police Depart-
ment, housing our aviation team, our
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scuba team, special operations, and
more.

This simply says no funds will be uti-
lized, given to the Department of
Homeland Security, to house migrants
and illegal aliens on military installa-
tions.

Mr. Chair, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. CALVERT).

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of the amendment. The Biden
administration is failing our country
and undermining our security with the
unmitigated crisis along our southern
border.

This policy-driven crisis affects more
than just the four States that share a
border with Mexico, mine included.
Today, every city in America is dealing
with the influx of illegal migrants be-
cause the Biden administration has
failed to secure the border and is un-
willing to enforce the Nation’s immi-
gration laws.

The administration’s refusal to act
has created a looming crisis at our Na-
tion’s military installations, which
should not be used to house migrants.
They are not designed or equipped for
refugee camps.

Housing illegal immigrants on mili-
tary installations negatively impacts
our security and readiness. I under-
stand that New York Democrats have
created over 200 migrant camps in the
gentleman’s area, and I stand with
them on the need for real solutions to
the border crisis.

Mr. Chair, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, I just heard my
friend and chair of the subcommittee
say something that I completely agree
with, which is we need real solutions to
immigration and the border crisis, and
that is true. This takes a piecemeal ap-
proach that is unnecessarily broad and
unnecessary in general.

To our knowledge, there is no cur-
rent or planned use of active military
bases to support DHS’ need for tem-
porary or long-term detention of mi-
grants crossing the southern border.
Certainly, if the claims by my col-
league from New York are correct, that
is worthy of debate.

However, the amendment goes much
further than that particular point. It
says that the military cannot provide
any assistance to the Department of
Homeland Security to house persons on
a military installation. Therefore, we
have to ask the question: Is that too
broad in an amendment?

Let’s take a look at a couple of ex-
amples or at least one example in par-
ticular. It would apply in that case to
governmentwide efforts like Operation
Allies Welcome, which was the evacu-
ation of Afghan refugees after the col-
lapse of the government in Afghanistan
in 2021. The DHS at the time worked
with the Departments of Defense and
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State to use military installations to
temporarily house Afghan refugees
fleeing imminent danger and persecu-
tion. This was a critical tool to save
lives.

There are, I am sure, other situations
that we can envision in which we would
want to access our military installa-
tions for very tailored purposes, with
congressional oversight, that are under
the control of the Department of
Homeland Security.

If we want to have a debate over im-
migration, let’s have it. If we want to
recognize that we have a real problem,
I am the first to recognize that, as
well. The amendment certainly takes a
very broad approach to a problem that
I think we can all agree is definitely a
problem and rules out many other situ-
ations that, in all honesty, we would
want the discretion for the DOD. It is
much better for Congress to retain that
discretion to the DOD where necessary
for national security purposes with
congressional oversight and with very
tailored congressional restrictions.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. D’ESPOSITO. Mr. Chair, I am
glad to see that we are all looking for
solutions to the failed policies of Joe
Biden.

What we are focused on today is the
fact that military installations, our
national parks, like Floyd Bennett
Field, where military operations actu-
ally take place, are critical to defense.
They are not equipped to house mi-
grants. That is what we are focused on
today, that there are no plans in place
and that these plans, the ones that
they are rushing to, are not the ones
that we support.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, first of all, I
think we are trying to confirm whether
or not Floyd Bennett Field is, in fact,
a military installation within the defi-
nition of the gentleman’s amendment.

That point aside, again, I would say
that if we are trying to solve the par-
ticular issue that my colleague and
friend from New York is trying to
solve, let’s try to solve that one. Let’s
not do so with a blunt instrument that
takes away discretion across the board
for legitimate uses of military installa-
tions under congressional oversight,
such as the Afghan refugee situation.

We can talk about this on the floor.
Yes, it is completely necessary to dis-
cuss and debate this, but let’s not over-
play this so that the DOD never has the
flexibility to have any military instal-
lation used for legitimate purposes
that we would all agree with.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr.
D’ESPOSITO).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 168 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 168 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.
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Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used for any office of di-
versity, equity, or inclusion.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I cannot
believe I am up here having this de-
bate, particularly at this critical time
for our military—$1.4 billion in 2022 for
money spent on diversity, equity, and
inclusion.

A woke military is a weak military.
The military’s sole purpose is to pro-
vide for the defense of our great Na-
tion. Our military’s focus should be the
protection of the American people and
our freedoms, not liberal feelings.

Therefore, my amendment would
eliminate any offices of diversity, eq-
uity, and inclusion in the Armed
Forces and the Department of Defense.

Woke ideology undermines our readi-
ness in a variety of ways. It under-
mines cohesiveness by emphasizing dif-
ferences based on race, ethnicity, and
Sex.

We recently had 160 retired flag offi-
cers write a letter to Speaker MCCAR-
THY and House Armed Services Com-
mittee Chair ROGERS about the dangers
of DEI and the opposition to it in the
military.

The officers wrote: ‘“We respectfully
request that Congress, pursuant to its
constitutional powers ‘to raise and sup-
port Armies’ and ‘to provide and main-
tain a Navy,’ take legislative action to
remove all diversity, equity, and inclu-
sion (DEI) programs from the Depart-
ment of Defense.”

Another one: “‘Our military must be
laser focused on one mission: readiness,
undiminished by the culture war en-
gulfing our country.”

DEI is dividing, not unifying,
military and society.

Another one: ‘“We have fought for our
Nation and are sounding the alarm
that DEI poses a grave danger to our
military warfighting ethos and is de-
grading warfighting readiness. Social
engineering, commonly called
wokeism, has no place in our mili-

our

tary.”
Finally: These indoctrination pro-
grams differentiate servicemembers

along racial and gender lines, which
runs completely counter to the mili-
tary imperative to build cohesiveness
based on common loyalties, training,
and standards.

What is more, the Army missed its
recruitment target by 25 percent in
2022 at this critical time in the history
of this great Republic. This is a Bud
Light level of failure.
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Mr. Chair, I urge that this amend-
ment be adopted in light of an adminis-
tration that has completely left our
Nation vulnerable.

President Biden told a group of over-
seas Air Force airmen that the Joint
Chiefs of Staff had determined that the
greatest threat facing America was
global warming, a claim that the Joint
Chiefs had to walk back.

He didn’t mention Russia. He didn’t
mention China. He didn’t mention the
threat of the debt that has engulfed
this country. He mentioned global
warming.

As I mentioned, the DOD spent $1.4
billion on their equity action plan.
That is money we don’t have, and it
just adds to the national debt.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, we have con-
firmed, to the prior amendment, that
Floyd Bennett Field in New York is
not a military installation.

Do we not value diversity in our mili-
tary? That is the question in this
amendment.

Does it matter that we have a diverse
military? Does it matter or not?

Do we not value equity in our mili-
tary? Does it matter?

Do we not value inclusion? Do we
want a military that represents our so-
ciety or just a slice of it? That is the
question.

If you say that you value a diverse,
equal, and inclusive military, if you
say that that is of value to you, it
doesn’t happen automatically. It takes
effort.

That is why our military leaders over
a long period of time now have valued
the investment in diversity, equity,
and inclusion. They understand that a
military that reflects the society that
we live in values our military and ac-
celerates, enhances, and improves the
overall service that it provides. They
understand that that military in that
situation will be supported by the
American people.

They understand that it will be re-
spected around the world where many
other militaries of our partners and al-
lies around the world do value diver-
sity, equity, and inclusion. They don’t
have these debates in their parliaments
and congresses. They don’t face these
attacks on the attempt to value these
attributes within our military.

O 1300

We need to back those up, and yes,
that does take an investment. Where
you think that those efforts are wrong,
where you think they have gone too
far, where you think that they are
somehow affecting military service,
then go ahead and oversee those ef-
forts.

Your solution is to cut the funding
from all of them because you don’t
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value these attributes in our military.
You think that valuing these at-
tributes leads to a weak military. I
heard you say that. I don’t agree with
that. That is fundamentally not a posi-
tion that we agree with.

From our perspective, again, to take
a blunt instrument and wipe out an en-
tire department that values efforts
that will improve military service,
and, by the way, improve military re-
cruitment, I hope the author of the
amendment agrees that military re-
cruitment is a major challenge for our
military.

Yet, let’s just say to whole parts of
our society, sorry, we don’t value you
at all because we are not going to take
care of trying to provide for diversity,
equality, and inclusion. That is the
wrong approach.

Fundamentally, this is a difference in
policy. It is a difference in goal. Appar-
ently, it is a difference in assessment
of what makes our military strong and
will continue to make it strong.

For those reasons, I have to strongly
oppose this amendment. I reserve the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the
Chair.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is
just more liberal gibberish. $1.4 billion?
Sir, you tell these young people behind
me, you tell them instead of building
ships, instead of building airplanes, in-
stead of protecting cybersecurity, you
are going to really pay for transgender
operations. Hogwash.

You try to make that case to any-
body in this room, and they would
laugh—well, it is so serious, they
wouldn’t laugh.

Let me tell you some other things
that I am sick and tired of—feelings.
Talk to the military Gold Star mothers
who have lost their children. Tell them
what you just said on this House floor.

An Admiral told midshipmen at the
Naval Academy that they need to read
‘“How to Be an Antiracist,” a book that
teaches the only remedy to pass dis-
crimination.

Another one. Military recruitment
videos in recent years have touted the
military’s inclusivity to LGBT mem-
bers. They use a rainbow flag.

Enough is enough. Americans are
tired of this. Why do you think there is
a shortage of people entering the mili-
tary who have to put up with this kind
of thinking?

For this reason, we shouldn’t even be
wasting our time debating this thing,
but it is what it is. Thanks to the
Biden administration and their anti-
military and anti-readiness, it is a
time in America that we are in severe
danger economically and security-wise.

I reserve the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the
chair.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, obviously we
have a difference of opinion here.

I would also submit that the leader-
ship of our military have a difference

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

of opinion with the perspectives ex-
pressed by the author of this amend-
ment.

Again, they understand the values of
pursuing a diverse, equitable, equal,
and inclusive military. They under-
stand the challenges of a military that
is not representative of the American
people. They understand the need to
provide for that investment.

Again, we can oversee this particular
effort. We can question particular rep-
resentations of that policy. To take a
blunt instrument to this entire effort
and defund it and say that it has no
value at all, that is what is objection-
able in this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. NOR-
MAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 169 OFFERED BY MR. NORMAN

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 169 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. 8155. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used, with regards to
a member of the Armed Forces with a minor
dependent child enrolled in an EFMP—

(1) to provide gender transition procedures,
including surgery or medication, to such
child through such EFMP;

(2) to provide a referral for a procedure de-
scribed in paragraph (1) to such child
through such EFMP; or

(3) to approve a change of duty station for
such member through such EFMP for the
purpose of providing such child with access
to procedures described in paragraph (1).

(b) In this section, the term “EFMP”’
means a program under section 178lc(e) of
title 10, United States Code.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from South Carolina.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, again, like
the other amendment I have, I cannot
believe we are sitting here debating
this.

What my amendment does is pro-
hibits provisions of gender transition
procedures, including surgery or medi-
cation, through the Exceptional Fam-
ily Member Program.

Let me tell you what the Exceptional
Family Member Program is. It pro-
vides resources to military families
with special needs.

This program is designed for military
spouses, children, and other dependent
family members who require ongoing
medical educational services such as
individuals with autism, asthma,
chronic respiratory illnesses, Down
syndrome, and many others.
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The military has tried to politicize
this matter, and my amendment en-
sures that we reserve the valuable pro-
grams and the dollars for these pro-
grams, which would go toward the in-
tent of what it was put in for in the
first place, which is to help families
with special needs and prevent the fur-
ther dissolution and misguided dollars
spent on something like gender transi-
tion procedures.

My amendment also prohibits the
change of duty station simply for the
purpose of providing a child with easier
access to these procedures.

I urge adoption of this amendment,
and I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, I rise in opposi-
tion to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Hawaii is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, again, we have
an amendment that would want us, ap-
parently, to occupy some other state of
reality as opposed to the world as we
have it today.

In that world, we do have
transgender individuals who need help,
children whose parents are looking for
the right courses of conduct for them.

This measure would say that those
parents do not have the right to make
those decisions in consultation with
their doctors and with their children.

Further, what this amendment says
is that those parents need not apply to
join our military because they will not
be welcomed there with the decisions
that they need to make for their fami-
lies.

This amendment that cuts gender-af-
firming care options for servicemem-
bers’ children will drive individuals out
of the military, prevent recruitment to
start with, and is, frankly, needlessly
cruel. These decisions should be re-
served for parents and their children.

I hear all the time from the other
side of the aisle talk about parents’
rights—all the time. Parents should
have the right to make these decisions.

Is there an exception for military
families? Parents get to make these de-
cisions, but by the way, if you are a
member of our military, you don’t get
to make these decisions.

This is a very personal decision for
parents to make with their families,
with their children, and with their doc-
tors.

It is probably, in all honesty, uncon-
stitutional as courts believe healthcare
bans like this violate the equal protec-
tion clause of the Constitution, but
let’s just leave that aside and talk
about the policy.

Is the policy wise to say to service-
members and their families that they
cannot access care that is provided to
them in a non-servicemember world?

I think that is the wrong policy, so I
oppose this amendment and reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, let me tell
you the dollar amount spent for the
past 5 years—$15 million. That is $15
million for surgery for a man who can’t
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decide whether he is a man, or a girl
who can’t decide whether she is a girl.
Imagine that.

You tell those families that have
children with Down syndrome, you tell
those families that have severely autis-
tic children you are going to spend it
for changing genders?

I don’t mind somebody questioning
their gender but pay for it yourself
when you have to have it, not on the
backs of our brave military families.

In the past 5 years, $15 million was
spent to treat 1,892 transgender troops.
Well, isn’t that something? You want
somebody who is trying to decide if
they are a man or a woman on the fir-
ing line?

Is that really a question to decide in
the military? There was $11.5 million
spent on psychotherapy and $3.1 mil-
lion for surgeries.

The price tag for individuals getting
this surgery and treatments after have
ranged from $8,000 to $100,000. Related
healthcare coverage is only going up.

My point is, I think, to make this ar-
gument, particularly with dollars that
could be spent helping meaningful chil-
dren who have disabilities should be
made. To spend this money that we
don’t have just really spits in the face
of our military families.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chair, first of all, we
can certainly debate the efficient use
of our funds for expenses and the cost,
but I strongly suspect that my col-
league’s objections in this amendment
do not relate to cost but to a judgment
about what should and shouldn’t be
provided to our military families.

Now, we can have this debate about
transgender care for our military serv-
icemembers, and the debate will look
something like this one, but this par-
ticular amendment would ban any care
for minor children.

What this amendment would do is to
say to our military servicemembers,
you cannot have the full range of rec-
ognized medical options for your chil-
dren that are available in a non-
military setting.

That is what this amendment would
do. This is about children. It is about
parents making decisions for their
children.

This is a situation where that deci-
sion should be left to the servicemem-
ber parents who have a choice as to
whether they serve in the military or
not, have a choice as to whether to join
the military or not, or stay in the mili-
tary.

We should provide them the same
basic rights and options as are avail-
able in the private sector. Otherwise,
aside from not being fair to them, in
my estimation, we also will not have a
strong military because they will
choose not to join or to stay in.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from South Carolina has 1% minutes
remaining.
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Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Chair, I will just
say that it is this kind of thinking that
has the military in a demoralized
state.

It is this kind of thinking, this kind
of rationalization of our hard-earned
tax money that has the military re-
cruitment numbers way down.

It is this kind of woke thinking that
is penalizing families that want to
serve this country, families who have
children with these disabilities who
need the care that they would deprive
them of because they want to fund
somebody who doesn’t know what gen-
der they are.

It is this kind of thinking that Amer-
ica is sick and tired of. Ask any mili-
tary family, and they will tell you the
same thing.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. NOR-
MAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 170 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JOYCE of
Pennsylvania). It is now in order to
consider amendment No. 170 printed in
part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title), insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds appropriated
or otherwise made available by this Act may
be made available to remove a Chinese mili-
tary company from the list required by sec-
tion 1260H of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2021.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, the sec-
tion 1260H list maintained by the De-
partment of Defense was created by the
fiscal year 2021 National Defense Au-
thorization Act and intended to iden-
tify any Chinese military companies
operating directly or indirectly in the
United States.

Section 1260H is a part of a largely
bipartisan, years-long effort to name
and shame CCP companies operating in
our Nation.

While the Biden administration has
made important additions to this list,
including military companies such as
ChemChina and China State Construc-
tion Engineering, the administration
has still fallen short of a full commit-
ment to countering the malign influ-
ences of the CCP.

Earlier this year, we saw Secretaries
Yellen, Blinken, and Raimondo take
trips to China as part of a diplomatic
overture.

Many of my colleagues would un-
doubtedly agree that the CCP could

H4617

care less about diplomacy and that
these trips have very little, if any,
bearing on how China chooses to be-
have on the international stage.

One could argue that these trips only
serve to demonstrate the limits and
the lack of American resolve to con-
front the PRC’s obviously petulant be-
havior.

For instance, it is a daily occurrence
to see the PRC infringe on Taiwan’s
Air Defense Identification Zone. The
PRC regularly makes threats to wage
war against Taiwan.

They manipulate international orga-
nizations to do their bidding. They en-
trap developing countries into con-
tracts that make them de facto vassal
states. They construct dual-use ports
across the world, and it goes on and on
and on, Mr. Chairman.

In the face of the CCP’s belligerent
escalatory actions, the gut reaction of
the American administration ought
not to be for the Secretary of the
Treasury to fly to China and consume
psychedelic mushrooms. Yet, that is
what we saw from Janet Yellen.

Before Secretary Raimondo’s visit to
China, the Department of Commerce,
acting through the Bureau of Industry
and Security, unilaterally removed 27
CCP entities from the bureau’s so-
called unverified list.

Our Department of Commerce lit-
erally chose to make a concession to
an aggressive state in order to get the
CCP to meet with our Secretary of
Commerce.

It is clear that this President’s judg-
ment cannot be trusted. This adminis-
tration’s assessment of China has only
emboldened our Nation’s foremost
enemy. Appeasement has long failed as
a strategy, and it continues to fail
today.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, I urge
adoption of my amendment. I yield
back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 171 OFFERED BY MR. OGLES

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 171 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. . None of the funds made available
by this Act may be made available to
NewsGuard Technologies Inc.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Tennessee.
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Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, it would
appear that many in the Democratic
Party have taken it upon themselves
to offer their talents and considerable
abilities to help determine which infor-
mation is reliable and which isn’t.
Thanks, but no thanks.

Mr. Chairman, in September 2021, the
Department of Defense offered
NewsGuard, a self-proclaimed fact-
checker, a $750,000 grant to effectively
censor conservative viewpoints and
opinions.

Want proof of NewsGuard’s censor-
ship efforts? I am more than happy to
provide undisputed facts.

NewsGuard has given extremely sub-
jective and clearly biased ratings to
several conservative news outlets, in-
cluding The Federalist, a 12% percent
accuracy and credibility score;
Newsmax, 15 percent; The Epoch
Times, a 17% percent score; and OAN,
17Y% percent.

I am sure these conservative news
outlets have lost out on crucial ad rev-
enue from these ratings. It is censor-
ship.

It is fundamentally pathetic that
this administration thinks they can
sideline conservative viewpoints and
demonize conservative platforms with-
out the American people finding out
about this.

All this is happening while Politico,
NPR, and The New York Times have
previously received a perfect 100 per-
cent; CBS, 95 percent.

Mr. Chairman, we are supposed to
have an open and free press. There
should be no censorship. This is the
United States of America. The fact
that we are funding an organization
that is censoring viewpoints and news
is untenable.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I rise in
opposition to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. MCcCOLLUM. NewsGuard does a
service that provides tools to counter
misinformation, and it has been around
since 2018.

It uses tools to catalog and track all
of the top false narratives spreading
online, which is effective in countering
hostile misinformation targeting
Democratic governments like our own.

There is no doubt that China, Russia,
Iran, and other bad actors are trying to
influence our country through its
mis-, dis-, and mal-information.

We need every tool available to de-
termine what is real and what is not
when it comes to what is being re-
ported by the press.

The amendment does nothing but
weaken our ability to do that, so I op-
pose this amendment. I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, it should
be noted that Newsmax TV is more
than just online. CBS isn’t just online.
The New York Times isn’t just online.

These are news outlets with multiple
platforms, so it is not about censoring
online. It is about censorship.
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The irony here is abundant, espe-
cially when considering that these left-
ist news outlets parroted the lie pro-
moted by 51 intelligence officials and
our disaster of a Secretary of State
that the Hunter Biden laptop story was
a production of Russian
disinformation.

Only in America could a guy who
helped steal an election and undermine
our democracy be promoted to oversee
our Nation’s policy on Ukraine, but
that is the story of Antony Blinken in
a nutshell.

The Hunter Biden laptop debacle was
literally the biggest story of the 2021
election, and a story, if taken seri-
ously, that might have resulted in a
different outcome.

Instead, our government is sub-
sidizing a self-identified fact-checker
who completely whiffed on the biggest
story of a Presidential cycle.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, just a
few facts about NewsGuard. Journal-
ists are employed by NewsGuard. They
have technology people that score
websites based on their reliability and
general trustworthiness.

It is not censored. People still have
the freedom to read and to believe
whatever they choose to, but this anal-
ysis is designed to be transparent.

It also includes the name of the staff-
er who analyzed the information. If
somebody has a dispute with it, they
know exactly who made the score sys-
tem happen.

Let me just tell you a couple of
things, Mr. Chair, about what they do.
They look at the frequency of publica-
tion that has inaccurate information,
the extent of sourcing and original re-
porting on information, and the degree
of demarcation between news and opin-
ion journalists.

Mr. Chair, I attended both public and
private grade schools and colleges, and
I remember the good Sister saying, you
are entitled to your own opinion, it
should be said so respectfully, but you
are not entitled to your own facts.

One of the things that they try to do
is ferret out what is hard news and
what is somebody’s opinion. We are en-
titled to read people’s opinions.

When opinions somehow get woven in
and they become fact, it becomes very
confusing for people. What NewsGuard
tries to do is kind of help separate that
out; the accuracy of headlines, includ-
ing those that are click-bait headlines
and the degree of disclosure of the
website’s owner.

If you are reading something and you
want to know who owns it, is it owned
by your next-door neighbor? Is it
owned by an American company? Is it
owned by a Chinese company? Is it
owned by a foreign national? It dis-
closes all those kinds of things.

I am the daughter of a librarian. I am
not about censorship, but I am about
people being able to sort out in this
day and age what is opinion, what is
fact, and who is writing what, so we
know what their bias is.
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That is why I strongly oppose this
amendment and believe that
NewsGuard is a service that provides
some tools to counter misinformation,
and they have been around since 2018.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. OGLES. Mr. Chairman, while I
appreciate my colleague’s perspective,
it should be noted that when conserv-
ative versus other news sources are
compared with similar metrics that the
more liberal-leaning news outlets are
ranked 27 points higher.

This has a direct impact on revenue
streams. To say that they are somehow
unbiased literally defies the facts that
I have laid out before you and that you
have conservative news sites on the
bottom end of the spectrum, whereas
the more mainstream, liberal-leaning
news sites are at the top.

Mr. Chairman, it should also be noted
that NewsGuard is known to be reliant
on and working with the WHO, the
World Health Organization, which is
known for disinformation and lying
and is unduly influenced by the CCP.

This is a grant that should not be au-
thorized, it should not be continued,
and they should not be relied upon.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Mr. Chair, I would
love to see the source for NewsGuard
working directly with the World
Health Organization.

They might report things from the
World Health Organization, but that is
different than working directly with
them because that implies something
else.

I am going to close this up just say-
ing there are many people, when they
are sorting through something, that
just want to know that there is a fact-
checker.

I am sorry if the gentleman, Mr.
Chair, feels that somehow or another,
some of the papers or the websites or
the news programs he wants to watch
don’t have as high a rating from
NewsGuard. He is still free to watch
and do that.

For people who just want to make
sure that things are fact-checked, they
want to know who owns the site, who is
operating the site, where they are get-
ting their sources and cites from, that
is what NewsGuard’s function is.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. OGLES).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 172 OFFERED BY MR.
ROSENDALE

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 172 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill (before the short
title) insert the following:

SEC. 8155. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to require a member
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of the Armed Forces or a civilian employee
of the Department of Defense to receive a
vaccination against COVID-19.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Montana (Mr. ROSENDALE) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Montana.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Mr. Chair, my
amendment No. 172 would prohibit
funds made available by this act to re-
quire a member of the Armed Forces or
a civilian employee of the Department
of Defense to receive a COVID-19 vac-
cine.

The fiscal year 2023 National Defense
Authorization Act rescinded Secretary
Austin’s memorandum requiring that
members of the Armed Forces be vac-
cinated against COVID-19.

Unfortunately, the NDAA did not
prohibit future mandates. The last
mandate resulted in over 8,400 troops
being kicked out of the military for re-
fusing this experimental vaccine, and
we lost about 60,000 reservists. Count-
less individuals also decided not to en-
list because of this mandate.

While our military is failing dramati-
cally to meet recruiting goals, it is
outrageous that the Department of De-
fense would condition employment on
receiving a COVID-19 vaccine.

For example, in 2022, the Army
sought 60,000 recruits but only enlisted
45,000. For 2023, the Army is aiming to
recruit 65,000 new members but is only
expected to recruit between 50- and
55,000 Active-Duty members.

Additionally, young, healthy males
are the least at risk of getting a severe
case of COVID-19 while they are the
most likely group to have an adverse
reaction from the vaccine, making the
mandate not just counterproductive
but potentially dangerous.
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The Biden administration is already
urging all Americans to get a booster
shot, despite no human-outcome data
on the new shot. Congress must pre-
emptively stop all COVID-19 vaccine
requirements before these unelected
bureaucrats try to take more control
of our lives.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. I rise in opposition
to this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. The Department
took bold and effective action to con-
front the COVID-19 pandemic, protect
our personnel across the force, and en-
sure that the U.S. military can fight
and win wherever they are needed.

In fact, the Department of Defense
lost 96 servicemembers to COVID.
There were 96 servicemembers that
died from COVID. More than 2 million
servicemembers have been vaccinated
against COVID-19.

All the servicemembers in the De-
partment of Defense are required to
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comply with applicable medical readi-
ness requirements. One such require-
ment is when you go to boot camp—
and a lot of us have seen the movies
and know people who have served—all
servicemembers must receive, if they
have not already, inoculations and im-
munizations. They wusually are the
same ones that we have had as chil-
dren. They just want to make sure they
are up-to-date because you have to get
your tetanus redone and things like
that that are required.

These vaccinations also include mea-
sles, mumps, rubella, tetanus, diph-
theria, pertussis, and chicken pox. In
some cases, service personnel are re-
quired to take certain medications if
they are deployed to an area, for exam-
ple, to prevent malaria or maybe yel-
low fever. That is to make sure that
they are safe.

Applicants for military service and
servicemembers may seek an exemp-
tion—that has always been available to
them and it continues to be available
to them. They can seek an exemption
for vaccine requirements based on
qualifying medical or religious—so
they can ask for that, and they are
often granted it.

Members of Congress should not be
directing or deciding what vaccines or
medications are needed for our mili-
tary personnel.

Madam Chair, I would ask my col-
leagues to take a second and for you to
come along with me. Just imagine you
are on a submarine. My father-in-law
served on a submarine in World War II,
and he would tell me how close those
quarters are. I have been on a sub-
marine, so I know how close they are.
There is no place for total privacy and
germs are all over.

Just think what would happen if
there was a COVID-19 outbreak, how
that could possibly affect national se-
curity. All of our service personnel are
in close quarters with one another. We
must try to protect them from any dis-
ease that could inhibit their ability to
execute that mission.

At this point there are no COVID
vaccine requirements. There aren’t for
any members of the total force. There
aren’t any requirements pending for
this right now. The Department of De-
fense says, no, you don’t have to get
this one, there are other ones you have
to get.

Madam Chair, since there are no
COVID-19 vaccine requirements pend-
ing, I don’t know why we are debating
this amendment. For this reason, I
would ask my colleagues to vote
against this amendment, and I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Madam Chair, I
am glad we are talking about the effec-
tiveness and the readiness of our mili-
tary. Again, 60,000 reservists left the
military because of a mandate. Fortu-
nately, we did learn something from it
and it was removed from the NDAA,
and Austin went along with it.

These are the mandatory vaccina-
tions that all servicemembers are re-
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quired to receive before initial entry in
basic training: adenovirus, hepatitis A,
hepatitis B, influenza, measles, mumps,
rubella, meningococcal, poliovirus, tet-
anus-diphtheria, and varicella.

However, the main difference is that
these other vaccines are much different
and more effective than the COVID-19
vaccine. Take measles, for example.
One estimate found that the measles
vaccine is 85 times more effective than
the Pfizer COVID vaccine.

Madam Chair, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY), my
dear friend.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I rise in
strong support of this amendment be-
cause it is extremely important. The
reason there isn’t a mandate at the De-
partment of Defense right now is be-
cause we demanded that it end. That is
the truth. We forced it through on that
ridiculous omnibus spending bill last
December.

Here is the reality. We have a doctor
here in the building right now speaking
to a group of members from Johns Hop-
kins University talking about the ex-
tent to which the current iteration of
the COVID vaccine has been tested on
10 lab rats. It hasn’t gone through any
human trials that are necessary.

When my father had polio and the
vaccine came after, it was a decade of
testing and trials. We have stuck this
vaccine out because of panic. We have
undermined the health and well-being
of our soldiers, airmen, and marines.
We should stop it. We should prohibit
it in the future, and we should make
backpay available to our former mem-
bers of the military that were kicked
out.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Madam Chair, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, at
some point I would like the gentleman
from Montana to show me his statis-
tics. We might have had 60,000 people
who chose not to re-up. To attribute it
all to COVID, I would like to see that
information. I am sure Chair CALVERT
would like to see that information be-
cause that would be important to see.
That is a statistic I would like to see
where it came from.

Madam Chair, I will state again that
the COVID-19 vaccine currently isn’t
required, but to ban it in such a blan-
ket way in which we are doing, takes
away some of the ability for the De-
partment. You volunteer to be on a
submarine. It takes away some of the
flexibility that the Department or
commander or someone in the height of
a pandemic—should it come again—
they should have every tool in their
toolbox. Right now there is no current
reason for it.

Madam Chair, I am like you, talking
to friends and neighbors. Some are de-
ciding to get it, some are deciding not
to get it, just like people do with the
flu shot. There are certain times that
the Department of Defense says you
need to take these certain medications.

The gentleman from Montana listed
off a lot of them. We have had them.
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Our kids have had them. Our
servicemembers have them. COVID-19
isn’t on a list right now of anything
that is being required. This seems to
me to be superfluous and kind of cre-
ates more friction and anxiousness
about how we talk about medicine that
is being provided. This is medicine that
should be optional.

Is this an option that would be avail-
able if a servicemember going in said,
hey, I want to get the COVID vaccine?
I want to have it, and I would like the
Department of Defense to provide it to
me.

I really think we should leave it up
to the medical professionals at the De-
partment of Defense to say what is nec-
essary. Right now they are saying this
isn’t a mandated vaccine.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ROSENDALE. Madam Chair, we
don’t have a single problem with this
being an option. If any servicemembers
want to go and get an experimental
vaccination plugged into their arm,
they are welcome to do so.

What we are saying is that the dol-
lars that are going to be issued to the
Department of Defense should not in-
clude any mandate for this experi-
mental vaccination.

In August of 2022, The Washington
Post reported that 58 percent of the
deaths related to COVID-19 were
among vaccinated or boosted persons.
This raises serious questions about
even the effectiveness of this vaccine.

I would also like to state that the
COVID-19 vaccine requirements also
continue to ignore natural immunity.
As renowned Dr. Marty Makary testi-
fied in the Select Subcommittee on the
Coronavirus Pandemic this year, ‘“‘Over
the past 3 years, over 200 studies have
shown that natural immunity is at
least as effective than vaccinated im-
munity. A recent Lancet review . ..
natural immunity is at least as effec-
tive as vaccinated immunity, and prob-
ably better.”

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR (Mrs. HOUCHIN).
The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Montana
(Mr. ROSENDALE).

The amendment was agreed to.

———
AMENDMENT NO. 173 OFFERED BY MR. ROY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 173 printed
in part A of House Report 118-216.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as
follows:

Page 45, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $20,000,000) (increased by
$20,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 723, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. RoYy) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, the amend-
ment that I have offered increases
funding for the inspector general by $20
million for an Office of the Special In-
spector General for Ukraine Assist-
ance, if authorized, to enhance the
oversight and accountability measures
for funds appropriated for Ukraine, in-
creasing the inspector general by $20
million.

Over the last year and half, Congress
has appropriated approximately $113
billion in response to Russia’s invasion
of Ukraine.

I am one of these individuals that be-
lieves that we did have agreements
with Ukraine, and we have got to rec-
ognize those from the mid-1990s when
we asked them to denuclearize and
work with our partners in Eastern Eu-
rope.

I also don’t believe that we ought to
be just providing an endless supply of
funds to Ukraine with no clear mission,
with no clear accountability of the dol-
lars, and without clear accountability
of whether NATO and our European al-
lies are upholding their end of the bar-
gain.

This is a step to try to rectify at
least one part of that: by making sure
there is a fully empowered inspector
general, to make sure that the infor-
mation that we have is complete, and
that we have a full understanding of
every dollar that has already been ap-
propriated and might be appropriated
in the future, and to make sure that we
are tracking it to the level that is nec-
essary.

There have been a number of dif-
ferent issues that we have identified in
the past. For example, if you look at
other conflicts like Afghanistan, the
lead for the Special Inspector General
for Afghanistan found at least $19 bil-
lion in U.S. taxpayer funds sent to Af-
ghanistan was lost to waste, fraud, and
abuse from 2002 to 2020.

It is critically important that we
track this and follow it and understand
it.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, I
claim time in opposition only to have a
discussion.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Minnesota is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. McCOLLUM. Madam Chair, let it
be said loud and clear, the chair and I
and all the members on the Appropria-
tions Defense Subcommittee have been
bird-dogging, asking questions, want-
ing to have great reports on what is
happening with the money.

You are in lockstep with what your
ultimate goal is and what we have been
doing on the committee. In fact, we
fund a lot of this. In general, I support
the idea of this amendment, but the
bill already includes funding the over-
sight of all of the dollars we are spend-
ing to support Ukraine.

I am kind of a penny-pincher, believe
it or not. You are smiling, but I ask
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people a lot of questions. I won’t get
into that. I ask a lot of questions. I am
kind of concerned about some duplicity
and inefficiencies in here, which I
know is something we are striving to
make sure that that doesn’t happen.

Madam Chair, keeping track of every
dollar, especially when it comes to
DOD is something that when I was on
the Oversight Committee during the
Iraq war and the way that we didn’t
have oversight over equipment and dol-
lars and cold, hard cash that was being
delivered there is something that I am
very, very interested in and support
doing.

I thank the gentleman for the
amendment. The committee has it in
hand. I want you to know that this is
a bipartisan, full Appropriations De-
fense Subcommittee thing. We are ask-
ing these questions every time some-
body is in to see us.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I thank the
gentlewoman for her comments, and I
think we have a general agreement on
what we are trying to accomplish.

I would note that in the NDAA we
passed an authorization for this, and
this would be the appropriation nec-
essary to carry it out. That was the de-
sire of our efforts to try to put a birds-
eye view on this across agencies to en-
sure that dollars are being spent the
way they are supposed to.

Madam Chair, I yield 1%2 minutes to
the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
WOMACK).

Mr. WOMACK. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of the amendment. As the
ranking member of the Defense Sub-
committee just said, the Defense Sub-
committee is united in this entire
process to try to bring accountability
to the table. It is practical and it is ra-
tional that we have complete account-
ability and oversight.

That is why this bill contains many
new oversight provisions, including no-
tification requirements before funds
are spent, a GAO review of the Defense
Department’s execution of Presidential
draw-down authority, a reporting re-
quirement on increasing burden-shar-
ing for Ukraine, and a requirement
that the inspector general review the
Department’s end use monitoring pro-
gram. These are provisions that go di-
rectly to the heart of the gentleman’s
concerns about accountability.

This bill also includes funding for a
Special Inspector General for Ukraine,
if authorized, in the National Defense
Authorization Act. This amendment
furthers these efforts.

Madam, I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote. I think
I can speak for a good segment of our
Defense Subcommittee, including those
on the other side of the aisle, and I en-
courage a ‘‘yes’’ vote.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, may I in-
quire how much time is remaining.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
has 1%2 minutes.

Mr. ROY. Madam Chair, I yield 1%
minutes to the gentlewoman from Indi-
ana (Mrs. SPARTZ).
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