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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WEBSTER).

——————

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
May 25, 2011.

I hereby appoint the Honorable DANIEL
WEBSTER to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R. 1893. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the funding
and expenditure authority of the Airport and
Airway Trust Fund, to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend the airport improve-
ment program, and for other purposes.

———
MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary b, 2011, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

——
SEE NO CLIMATE CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from

Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
has been my privilege to work on
issues of reduction of greenhouse gases
for over 25 years. I was Portland’s com-
missioner of public works when we be-
came the first American city with a
comprehensive approach to deal with
greenhouse gases. For 4 years I was
pleased to serve on Speaker PELOSI’S
Select Committee on Global Warming
and Energy Independence, where we
had an opportunity to work with peo-
ple around the world looking at cli-
mate impacts, dealing with dozens of
hearings, hundreds of experts con-
cerned with the challenge, the even
greater problems that we are facing in
the future.

Yet, I would say that in the years
that I have been working on this issue,
I have never seen a better, more effec-
tive statement than what appeared in
yesterday’s Washington Post, an essay
by Bill McKibben entitled ‘“‘See no cli-
mate change.” He said, you should not
wonder, is this somehow related to the
tornado outbreak 3 weeks ago in Tus-
caloosa, or the enormous outbreak a
couple weeks before with the most ac-
tive tornado season in America’s his-
tory. You should not connect in your
mind the fires burning across Texas,
fires that have burned more of America
at this point this year than any
wildfires in previous years. Or that the
adjoining parts of Oklahoma and New
Mexico are drier now than they have
ever been, much worse than during the
Dust Bowl. You should not wonder
whether this year’s record snowfalls
and rainfalls across the Midwest, re-
sulting in record flooding along the
Mississippi, could somehow be related.

There have been tornadoes before.
There will be tornadoes again. That’s
the important thing. Be careful to
make sure you don’t let yourself won-
der while all these record-breaking
events are happening in such prox-

imity. Wondering why there have been
unprecedented megafloods in Aus-
tralia, New Zealand, and Pakistan in
the last year. Why it’s just now that
the Arctic has melted for the first time
in thousands of years.

He goes on, because if you ask your-
self what it meant that the Amazon
has just gone through its second hun-
dred-year flood in 5 years, or that the
pine forests across the West of this
continent have been obliterated by
bark beetles, you might have to ask
other questions. It’s better to join with
the U.S. House of Representatives, who
voted 240-184 this spring to defeat a
resolution saying simply that climate
change is occurring, caused largely by
human activities, and poses significant
risks for human welfare.

Propose your own physics. Ignore
physics altogether. Just don’t start
asking yourself whether there might be
some relationship among last year’s
failed grain harvest in the Russian
heat wave and Queensland’s failed
grain harvest from its second flood,
and Germany and France’s current
drought-related crop failures. It’s im-
portant, Bill says, to remain calm. If
the worst ever did come to worst, it’s
reassuring to remember that the U.S.
Chamber of Commerce told the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency in recent
filings that there’s no need to worry
because populations can acclimate to
warmer climates via a range of behav-
ioral, physiological, and technological
adaptations. Bill says, I'm sure that’s
what the residents in Joplin, Missouri,
are telling themselves today.

Mr. Speaker, I couldn’t agree more.
It is important for Americans to think
about how these pieces fit together.
And Members of Congress should ask
themselves two questions. First, even
if you don’t believe the experts on the
danger of climate change, shouldn’t we
be taking extraordinary steps to stop
wasting more energy than anybody in
the world and exporting billions of dol-
lars overseas to other countries for our
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energy? That’s question one. The sec-
ond question that I hope Members of
Congress will ask themselves, what if
99.9 percent of the scientists are right
and we are doing it to ourselves?

[From the Washington Post]

SEE NO CLIMATE CHANGE
(By Bill McKibben)

Caution: It is vitally important not to
make connections. When you see pictures of
rubble like this week’s shots from Joplin,
Mo., you should not wonder: Is this somehow
related to the tornado outbreak three weeks
ago in Tuscaloosa, Ala., or the enormous
outbreak a couple of weeks before that
(which, together, comprised the most active
April for tornadoes in U.S. history). No, that
doesn’t mean a thing.

It is far better to think of these as iso-
lated, unpredictable, discrete events. It is
not advisable to try to connect them in your
mind with, say, the fires burning across
Texas—{fires that have burned more of Amer-
ica at this point this year than any wildfires
have in previous years. Texas, and adjoining
parts of Oklahoma and New Mexico, are drier
than they’ve ever been—the drought is worse
than that of the Dust Bowl. But do not won-
der if they’re somehow connected.

If you did wonder, you see, you would also
have to wonder about whether this year’s
record snowfalls and rainfalls across the
Midwest—resulting in record flooding along
the Mississippi—could somehow be related.
And then you might find your thoughts wan-
dering to, oh, global warming, and to the
fact that climatologists have been predicting
for years that as we flood the atmosphere
with carbon we will also start both drying
and flooding the planet, since warm air holds
more water vapor than cold air.

It’s far smarter to repeat to yourself the
comforting mantra that no single weather
event can ever be directly tied to climate
change. There have been tornadoes before,
and floods—that’s the important thing. Just
be careful to make sure you don’t let your-
self wonder why all these record-breaking
events are happening in such proximity—
that is, why there have been unprecedented
megafloods in Australia, New Zealand and
Pakistan in the past year. Why it’s just now
that the Arctic has melted for the first time
in thousands of year. No, better to focus on
the immediate casualties, watch the video-
tape from the store cameras as the shelves
are blown over. Look at the news anchorman
standing in his waders in the rising river as
the water approaches his chest.

Because if you asked yourself what it
meant that the Amazon has just come
through its second hundred-year drought in
the past five years, or that the pine forests
across the western part of this continent
have been obliterated by a beetle in the past
decade—well, you might have to ask other
questions. Such as: Should President Obama
really just have opened a huge swath of Wyo-
ming to new coal mining? Should Secretary
of State Hillary Clinton sign a permit this
summer allowing a huge new pipeline to
carry oil from the tar sands of Alberta? You
might also have to ask yourself: Do we have
a bigger problem than $4-a-gallon gasoline?

Better to join with the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives, which voted 240 to 184 this
spring to defeat a resolution saying simply
that ‘‘climate change is occurring, is caused
largely by human activities, and poses sig-
nificant risks for public health and welfare.”
Propose your own physics; ignore physics al-
together. Just don’t start asking yourself
whether there might be some relation among
last year’s failed grain harvest from the Rus-
sian heat wave, and Queensland’s failed grain
harvest from its record flood, and France’s
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and Germany’s current drought-related crop
failures, and the death of the winter wheat
crop in Texas, and the inability of Mid-
western farmers to get corn planted in their
sodden fields. Surely the record food prices
are just freak outliers, not signs of anything
systemic.

It’s very important to stay calm. If you got
upset about any of this, you might forget
how important it is not to disrupt the record
profits of our fossil fuel companies. If worst
ever did come to worst, it’s reassuring to re-
member what the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce told the Environmental Protection
Agency in a recent filing: that there’s no
need to worry because ‘‘populations can ac-
climatize to warmer climates via a range of
behavioral, physiological, and technological
adaptations.” I'm pretty sure that’s what
residents are telling themselves in Joplin
today.

———
CUT SPENDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Alabama (Mrs. ROBY) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. ROBY. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

And I quote, ‘‘Leadership means that
the buck stops here. Instead, Wash-
ington is shifting the burden of bad
choices today onto the backs of our
children and grandchildren. America
has a debt problem and a failure of
leadership. Americans deserve better.”
Senator Barack Obama, March 16, 2006.

Mr. Speaker, cutting spending is crit-
ical to creating jobs. Without bold ac-
tion, our budget situation will get
worse, not better. House Republicans
are the only group in Washington
showing leadership on this issue. We
have voted repeatedly to cut spending.
And we have passed a budget that
would reduce spending by $6.2 trillion
over 10 years. By contrast, it’s been
more than 750 days since Senate Demo-
crats passed a budget.

Last week, Senator REID said,
“There’s no need to have a Democratic
budget in my opinion. It would be fool-
ish for us to do a budget at this stage.”
By law, the Senate is required under
the Congressional Budget Act to pass a

budget.
Now the White House is asking us to
raise the debt limit. Secretary

Geithner wrote, ‘“Never in our history
has Congress failed to raise the debt
limit when necessary.”” But what good
is a debt limit that is always in-
creased? The truth is that Democrats
spent this money. They made this
mess. And now they should help us
clean it up. If the White House wants
us to consider raising the debt limit,
they should be at the table proposing
significant reforms that yield trillions,
not billions, in savings to the Amer-
ican people. So far, that has not hap-
pened.
———
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HONORING MR. LEMANUEL “LEE”
JONES
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCcDERMOTT) for 5
minutes.
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Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor Lemanuel ‘‘Lee”’
Jones, who passed away on the 23rd of
April after many years of remarkable
service to his country and to other vet-
erans. Lee Jones was born in Crockett,
Texas, on September 24, 1942, and en-
tered the U.S. Army in 1963.

He served in Vietnam as a sergeant
and a squad leader with the First Cav-
alry Division in 1965 and 1966. He
fought in multiple engagements in
Vietnam with enemy forces, including
the fierce battle of Ia Drang Valley, a
battle that was recounted in the best-
selling book and as well in a Hollywood
movie, ‘“We Were Soldiers.” Lee con-
sidered this battle to be the prime
source of the PTSD that afflicted him
for the rest of his life. Lee recently
died of physical health problems con-
nected to his service in Vietnam.

In recognition of his military service,
he was awarded the Combat Infantry
Badge and the Air Medal.

Upon leaving the military in 1966,
Lee earned a B.A. in counseling from
Western Washington University in Bel-
lingham, Washington. He went on to
serve veterans as a counselor at the Se-
attle Veterans Center created with
other vet centers by an act of Congress
in 1979. Lee soon was promoted to di-
rect the vet center as a team leader,
the first African American to achieve
this position in the Western United
States.

By 1984, Lee was increasingly aware
of the cultural and communication bar-
riers that prevented many African
American veterans with PTSD from
benefiting from therapy groups that
were primarily composed of Caucasian
members, so he started an African
American veterans PTSD group that
facilitated culturally sensitive and
open communication, education, and
therapeutic interactions among its
members. Lee’s efforts were recognized
by the City of Seattle when Lemanuel
Jones Day was proclaimed on Novem-
ber 9, 1989.

This PTSD group was such a success
that it continued to meet at the vet
center until Lee retired in 1995. The
group then convinced Lee to return as
a leader of the newly named African
American stress disorders program at
the VA Medical Center in Seattle,
which continues to meet today.

From modest beginnings, this nation-
ally unique program has grown to in-
clude hundreds of African American
veterans. It has been of great benefit to
veterans and to the community. None
of this would have been possible with-
out Lee’s leadership, therapeutic skills,
and compassion for fellow veterans.

I had the privilege of making Lee’s
acquaintance. In 2008, I asked him to
share his experience and perspective on
a panel at a veterans town hall meet-
ing in Seattle. The purpose of the town
hall was to increase awareness of the
hidden injuries of PTSD and traumatic
brain injury. It was also to honor sol-
diers and veterans and their families
and to educate them on where they
could get help.
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The African American Veterans
Group of Washington State, which Lee
founded in 1984, is planning a commu-
nity memorial service on May 28. I
know there will be an outpouring of
grief and appreciation for this soft-spo-
ken hero. He touched so many lives
with his healing skills and lessons of
his great pain and sacrifice. Our coun-
try is a Dbetter place because of
Lemanuel Jones.

Rest in peace.

——

THE NATIONAL DEBT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. KINZINGER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, let me just read a quote here:

‘“Leadership means that the buck
stops here. Instead, Washington is
shifting the burden of bad choices
today onto the backs of our children
and grandchildren. America has a debt
problem and a failure of leadership.
Americans deserve better.”

Some things never change. That was
Senator Barack Obama in 2006 talking
about the seriousness of the debt prob-
lem and the crisis that we find our Na-
tion in. And today, we’ve spent over
$1.5 trillion of money that we don’t
have.

Republicans have put forward a budg-
et, a proposal, a blueprint to begin to
have the serious discussion that our
country needs to have to make sure
that the children and we are not left
with an unrecoverable debt situation.
Americans expect leadership. Even if
you don’t agree, Americans expect
leadership from us, and what do they
get? They get demonization. They get
accusations. They get fear tactics.

You Kknow, our senior citizens in
many cases sit at their homes and won-
der what’s going to happen. They find
themselves concerned with their finan-
cial situation. And people on the other
side of the aisle sometimes get to-
gether and figure out how they can
take that fear and use it to a political
advantage. That’s terrible. Has it been
done on both sides? It has.

But today is the day that we get to-
gether, and we have to hit the reset
button and say for the future of our
country, we have got to have a real se-
rious conversation about how to save
this Nation for the generation to come
after us. This country is the greatest
country in the world, and we are not
about to give that up. It will never
happen. We are going to be the strong-
est country for the foreseeable future.

There are a lot of folks talking our-
selves down thinking that we are going
to be usurped by another country. No,
we are not. But we do have to come to-
gether, and we do have to have the se-
rious conversations if we are going to
maintain our place as the world’s su-
perpower and as a shining example to
other countries all around the world.

I fully believe in what this country
is. I fully believe in what we represent,
but the days of demonizing each other
and not leading have got to end.
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It has been 756 days since Senate
Democrats have passed a budget. The
most basic job of a legislator is to pass
a budget, and we haven’t done it. In-
stead, we bicker. Instead, we argue. In-
stead, we run 30-second television ads
and try to scare people so that we can
win a reelection again. It’s happened
on both sides.

But today, please, I implore my
friends on the other side of the aisle,
on both sides of the aisle, stop today
and let’s have adult conversations.
America is too great, America is too
important, and America is too excel-
lent of an example for the rest of the
world to be mired down and bickering
and to be mired down in debt.

———

HONORING GARY WILLIAMS
RALPH FRIEDGEN OF THE
VERSITY OF MARYLAND

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 56 minutes.

Mr. HOYER. Before I start, Mr.
Speaker, let me say that I hope the
words of my young friend, who is now
leaving the floor, are adhered to by
both of us. Too infrequently that is the
case. The problems are serious. We
must address them in a serious way.

Mr. Speaker, however, I raise a
happier point of discussion now. I am a
proud alumnus of the University of
Maryland, and recent months, however,
have brought some bittersweet news.

An era is coming to an end in the
Terrapin athletic program as our suc-
cessful coaches of basketball and foot-
ball have left the school. I want to take
this opportunity, therefore, to honor
Coaches Gary Williams and Ralph
Friedgen for all they have meant to the
Maryland community, both on and off
the court and field. Both of them are
good friends of mine.

Gary Williams was my neighbor for a
number of years. Gary retired as Mary-
land’s basketball coach after 22 hard-
working, successful college years in
College Park and 33 years in college
coaching ranks. At his retirement,
Gary Williams ranked as the fifth
winningest college basketball coach in
America, with 668 wins stretching over
his remarkable career. He is also the
third winningest coach in Atlantic
Coast Conference history behind two
legends, Dean Smith and Mike
Krzyzewski.

Gary Williams inherited a struggling
program and turned it into a perennial
national contender. Under his guid-
ance, the Terrapins reached the NCAA
tournament 14 times, 11 times consecu-
tively, won three ACC regular season
titles and an ACC tournament cham-
pionship, made seven sweet sixteens,
two elite eights, two final fours, and, in
a memory that all Terrapins still
treasure and I had the opportunity of
attending in Atlanta, won the national
championship in 2002. Coach Williams
was honored as National Coach of the
Year in 2002 and as ACC Coach of the
Year in 2002 and 2010.
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But numbers alone do not capture his
impact on the lives of his players or on
the life of the Maryland community
where he stood out as a leader and as a
philanthropist. Maryland’s Athletic Di-
rector Kevin Anderson correctly
summed it up best when he said ‘“‘Gary
Williams is a legend.”” That is true.

O 1020

Terrapins will also miss our football
coach, Ralph Friedgen, who coached
his last game with the program on De-
cember 29. Fittingly, it was a decisive
win—a 51-20 victory in the Military
Bowl in Washington, DC.

“The Fridge,” as he is affectionately
known, also took over a struggling pro-
gram and led it to notable success. He
guided Maryland to the ACC champion-
ship in his very first year as coach.
And of the 10 years in his tenure, 7 of
them ended with postseason appear-
ances.

In both his first year as Maryland
football coach and his last, he was
named ACC Coach of the Year. Coach
Friedgen won 74 games for the Univer-
sity of Maryland, brought new energy
to our football program and left a last-
ing mark in College Park. He was re-
spected by his players and looked to as
a role model. I was proud to call him a
friend as well. He, too, will be missed
by all who love Maryland, who love
football, who love basketball and who
live the principles that sports teaches.

Both Gary Williams and Ralph
Friedgen are good men and outstanding
leaders. And while I know that the
Maryland athletic program will build
on the proud foundation they laid,
their shoes will be tough to fill.

Good luck, thank you and Godspeed
to Gary Williams and Ralph Friedgen.

———

THE DEBT CEILING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER)
for 5 minutes.

Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. Mr.
Speaker, decades of a spending party
by both parties have led to the point
where we are today. We’re under crush-
ing amounts of debt. Now we are bor-
rowing about $58,000 per second—$58,000
per second.

As some of my colleagues have
shared, I'm going to read this as well.
It’s a quote for those who can’t see it:

“Leadership means that ‘the buck
stops here.” Instead, Washington is
shifting the burden of bad choices
today onto the backs of our children
and grandchildren. America has a debt
problem. America deserves better.”
Senator Barack Obama in 2006.

Now the President has asked those of
us in this Chamber to vote to increase
the debt limit without any structural
spending reforms. Let me repeat that.
He has now asked us to send a bill to
him that has no structural spending re-
forms.

We are borrowing $58,000 a second.
Does that sound like a failure of lead-
ership? I think it does. Here is what
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that’s like. It’s like an irresponsible
teenager taking out a credit card in
your name. They fill it out. The bill
will come to you. You get that bill and
you see that your irresponsible teen-
ager has run up that credit card, and
now the bill is coming due. You have a
couple of choices. You could pay that
credit card and let it be. That’s what
the President is asking us to do, pay
the credit card and then walk away. I
don’t think very many parents would
say okay to that. Or you could not pay
the credit card. That’s going to impact
your credit. Or you could pay that
credit card and then cut it up.

Those are the choices before us.

I would agree with the 2006 Senator
Barack Obama when he said that the
buck has to stop here. The buck does
stop here, which is why House Repub-
licans have put forward over $6 trillion
worth of spending reform ideas. We ac-
tually don’t need them to enact all $6
trillion of those. We could enact $2 tril-
lion of those and avert a debt crisis.
But the President and some of my
friends on the other side of the aisle
have said, no, no, no, that’s irrespon-
sible. Coming back to this quote, I
would agree with the then-Senator
Barack Obama that those bad choices
are being shifted onto our children and
our grandchildren, and the buck does
have to stop here.

Since 1964, Congress has voted to
raise the debt limit, the debt ceiling, 74
times—T74 times. I suggest to you that
unless we require a cut-up of the credit
card, unless we require structural
spending reforms, 20 years from now—
if our economy can subsist that long—
our children are going to be asking
why did no one do something about
this? Because we are under crushing,
crushing debt burdens. And it’s going
to impact jobs not just today. We're
talking about our future and our chil-
dren’s ability to grow, prosper, and
thrive. In an America where we had
those opportunities, they are not going
to have those same opportunities.

I refuse to make it easier to allow
our debt to get so crushing that eco-
nomic recovery is permanently beyond
our reach. It’s time for a culture
change in Washington, DC, and that
starts with real spending cuts accom-
panying any debt limit negotiations.

COMMEMORATING THE FALLEN
SONS OF THE SECOND DISTRICT
OF INDIANA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. DONNELLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DONNELLY of Indiana. Mr.
Speaker, as Memorial Day approaches,
I rise to commemorate the men and
women in the Armed Forces of the
United States who have died in the line
of duty to our country. This past year,
three sons from the Second District of
Indiana lost their lives to preserve and
protect the American ideals that have
made this country great. To honor the
legacies of these men, I would like to
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share with this body and with the
American people a little bit about our
Hoosiers.

Staff Sergeant Kenneth McAninch, of
Logansport, Indiana, a proud member
of the United States Army, died on Oc-
tober 21, 2010, in Afghanistan from in-
juries sustained when his unit was at-
tacked by small arms fire. Kenneth at-
tended Lewis Cass High School and en-
listed in the United States Army in
2003. He was assigned to A Company,
1st Battalion, 506th Infantry Regiment,
101st Airborne Division out of Fort
Campbell, Kentucky. For his service,
Kenneth was awarded the Joint Service
Commendation Medal and Joint Serv-
ice Achievement Medal in addition to
many other commendations.

His loved ones remember Kenneth as
a hardworking man and dedicated son,
husband, father, and friend. Kenneth
was an avid artist and also enjoyed
fishing and hunting. He is survived by
his wife, Shawnna; four sons, Jeremiah,
Braxton, Brayden and Colby; one
daughter, Shyanne; his mom, Cheryl,
and her husband Richard; his dad,
Marvin, and his wife Regina; his three
sisters, Kayla Ann, Katie Lee and
Brianna; two brothers, Jason and
Briar; and his extended family and
friends.

He is missed by all.

Sergeant Marvin Calhoun, Jr., of
Elkhart, Indiana, a proud member of
the United States Army, died on Sep-
tember 21, 2010, in Qalat, Afghanistan,
of injuries sustained when his Black
Hawk helicopter crashed during com-
bat operations. Marvin died alongside
eight fellow soldiers who were also his
brothers.

Marvin attended Elkhart Central
High School where he played football
and enlisted in the Army in 2006. He
was assigned to B Company, bth Bat-
talion, 101st Combat Aviation Brigade,
101st Airborne Division out of Fort
Campbell, Kentucky. He was on his sec-
ond tour of duty as a gunner on the
Black Hawk helicopter. Marvin’s
awards include the Army Commenda-
tion Medal and the Army Good Con-
duct Medal in addition to many other
commendations.

Marvin’s English teacher told folks
that he exhibited leadership qualities
in the classroom, and if any of his
peers needed help, he would jump right
in for them. He was a happy man who
always wanted everyone else around
him to be happy.

He leaves behind his wife, Yamili; his
daughter, Yohani; his dad and
stepmom, Marvin and Susan Calhoun;
his mom and stepdad, Shirin and Mi-
chael Reum; his sister Shanon; his
brothers, Travis, Marcus, Sydney,
Jermael and Zachary; and his extended
family and friends.

He is missed by all.

Specialist Justin Shoecraft of Elk-
hart, Indiana, a proud member of the
U.S. Army, died on August 24, 2010, in
Kakarak, Afghanistan, of wounds sus-
tained when his Stryker vehicle was
hit by a roadside improvised explosive
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device. Justin was only 5 weeks into
his first deployment.

Justin graduated from Elkhart Me-
morial High School in 2001 and worked
for UPS for 7 years before enlisting in
the Army. He was assigned to B Troop,
1st Squadron, 2nd Stryker Cavalry
Regiment out of Vilseck, Germany. His
regiment had assumed control of Tarin
Kowt in July of 2010.

Posthumously, Justin was promoted
to the rank of Specialist. His awards
include the Bronze Star, the Purple
Heart, and many other commenda-
tions. He enjoyed working on old cars
and motorcycles, and stock car racing.
He had always wanted to drive tanks
for the U.S. Army.

Justin will be remembered by his
friends, family and fellow soldiers for
his generosity, work ethic, and sense of
humor. He is survived by his wife, Jes-
sica, whom he married the day before
he left for basic training; his parents,
Carroll ‘“‘Blue’ and Donna; his brother,
Michael, and sister, Sherry; and ex-
tended family and friends.

He is missed by all.
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We owe a debt of gratitude to these
three great Hoosiers and to all the
sons, daughters, moms, and fathers
who have fallen while serving our coun-
try. It is our duty to honor and remem-
ber their sacrifice, patriotism, and vir-
tue. Let us also remember those brave
Americans who are serving right now
both here and at home.

On behalf of a grateful Nation, we
want to thank our three heroes and all
of the people who serve our country.

God bless Indiana, and God bless the
United States of America.

————
AMERICANS DESERVE BETTER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. REED) for 5 minutes.

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to join my colleagues this morning to
deliver a simple message, and that
message can be summed up by reading
a quote from our President when he
was a former Senator dealing with the
issue that we will face in the upcoming
months when it comes to raising our
debt ceiling. As then-Senator Barack
Obama stated on the floor of the Sen-
ate: ‘“Leadership means that the buck
stops here. Instead, Washington is
shifting the burden of bad choices
today onto the backs of our children
and grandchildren. America has a debt
problem and a failure of leadership.
Americans deserve better.”

Mr. Speaker, I stand firmly here
today to tell you that I do believe over
the next 90 days that this will be the
critical moment of this Congress, that
this will be the critical moment in our
Nation’s history when we either suc-
ceed or we fail. And I will heed Senator
Obama’s words because the buck will
stop here in this Chamber.

Mr. Speaker, the question we face
with raising the debt ceiling is a very
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serious question. We cannot kick the
can down the road any longer. We do
not have any more road to kick it to.

So what I ask of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle is let us set
aside politics. Let us not worry about a
reelection campaign. Let us not worry
about our own personal interests. Let
us come together as one Nation and
deal with this problem because it is a
serious threat and a clear and present
danger to our very existence as a coun-
try.

Let me also be very clear that what
we need to do with handling this debt
is to send a message that we have an-
swered the call and send a message to
the world and to all the markets that
America is strong; America is the place
that you can invest in again. And by
that investment, we will put people
back to work. We will provide for fami-
lies for generations, not only now but
for generations we do not even see.
This is about putting people back to
work and being the voice that leads
this Nation to greatness once again.

I have no doubt we will succeed in
this effort, but it will take true leader-
ship. There is no doubt in my mind
that I join my colleagues on this side
of the aisle and say no more of the
petty political bickering. It is time to
stand and lead, and we shall.

——————

NO BOOTS ON THE GROUND IN
LIBYA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the gentleman from
Puerto Rico for allowing me to speak
out of order. Thank you very much.

We recently passed the 2-month mark
since the military air campaign in
Libya began. This is significant be-
cause the War Powers Act requires
that a President must receive a con-
gressional mandate for any military
action within 60 days. The deadline
came and went without any resolution
being brought before this body, which
is a signal that our engagement in
Libya is lingering without much ac-
countability or checks, without a vig-
orous debate about the consequences of
what we are doing there.

Who knows exactly what our mission
is and how we will know when we have
achieved it? What is the end game?
What are the metrics or benchmarks
for success?

At the same time, this week we will
debate an amendment to the defense
bill that would expand the authoriza-
tion for use of military force, empow-
ering the President, any President, to
fire bombs and missiles against any na-
tion or nonstate actor that appears to
pose a threat. And without so much as
a check-in or consultation with Con-
gress.

Mr. Speaker, I have had enough. I
have had enough of this state of perma-
nent warfare. I have five grandchildren,
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and not one of them knows what it is
like to live in a country that is not at
war with someone and killing someone
else’s grandchildren. It is time to put
the brakes on. It is time for Congress
to draw some clear lines, and Libya is
the perfect place to do so.

I am proud to support the amend-
ment offered today by my friend, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. CON-
YERS), that will specifically prohibit
the deployment of ground troops in
Libya. We cannot afford any further
expansion of this engagement. We owe
it to the American people who are foot-
ing the bill and, of course, to our serv-
icemen and -women who are already
fighting on two fronts.

To keep this mission from mush-
rooming into a full-blown ground war
and military occupation, we must stop
now. We must not put boots on the
ground in Libya, and we must close
any loophole that allows any President
to do so.

We still have combat troops in Iraq.
We are spending a staggering $10 bil-
lion a month on an ongoing war in Af-
ghanistan that has been a devastating
moral and strategic failure. We can’t
keep doing this, Mr. Speaker. Our mili-
tary is at a breaking point. The Amer-
ican people’s patience is wearing thin.
Two wars are already more than we
can handle.

Let’s define the mission in Libya,
let’s complete it, and let’s get out.
Anything less is a replay of Iraq and
Afghanistan, where we must move
quickly to bring our troops home.

——
THE LAST NAIL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PAUL) for 5 minutes.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the last nail
is being driven into the coffin of the
American Republic. Yet Congress re-
mains in total denial as our liberties
are rapidly fading before our eyes.

The process is propelled by unwar-
ranted fear and ignorance as to the
true meaning of liberty. It is driven by
economic myths, fallacies, and irra-
tional good intentions. The rule of law
is constantly rejected and authori-
tarian answers are offered as panaceas
for all our problems.

Runaway welfarism is used to benefit
the rich at the expense of the middle
class. Who would have ever thought
that the current generation and Con-
gress would stand idly by and watch
such a rapid disintegration of the
American Republic?

Characteristic of this epic event is
the casual acceptance by the people
and the political leaders of the unitary
Presidency, which is equivalent to
granting dictatorial powers to the
President.

Our Presidents can now, on their
own: order assassinations, including
American citizens; operate secret mili-
tary tribunals; engage in torture; en-
force indefinite imprisonment without
due process; order searches and sei-
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zures without proper warrants, gutting
the Fourth Amendment; ignore the 60-
day rule for reporting to the Congress
the nature of any military operations
as required by the War Powers Resolu-
tion; continue the Patriot Act abuses
without oversight; wage war at will;
treat all Americans as suspected ter-
rorists at airports with TSA groping
and nude x-raying.

And the Federal Reserve accommo-
dates by counterfeiting the funds need-
ed and not paid for by taxation and
borrowing, permitting runaway spend-
ing, endless debt, and special interest
bailouts.

And all of this is not enough. The
abuses and wusurpations of the war
power are soon to be codified in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act now
rapidly moving its way through Con-
gress.

Instead of repealing the 2001 Author-
ization for the Use of Military Force,
as we should now that bin Laden is
dead and gone, Congress is planning to
massively increase the war power of
the President.

Though an opportunity presents
itself to end the wars in Iraq, Afghani-
stan, and Pakistan, Congress, with bi-
partisan support, obsesses on how to
expand the unconstitutional war power
the President already holds.

The current proposal would allow a
President to pursue war any time, any
place, for any reason, without congres-
sional approval. Many believe this
would even permit military activity
against American suspects here at
home.

The proposed authority does not ref-
erence the 9/11 attacks. It would be ex-
panded to include the Taliban and ‘‘as-
sociated” forces, a dangerously vague
and expansive definition of our poten-
tial enemies.
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There is no denial that the changes
in section 1034 totally eliminate the
hard-fought-for restraint on Presi-
dential authority to go to war without
congressional approval achieved at the
Constitutional Convention.

Congress’ war authority has been se-
verely undermined since World War II,
beginning with the advent of the Ko-
rean War, which was fought solely
under a U.N. resolution.

Even today we’re waging war in
Libya without even consulting with
the Congress, similar to how we went
to war in Bosnia in the 1990s under
President Clinton.

The three major reasons for our Con-
stitutional Convention were to: guar-
antee free trade and travel among the
States; make gold and silver legal ten-
der and abolish paper money; and
strictly limit the executive branch’s
authority to pursue war without con-
gressional approval.

But today: Federal Reserve notes are
legal tender, gold and silver are illegal;
the Interstate Commerce Clause is used
to regulate all commerce at the ex-
pense of free trade among the States;
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and now the final nail is placed in the
coffin of congressional responsibility
for the war power, delivering this
power completely to the President—a
sharp and huge blow to the concept of
our Republic.

In my view, it appears that the fate
of the American Republic is now
sealed, unless these recent trends are
quickly reversed.

The saddest part of this tragedy is
that all these horrible changes are
being done in the name of patriotism
and protecting freedom. They are justi-
fied by good intentions while believing
the sacrifice of liberty is required for
our safety. Nothing could be further
from the truth.

More sad is the conviction that our
enemies are driven to attack us for our
freedoms and prosperity, and not be-
cause of our deeply flawed foreign pol-
icy that has generated justifiable
grievances and has inspired the radical
violence against us. Without this un-
derstanding, our endless, unnamed, and
undeclared wars will continue and our
wonderful experiment with liberty will
end.

——————

RECRUITMENT AND RETENTION
OF FEDERAL LAW ENFORCE-
MENT OFFICERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, gov-
ernment’s most solemn obligation is to
protect the people it serves. Since 9/11
our government has rightly placed
much of its attention on defending the
American people from terrorism. But
we should not forget that government
has a responsibility to safeguard the
public from all forms of violence, in-
cluding violent crime.

Violent crime exacts a terrible price.
Its costs are measured not only in the
number of lives lost but in the number
of citizens who live in fear that they or
someone they love might be the next
victim. Data released on Monday show
that violent crime in the United States
has fallen over the past few years.
However, we cannot become compla-
cent. Despite the positive mnational
trend lines, certain American commu-
nities have become less, rather than
more, secure.

The Federal Government has a par-
ticularly strong duty to protect its
citizens from violence when that vio-
lence is linked to a crime that crosses
State or national borders. That is why
our government has worked hard to
stem the flow of drugs entering the
United States through Mexico and to
combat drug-related violence along the
southwest border.

But these efforts, while essential, are
not enough. To protect the American
people, we must protect the full length
of our southern border. As Federal pro-
grams like the Merida Initiative choke
off drug routes through Central Amer-
ica, narcotraffickers have increasingly
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turned to the Caribbean, including
Puerto Rico. Because of Puerto Rico’s
role as a key transit point for drugs
destined for consumption in the 50
States, the island has one of the high-
est murder rates in our Nation.

Given the unacceptably high level of
violence in Puerto Rico, and its close
connection to the drug trade, one
would expect that most Federal law en-
forcement agencies would have their
positions filled there. But that is not
the case. Over 50 percent of authorized
ATF positions are vacant, 22 percent of
ICE positions are also unfilled, and 17
percent of DEA positions are vacant.
Puerto Rico has 31 Federal law enforce-
ment officers for every 100,000 resi-
dents, well below the national average
of 36.

This mismatch between the severity
of the problem in Puerto Rico and the
scale of the Federal response prompts
this question: Why do Federal law en-
forcement agencies have such high va-
cancy rates in such a high-need juris-
diction?

The budget shortfall is certainly one
reason. The Departments of Justice
and Homeland Security are being asked
to do more with fewer resources, in-
cluding fewer agents.

But the problem goes beyond money.
Fewer workers are entering law en-
forcement than in the past. Those who
do seek to enter the profession are
more likely to be disqualified by health
problems such as obesity or substance
abuse. And military recruitment,
which has risen in recent years, is com-
peting with law enforcement for the
same talent.

In the face of these challenges, the
Federal Government is not without
tools. For example, executive agencies
can pay a recruitment incentive to a
newly hired employee if the position is
difficult to fill.

But our government must go beyond
piecemeal efforts. It needs a com-
prehensive plan to recruit, assign, and
retain law enforcement officers in
those jurisdictions that have the high-
est rates of violent crime.

Puerto Rico is one example of a juris-
diction where an increased Federal
presence is needed. But there are also
many other jurisdictions with high
crime rates and too few Federal law en-
forcement agents. The primary reason
for high crime in these States or cities
may be the nexus with the drug trade,
or it may have different roots. Regard-
less of the cause, the harm that results
is the same. In communities beset by
violent crime, residents become hos-
tage to fear—fear that makes them
think twice before walking to the store
to buy milk, fear that makes them hug
their kids for an extra moment before
leaving them or sending them off to
school, fear that prevents children
from using the mneighborhood play-
ground.

It is imperative that the Federal
Government reduce personnel short-
ages in Federal law enforcement agen-
cies in high-need jurisdictions. Con-
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gressman GRIMM and I recently intro-
duced legislation to direct the Depart-
ments of Justice and Homeland Secu-
rity to establish a program to recruit,
assign, and retain agents to serve in lo-
cations that have experienced high
rates of violent crime.

The Federal Government cannot be
passive in filling law enforcement
shortages, hoping the right candidates
will volunteer. Nor can it simply ex-
pect agents to remain with the govern-
ment, particularly when the private
sector often pays more. Instead, the
Federal Government must proactively
address personnel challenges by dedi-
cating staff to recruitment and reten-
tion.

I urge the Departments of Justice
and Homeland Security to take action
now to make recruitment and reten-
tion a priority. Vacancies at law en-
forcement agencies are not a minor ad-
ministrative hassle but an urgent pub-
lic safety problem. Too much is at
stake to accept the status quo. For
every moment we wait, we risk losing
another American citizen to senseless
violence.

———

WASHINGTON HAS A SPENDING
PROBLEM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DoLD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to talk about a very serious problem, a
problem that all Americans face and
one that is not new here in Wash-
ington.

I would like to read a quote that
some of my colleagues have also used
during this morning’s debate, and if I
may, let me just quote it once again:

“Leadership means that the buck
stops here. Instead, Washington is
shifting the burden of bad choices
today onto the backs of our children
and grandchildren. America has a debt
problem and a failure of leadership.”
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That was said by Senator Barack
Obama back in 2006, and I frankly
agree.

Just to put it in perspective, back in
2006, we were running a deficit. We had
an administration that was running a
deficit of about $400 billion, just high-
lighting the point that this spending
problem that we have here in Wash-
ington is on both sides of the aisle.
This doesn’t rest with one political
party or another. It just outlines the
problem that Washington has a spend-
ing problem.

The debt that we have today, we're
up against our debt ceiling. It’s about
$14 trillion. The real debt, however, is
much greater than that. It’s closer to
$100 trillion. The deficit that we deal
with—it was at about $400 billion back
in 2006. Today, it’s about $1.5 trillion.

Now, what does that mean? My
daughter, who is 9, she knows what 1.5
is. She says it’s a little bit more than
one and not quite two. But $1.5 trillion



May 25, 2011

works out to be about $3.4 million a
minute. To put that in better perspec-
tive, it’s $568,000 a second. We can’t even
say it fast enough. This is a problem.

How do we get out of this problem?
We have to map out a course. It’s a
budget. The Republicans passed a budg-
et. The House passed a budget out-
lining a way for us to be able to cut
back over $6 trillion over the next dec-
ade. I would argue that American fami-
lies and households all across the land
operate on a budget. Businesses do the
same. Yet we happen to not be able to
do that here in Washington.

The United States Senate has not
picked up or passed a budget in over 750
days. The American family wouldn’t
operate like that. I know as a small
business owner I couldn’t keep my
doors open if I didn’t have a budget to
outline where our priorities were going
to be. It is a blueprint. It’s not a final
standing bill or thing that’s going to
say exactly how we’re going to spend
it, but it is a blueprint going forward
so that we can get those in the Senate
and elsewhere to be able to come to-
gether so that we can map out how we
are going to get out of this mess. Be-
cause I do agree with the President
when he says that the choices that
we’re making today, the bad choices of
today are going to be placed on the
backs of our children and grand-
children. For me, that’s unacceptable.

I decided to run for Congress largely
because the amount of money that we
were spending in Washington was going
to be unconscionable for me to pass
along to my children. I have a 9-year-
old, a T-year-old, and a 4-year-old. By
the time they’re my age, we are going
to have to pay exactly double in taxes
just to service the government. We pay
42 cents of every single dollar we have
just to service our debt.

The administration now is asking us
to raise the debt ceiling. This is an im-
portant issue. But I'm here to tell you
that we need to have some leadership.
Leadership is critical at this point in
time.

What is the plan? I don’t want to talk
about bickering. I want to make sure
that colleagues on both sides of the
aisle come to the table. We know that
there are negotiations going on right
now, but I still would like to have a
plan articulated to the American pub-
lic. What is the plan? Because simply
raising the debt ceiling without a plan
on how we’re going to pay down this
debt is like—well, it’s like sitting
around the kitchen table and not wor-
rying about the credit card debt of an
irresponsible teenager. You wouldn’t
do that at home. We wouldn’t do that
in business. You should expect that
your government does the same.

Now, when we look at this debt crisis
that we have, as a small business
owner, I look at it somewhat like a
business. I look at it that we have just
purchased a business, and we think it’s
the greatest business in the world with
the United States of America. That
business has some debt, and we’re obli-
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gated to pay that debt. We just have to
figure out how it is that we are going
to restructure that business so that we
can pay down that debt and make it a
strong, viable business going forward.
That’s what we have to do. To simply
raise the debt ceiling and not have to
restructure would be a violation of ev-
erything that we hold dear.

With that, I call on leadership, lead-
ership here in Washington from those
on both sides of the aisle, to come to-
gether to solve the problems of our
time and put our country first.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND
MEMORY OF BERNADETTE MCARN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BUTTERFIELD) for 5
minutes.

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker,
this past Saturday in my home town of
Wilson, North Carolina, the Wilson
Community College held its annual
commencement exercise. From all ac-
counts, it was a wonderful occasion.
But for one family in the community,
the McArn family, there was great sad-
ness on this occasion because their
loved one was due to graduate; but
sadly, she passed away on January 14,
2011, at the young age of 45. And so I
take this opportunity today to honor
the life and memory of that individual,
Ms. Bernadette McArn.

The youngest of four children, Berna-
dette was born on July 12, 1965, to Isiah
and Wynomia Crocker McArn. She was
a graduate of Ralph L. Fike High
School and, but for her passing, would
have earned an associate’s degree from
the college. It is fitting to note that
last spring Bernadette distinguished
herself and pleased her family when she
made the Dean’s List.

This has been a very difficult time
for the McArn family. They were very
proud of Bernadette, and her memory
will live within their hearts forever.

I ask my colleagues to join me in of-
fering our deepest condolences to the
McArn family, friends, and loved ones.

FOOD INSECURITY

Mr. Speaker, I want to use my re-
maining time to talk about the issue of
hunger.

In this same community where Ber-
nadette McArn lived her entire life,
many are suffering from what I call
food insecurity. At 11 p.m. last night, a
line began to form at the Wilson OIC to
receive food commodities today. Hun-
dreds of citizens in this small commu-
nity—black, white, and brown—stood
all night long to be positioned to re-
ceive the basic commodity of food.

Earlier this year, a study by the Food
Research and Action Center showed
that the First District of North Caro-
lina ranks as the second worst for food
insecurity in the country. Last
Thanksgiving, about 2,000 people wait-
ed overnight—again—for a 25-pound
bag of groceries at this same commu-
nity-based program. For those of us
living in eastern North Carolina, this
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comes as no surprise and underscores
the need for a strong nutrition safety
net.

Unfortunately, this is not an isolated
incident in our country. As a State,
North Carolina ranks sixth worst in
the country for food security, with a
food hardship rate of 23.5 percent, and
the numbers are even worse in my dis-
trict in eastern North Carolina.

The Food Bank of Central & Eastern
North Carolina is called on to serve
more than 500,000 people annually in 34
counties in central and eastern North
Carolina, and about 73,000 different
people receive emergency food assist-
ance in any given week. Of those peo-
ple, the food bank reports that 40 per-
cent choose between paying for food
and paying for utilities or heat; 33 per-
cent choose between paying for food
and paying their rent or mortgage; 37
percent choose between paying for food
and paying for medicine or medical
care; and 38 percent choose between
paying for food and paying for trans-
portation.

Mr. Speaker, as we continue our
work, we must keep in mind that as
many as 50 million Americans are
struggling with food security. The Fed-
eral Government certainly needs to
find ways to cut costs and reduce
spending, but that burden should not
fall heaviest on the people with the
greatest needs.

As I close, let me just encourage our
citizens to stay strong in their faith
and know that Democrats will fight for
you.

And I would like to thank Mr. How-
ard Jones of the Wilson OIC, his staff,
and all of the volunteers for their ex-
traordinary contribution to the Wilson
community.

————
DEBT CEILING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. GARDNER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, cre-
ating jobs and growing the economy is
the number one goal of the 112th Con-
gress, everything we can do to create
jobs and help this country move for-
ward and get our economy back on
track, but long-term economic growth
and job creation is only possible if we
control the uncontrolled debt and def-
icit situation that is driving this coun-
try into bankruptcy.

Last week, I had the opportunity to
visit with a number of voters in my
district who were very concerned about
the direction of our country, and I read
the following quote to them: ‘‘Leader-
ship means that the buck stops here.
Instead, Washington is shifting the
burden of bad choices today onto the
backs of our children and grand-
children. America has a debt problem
and a failure of leadership. Americans
deserve better.”

I didn’t tell them who had said that.
I just asked them if they agreed with
that statement. Everybody clapped and
cheered. I mentioned that this was said
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by then-Senator Barack Obama in 2006
when our debt was $8.4 trillion. We had
an $8.4 trillion debt in 2006, and the
President of the United States then
said, ‘“We have a leadership failure.
The buck stops here. America deserves
better.”

Well, if $8.4 trillion was a failure of
leadership, what, Mr. President, is $14
trillion of debt?

The debt isn’t Republican. The debt
isn’t Democrat. It is both Republicans
and Democrats that have put us in the
position that we are in today, and this
Congress, our obligation is to clean up
the mess.
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We’re told, though, by the White
House that we are to raise the debt
ceiling—in effect to ‘“‘do as I say and
not as I do,” according to the Presi-
dent.

It is irresponsible to take the steps of
increasing the debt ceiling without
finding solutions to our spending prob-
lems that put us here in the first place.
I continue, along with my colleagues,
to look for those solutions.

We’ve passed a budget to cut spend-
ing and to get our deficit under con-
trol. Speaker BOEHNER is negotiating
in good faith. But what do we hear
from our colleagues in the Senate who
have failed to pass a budget for 756
days? They have failed to pass a budget
for 756 days. ‘“There’s no need to have
a Democratic budget,”” Senator REID
said.

The President talks about caps but
no real cuts.

The debt ceiling is exactly that. It is
a ceiling. It is not an arbitrary number
that should simply be moved whenever
it’s easy to do so. The debt ceiling has
been raised 10 times in the past 10
years. That’s too much for something
that was intended to be an actual
check on government spending. If the
debt is to be raised again, this country
needs and deserves an honest effort to
control spending and make sure that
we are not in the same position in the
future.

The past Congress spent a 1ot of time
dealing with credit card reform to help
American consumers. Well, perhaps it’s
time that we treat the Federal Govern-
ment itself to a little bit of credit card
reform to make sure that the Federal
credit card doesn’t continue to increase
over and over without an end.

Ladies and gentlemen, I am con-
cerned that the future job growth in
this country, unless we reel in our Na-
tion’s debt, unless we address the def-
icit, is DOA—debt on arrival.

America deserves better, Mr. Presi-
dent, it certainly does, and we are here
to work with you to make sure that it
gets better policies, a better future,
and that we protect America from fu-
ture economic catastrophe.

——
THE GOP VERSUS PUBLIC
SERVANTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes.
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Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise re-
gretfully this morning and sadly this
morning to discuss what I believe is a
true transgression that took place in
our House yesterday.

I was appalled by the behavior dis-
played by the chairman of the Sub-
committee on TARP and Financial
Services. After repeatedly changing the
time of yesterday’s hearing with Pro-
fessor Elizabeth Warren to discuss the
Republican majority’s efforts to termi-
nate the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau just weeks before it was to
be born, the chairman began the hear-
ing with a petty partisan swipe allud-
ing to whether the witness may or may
not be running someday for the U.S.
Senate. As if, Mr. Speaker, political
ambition is taboo around here.

While the overall tone of the hearing
was contentious, that’s to be expected.
After all, the goal of the hearing was,
for my colleagues on the Republican
side, to paint the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau as something that is
bad for consumers. Why? Because this
new consumer bureau’s mission is to
make Wall Street play by the rules.
What a novel idea. But, you see, Wall
Street believes that it can take care of
itself.

As it turned out, the hearing was a
wonderful opportunity for Americans
to see not only how far the influence of
financial institutions reaches into Con-
gress, but also how competent, con-
fident, and unflappable a public servant
Professor Warren is.

Were it up to me, the President
would just appoint her to head the
CFPB and let her get on with leveling
the playing field for American con-
sumers when they borrow or invest
their hard-earned money.

Mr. Speaker, Professor Warren an-
swered every question posed to her for
the entire hour for which she was
asked to testify. When members were
called to the floor for two votes, the
chairman asked her to stay and wait,
and Ms. Warren politely responded that
she was told she’d be released at 2:15
and had another meeting at 2:30. What
followed was a scene that, had it hap-
pened in a junior high student council
meeting, would have been stopped by
the faculty adviser. Unfortunately,
though, our subcommittee is without
any kind of adult supervision.

The chairman repeatedly made the
same request ad nauseam of Professor
Warren, who answered the same each
time. She explained that the majority
staff had changed the meeting logistics
several times, including a 9 o’clock call
the previous night to move the hearing
from 1:30 to 1:15 to accommodate the
congressional calendar. Professor War-
ren, through her staff, agreed to the
change and was told that she would be
done at 2:15. Pretty simple, right?

This is when the chairman crossed
the line and told Professor Warren,
“You’re making this up.” That’s right.
He called her a liar. A witness at his
committee who juggled her schedule to
accommodate him, an adviser to the
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President of the United States, who
was given an oath at the start of the
hearing to tell the truth and nothing
but the truth. He called her a liar.

Mr. Speaker, I ask today that the
chairman of the subcommittee, the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY) immediately and sincerely
apologize to Professor Warren. I also
believe he should apologize to the
members of the subcommittee—both in
the majority and the minority—for
denigrating the proceedings of our
body and pledge to never allow the po-
litical agenda to interfere with the
common decency and respect that the
rest of us understand is absolutely nec-
essary in order to do the people’s work.

However, I won’t hold my breath, be-
cause this is part of a much larger
strategy by my colleagues on the Re-
publican side to paint everyone in pub-
lic service as liars, cheats, or otherwise
as despicable.

On the same day, the chairman of the
Oversight Committee did virtually the
exact same thing to Mr. Hayes, the
Deputy Secretary of the Department of
the Interior, advising him not to an-
swer a question because he’s under
oath, implying that certainly anything
the Deputy Secretary might say would
be untrue.

Mr. Speaker, we need to do better.
Regardless of political affiliation, the
American people demand it. Civility
and common respect are not signs of
weakness or capitulation. They are
hallmarks of a functioning democracy.

An apology probably won’t be forth-
coming, but civility must be restored
to this House—or at least school mon-
itors to prevent spitballs from being
thrown around in committee hearings.

————
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 8 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess
until noon.

————
0 1200
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———

PRAYER

Rev. Gene Mills, Louisiana Family
Forum, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, of-
fered the following prayer:

We bow our hearts before You, the
great and Mighty King.

May today’s deliberations be pleasing
in Your sight. Let our heart’s desire
honor each of Heaven’s treasures—
faith, family, and freedom.

Father, let Your grace touch each
need present here today. May every
family member represented know the
love of the Father, the presence of His
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Son, and the guidance of the Holy Spir-
it.

Protect and guide our soldiers in the
field and all of those who uphold law
and order across this country and
around this world.

Cause the muddy waters of the Mis-
sissippi, Arkansas, Missouri, and Ohio
Rivers to recede rapidly and do no ad-
ditional harm. But allow the rivers of
living water to flow freely throughout
this land.

Let Providence be evident in our ac-
tions today, and may we possess Your
talking points, Your heart, and Your
mind in the matters of national impor-
tance.

Finally, we pray, as we were in-
structed by Your word, for the peace of
Jerusalem and throughout the Middle
East. May Thy will be done today. In
the name of the Father, His Son Jesus,
and the Holy Spirit. Amen.

———

THE JOURNAL

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

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CLARKE) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan led the
Pledge of Allegiance 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.

———

WELCOMING REV. GENE MILLS

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr.
SCALISE) is recognized for 1 minute.

There was no objection.

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank my friend, Pastor Gene Mills, for
opening us up in prayer today.

I have had the privilege of working
with Gene Mills for years now in his
role as the head of the Louisiana Fam-
ily Forum, which has been a beacon of
light defending family values through-
out our State and working with min-
isters all across the country to spread
the good word of the Lord Jesus Christ.

I also want to commend Pastor Mills
for the work that he did after Katrina,
organizing faith-based groups all
around the State and all around the
country to go in and do the Lord’s
work. When government couldn’t even
get there to help people, the pastors
and the faith-based organizations
around this country came together and
they got that work done.

So I want to thank Gene Mills for
being with us here today and for lead-
ing us in prayer.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
NUNNELEE). The Chair will entertain up
to 15 further requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————

TRIBUTE TO ARMY CORPORAL
BRANDON M. KIRTON

(Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. COFFMAN of Colorado. Mr.
Speaker, many heroes from the great
State of Colorado have answered our
Nation’s call to serve in the military.
Today I rise in honor of one of these
heroes who made the ultimate sacrifice
and laid down his life for freedom: U.S.
Army Corporal Brandon Michael
Kirton.

Corporal Kirton of Centennial, Colo-
rado, graduated from Englewood High
School, and chose to serve in the U.S.
Army. In the Army, he deployed with
his unit in support of Operation Endur-
ing Freedom and fought at the tip of
the spear in Kandahar Province, Af-
ghanistan. On May 18, 2011, his unit
came under fire, and he gave his life
fighting the Taliban.

Brandon is remembered not only for
his heroics on the battlefield, but for
the tremendous impact he had on his
family, friends, and community. His
absolute devotion to his family, his
selfless attitude, and his ever-present
sense of humor were all the trademark
characteristics of a young man who
made a lasting impression on all who
knew him.

Corporal Brandon Michael Kirton
personifies the honor and selflessness
of service in the United States Army.
My deepest sympathies go out to his
family, his fellow soldiers, and all who
knew him.

————————

JOBS ACT CRUEL REPUBLICAN
HOAX

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, despite a
slow recovery, despite millions suf-
fering on the unemployment rolls, the
Republican leadership has failed to
bring a jobs bill to this floor during the
first 100 days. Now we learn that one in
name only is under consideration. It is
called the Jobs Opportunity Benefits
and Services Act, which of course clev-
erly has the acronym JOBS, but it is
not going to create jobs. It is actually
designed to cut off emergency unem-
ployment Dbenefits, eliminating the
guarantee of Federal payments for
temporary extended unemployment
benefits, on July 6.

It is kind of a cruel hoax to call a
plan that cuts aid to working people a
jobs bill. It enables States to divert
more than $32 billion in Federal unem-

H3421

ployment funds that is intended for un-
employment benefits into block grants
that can be used to cut taxes for busi-
nesses, pay off State’s debts, or backfill
their own State unemployment funds,
but not necessarily to pay out benefits
to those on the unemployment rolls. In
fact, it grants some States permanent
waivers to divert future unemployment
funds from the people they were in-
tended to help.

Our unemployment rate has gone
from 10.6 percent when President
Obama took office to 9 percent, but it
is still too high. We ought to be in the
business of creating new jobs and not
forcing breadwinners to foreclose on
their mortgages and to default on their
loans, but to provide for their families.
That’s the congressional agenda that
we ought to be about.

———

AMERICANS WANT SERIOUS
SPENDING CUTS

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
it is long past time that we stop re-
warding irresponsibility. If we continue
to give the Democrat administration
everything that they ask for, they will
never learn fiscal discipline or how to
control their outrageous spending.

Taxpayers do not want to write the
administration yet another blank
check out of their own checkbooks,
only to see it bounce and further wors-
en our economy, along with job cre-
ation. Americans have said loudly and
clearly that they want serious spend-
ing cuts, and I will not support raising
the debt ceiling unless this liberal ad-
ministration begins to practice some
self-control.

———

NUCLEAR ARMED IRAN THE REAL
THREAT

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because I fear that lost amidst
the controversy surrounding recent
statements on the Israel-Palestinian
peace process, lost amidst the hopeful
events of the Arab Spring, and lost
amidst Syrian sanctions and military
action in Libya, lies the real and great-
est threat to the entire region: a nu-
clear Iran.

As we debate the trajectory of Amer-
ica’s policy in the Middle East, we
must never forget that as we speak,
Iran is hurtling toward a nuclear weap-
on. A nuclear Iran would destabilize
the entire region, upend the nuclear
nonproliferation treaty, set off an arms
race, and expose our closest friend and
ally, Israel, to grave danger. The
threat is real. As Prime Minister
Netanyahu noted yesterday morning,
they could put a bomb anywhere: on a
missile, a ship, in a suitcase, or on a
subway.

Last year we implemented strong
sanctions against Iran, but more must
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be done to close loopholes, ensure en-
forcement, and take additional steps to
stop a nuclear Iran. No matter the
challenges that arise in the Middle
East, we must never lose sight of the
most dangerous threat of all, a nuclear
armed Iran.

———
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PEACE THROUGH STRENGTH FOR
ISRAEL

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it was an honor to have Prime
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu speak to
a joint session of Congress yesterday.
Israel is one of our country’s closest al-
lies, and the partnership shared be-
tween our two countries is vital in
achieving peace and stability in the
Middle East.

The Prime Minister is correct that
reinstatement of the 1967 borders
makes the country indefensible. I am
grateful to the American Israel Public
Affairs Committee for two tours of
Israel, where I saw the strategic impor-
tance of the Golan Heights to stop
Hezbollah and I learned of the inhu-
manity of rocket attacks by Hamas on
Sderot. Israeli families are vulnerable
to cowardly murderers.

Israel should not be forced to nego-
tiate with those who refuse to ac-
knowledge its right to exist. The
United States must remain committed
to Israel to promote peace and democ-
racy in the Middle East.

I look forward to continuing to work
with Israel in promoting peace, free-
dom, and stability. Ronald Reagan was
right: peace through strength.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and we will never forget September the
11th in the global war on terrorism.

THIS IS NOT THE TIME TO CUT
BACK ON HOMELAND SECURITY

(Mr. CLARKE of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. CLARKE of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, this morning, as a member of
the House Homeland Security Com-
mittee, I heard testimony that was
very compelling. Even though bin
Laden is dead, the terrorist threat to
our country still exists, and it’s a
threat that’s increasingly coming from
within the United States.

My message to Congress: This is not
the time to cut back on homeland secu-
rity. Our local police, fire, and emer-
gency medical providers are our first
line of defense against any national
emergency and against terrorist at-
tacks. They need the funding right now
to upgrade their communication sys-
tems so that they can better address
this issue that faces Americans.

Again, let’s protect our citizens by
investing more in homeland security.
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Redirect the money from Afghanistan
to protect our people here at home.

——————

STANDING WITH AMERICA’S MOST
STEADFAST ALLY IN THE REGION

(Mrs. HARTZLER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express disappointment with
President Obama’s proposal for Israel
to return to its pre-1967 borders.

President Obama’s call for Israel to
make more sacrifices in the pursuit of
peace in the Middle East is unaccept-
able. The borders that were established
in 1967 followed three wars launched
against Israel. For Israel, acceptance of
the 1967 borders would mean that
Israeli sacrifices were for nothing. The
territory acquired by the Israelis after
they were subjected to unprovoked at-
tacks serves as a buffer between Israel
and enemies intent on destroying her.

We all want to see peace in the Mid-
dle BEast. But it is unrealistic and naive
to think that peace will come as a re-
sult of Israel, the only democratic
state in the region, making more con-
cessions. Restoring the pre-1967 borders
would be a victory for Hamas, a ter-
rorist group committed to Israel’s de-
mise. This is not the path to peace, and
the President should acknowledge this.

President Obama must stand by our
most steadfast ally in the region. He
must acknowledge that peace cannot
be achieved through Israel’s weakening
its ability to defend itself against ter-
rorists. The President, and all of us,
must stand with Israel.

———

WALL STREET SPECULATORS

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

Mr. DEFAZIO. This Memorial Day
weekend, families all across America
have cancelled their travel plans. Oth-
ers are digging deep to pay 60 bucks for
a fill-up. And $10 of that $60 is going to
speculators on Wall Street.

Just yesterday, finally, the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission
filed its first suit against Wall Street
market manipulation and speculation
gouging the American people. The Re-
publican reaction: Cut the budget of
the Commodity Futures Trading Com-
mission—that’s what they proposed
this week—and block any regulation of
energy speculators.

So while families across America are
struggling to keep their lifestyle, fill
their tanks, and have a little fun with
their families, the Wall Street specu-
lators can ride down in their private
elevators and relax in the backseat of
their limousines while the chauffeur
whisks them out to their third house in
the Hamptons, because the Republicans
have their backs and will protect the
speculators at any cost.
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STANDING WITH ISRAEL

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

Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday in this Chamber, we listened as
Prime Minister Netanyahu outlined a
viable plan for peace in the Middle
East, a plan that includes a free Pales-
tinian state and a secure Israel.

Earlier, President Obama used the
phrase, ‘““The United States believes,”’
to articulate his beliefs that this peace
should be based on the 1967 borders.

This is not how the United States
feels or has ever felt about Israel, an
ally and a close friend; a friendship
based on common democratic values,
religious affinities, and security inter-
ests. As a friend, we cannot force Israel
into indefensible borders ultimately
leading to its destruction, because
Israel is surrounded by people who
want to see it wiped off the face of the
Earth.

Israel is our friend, and we, the
United States of America, believe in
standing with our friend.

———

KOREAN WAR VETERANS ASSOCIA-
TION RHODE ISLAND CHAPTER

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize the 15th anniversary
of the Korean War Veterans Associa-
tion in Rhode Island.

As we look toward Memorial Day, we
remember all of our Nation’s heroes
who put their lives on the line because
our country asked them to.

More than 54,000 deaths resulted from
the Korean War, which occurred be-
tween 1950 and 1953, and more than
103,000 were wounded. In Rhode Island,
more than 12 percent of our veterans
served in the Korean War. Because of
these servicemembers, we are able to
enjoy the freedoms that we have here
at home today.

We owe our veterans and their fami-
lies our utmost gratitude and respect
for the great sacrifices they have made
on our behalf. In honor of their sac-
rifices, we must fulfill our promise to
our veterans and their families by pro-
viding access to the highest quality
health care, education, mental health
services, housing, and employment.

I commend the Korean War Veterans
Association of Rhode Island on its
achievements and its hard work to sup-
port veterans and organizations like
the Veterans of Foreign Wars and the
Ladies Auxiliary, Veterans.

I wish all veterans and their families
a happy Memorial Day.

————
LIBYA

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I was disturbed this morning when I
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was watching the news and I saw the
President with the Prime Minister hav-
ing a press conference in England and
the President, in his comments, indi-
cated that we are in a war and we’re
going to be all together to win this war
in Libya.

As far as I know, the Congress of the
United States has not declared war. We
have not been really consulted about
Libya. Yet we’re spending probably a
couple billion dollars over there right
now. And with the President’s re-
marks, you might wonder if we’re
going to have boots on the ground and
be involved not only in the Middle East
but now over in Libya. We don’t have
the money to do that nor has Congress
been consulted.

Section 3 of the War Powers Act
says: ‘“The President in every possible
instance shall consult with Congress

before introducing United States
Armed Forces into hostilities.” He
‘‘shall.”

He didn’t. And we ought to be very
concerned about that, whether we’re
Democrats or Republicans.

The power to go to war must be vest-
ed in the Congress of the United
States. Not just the President but the
Congress. He is not a king; he’s a Presi-
dent. And we must make sure that
Congress is involved in the decision-
making process.

——
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REPUBLICANS’ ROAD TO RUIN
BUDGET

(Mr. TONKO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, the ‘“Road
to Ruin” Republican budget will end
Medicare. It will end a program that 46
million seniors and disabled individ-
uals depend on for their health care. In
fact, the end of Medicare will mean
seniors are forced to pay more for pre-
scription drugs, they will lose free
wellness visits, and they will be forced
to pay more out of pocket. In fact, the
Republican plan will cause seniors to
dip into their pockets twice as deeply
as they do today by the year 2020 and
three times more by 2030.

And what do we get with the end of
Medicare? Where are these funds di-
rected? To continue tax breaks for Big
0il, to continue loopholes for corpora-
tions that ship jobs overseas, and to
provide tax breaks for the wealthiest
amongst us—those who need them
least.

Mr. Speaker, Americans oppose the
efforts to end Medicare. I ask my col-
leagues to work with us to strengthen
the program, not destroy it.

——

MEDICARE

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day on this floor a number of my
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Democratic colleagues took the floor
to talk about the Republican plan to
eliminate Medicare as we know it.
Now, in response to that, some of my
Republican friends stood up and said,
well, where is the Democratic plan? I
don’t know whether they were sleeping
through the 111th Congress or just
failed to read the bill that they voted
against and now want to repeal, but
our Democratic principles were very
much reflected in the Affordable Care
Act that we passed in the last Con-
gress. We found savings in Medicare,
we extended the life of the program for
at least 10 years, we are closing the
doughnut hole, we are providing new
services for seniors, all of that in addi-
tion to saving $1 trillion in the second
10 years of the program.

So the Democrats have a plan for
Medicare, and we passed it in the last
Congress. The Republican response: re-
peal what we did and end Medicare as
we know it—a very creative approach
to solving one of the problems that
faces this country and many of our sen-
iors.

————
MEDICARE

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

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker,
first I want to echo the words of my
colleague from Colorado, MIKE
COFFMAN, in expressing our sympathies
to the families of Corporal Kirton from
Centennial, Colorado, who died this
past week in combat. That is a loss to
Colorado, that is a loss to the Nation,
and we just express our sympathies.

I want to really turn to a big issue at
hand, and that is over the last 10 years
starting with Bill Clinton, we had a
surplus, revenues exceeded expenses.
But after the Bush tax cuts, which cost
a trillion dollars or more, two wars
which cost a trillion dollars or more
and collapse of Wall Street a couple
trillion dollars, that budget surplus
was turned upside down. But instead of
focusing on the tax cuts for million-
aires and billionaires or tax cuts for
the o0il companies, the Republicans
want to take money out of Medicare to
try to get the budget right. Well, that’s
just going the wrong direction.

Under the Republican budget even
$100 a barrel, we are going to maintain
those tax cuts for oil companies? In-
stead we’re going to stop programs
under Medicare? That’s just wrong.
Medicare is a program that has worked
for this country for a long time, and I
want to see it remain in place.

———

WITNESS BADGERED AT
CONGRESSIONAL HEARING

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 1
was shocked yesterday at the exchange
that occurred between our colleague
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from North Carolina, PATRICK
MCHENRY, and Elizabeth Warren, the
woman who has been tasked by Presi-
dent Obama to establish the new Con-
sumer Financial Protections Bureau.
You know, to have a woman of im-
peccable academic credentials, a
woman who for years predicted what
was going to happen, had a potential
solution, and who has been adamant in
her support for trying to unwind this
mess, to have her being attacked, to
have her at one point being accused of
somehow doing too much to commu-
nicate with Attorneys General who are
trying to get a fair shake for home-
owners who have been cheated, speaks
volumes—not just, sadly, about the Re-
publican chair of the subcommittee,
but about the Republican approach.
For heaven sakes, they shouldn’t be
blocking her nomination. They should
be embracing it and working with us to
make sure it never happens again.

————

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 1540, NATIONAL
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, by
direction of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 276 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 276

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 1540)
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2012 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense and for military construc-
tion, to ©prescribe military personnel
strengths for fiscal year 2012, and for other
purposes. No further general debate shall be
in order.

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Armed
Services now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points
of order against the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute are waived.

(b) No amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution and amendments en
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution.

(c) Each amendment printed in the report
of the Committee on Rules shall be consid-
ered only in the order printed in the report,
may be offered only by a Member designated
in the report, shall be considered as read,
shall be debatable for the time specified in
the report equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question
in the House or in the Committee of the
Whole.

(d) All points of order against amendments
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules or against amendments en bloc de-
scribed in section 3 of this resolution are
waived.
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SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for
the chair of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices or his designee to offer amendments en
bloc consisting of amendments printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution not earlier disposed
of. Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to
this section shall be considered as read, shall
be debatable for 20 minutes equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Armed
Services or their designees, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject
to a demand for division of the question in
the House or in the Committee of the Whole.
The original proponent of an amendment in-
cluded in such amendments en bloc may in-
sert a statement in the Congressional Record
immediately before the disposition of the
amendments en bloc.

SEC. 4. At the conclusion of consideration
of the bill for amendment the Committee
shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to
the bill or to the committee amendment in
the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 1
raise a point of order against House
Resolution 276 because the resolution
violates section 426(a) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act. This resolution con-
tains a waiver of all points of order,
which includes a waiver of section 425
of the Congressional Budget Act, which
causes a violation of section 426(a).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DoLD). The gentleman from California
makes a point of order that the resolu-
tion violates section 426(a) of the Con-
gressional Budget Act of 1974. The gen-
tleman has met the threshold burden
under the rule and the gentleman from
California and a Member opposed each
will control 10 minutes of debate on the
question of consideration. Following
debate, the Chair will put the question
of consideration as the statutory
means of disposing of the point of
order.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.
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Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 1
raise this point of order not necessarily
out of concern for the unfunded and
unmet mandates, although there are
many in this bill. I raise this point of
order because we have one of the very
few opportunities to actually talk
about one of the provisions in the un-
derlying bill. Thus far, this House has
been denied the opportunity to prop-
erly debate this provision, and I believe
we must illuminate what it actually
does.

Section 1034 of this bill provides an
unlimited opportunity for the adminis-
trative branch of government, the
President, and the Secretary of De-
fense, to engage in war virtually any-
where, any place, anytime on this plan-
et. That is an unbelievably broad op-
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portunity that this House should never
give to any President at any time.

There are three very specific prob-
lems that the authorization for the use
of military force has, and I want to
make sure that we understand what
those problems are.

This provision is particularly dan-
gerous because it does undermine the
Constitution. Only Congress has the
authority to declare war. Yet this au-
thorization to use military force passes
to the President the opportunity to en-
gage in war anywhere anytime, really,
without any particular reservations.

This thing was snuck into the De-
fense Authorization Act. No debate in
committee. And had I not somehow
been going through the bill and thumb-
ing through and finding page 133 of the
legislation, it would never have been
discussed in committee. But some time
near 12 o’clock, or actually after 12
o’clock, I was able to present an
amendment in the committee to strike
this section of the bill. That amend-
ment did not pass the committee, and
hopefully it will be before the floor as
we discuss the entire legislation.

So let me begin the discussion now.

We ought not expand the executive
authority to go to war. First of all, this
particular section, 1034, is harmful be-
cause of three reasons: one, it’s unlim-
ited—anywhere, any place, anytime;
second, it is very unclear as to who
we’re going to go to war against; and,
third, it’s not necessary.

First, section 1034 is unlimited.
There’s no geographic limitation in
section 1034. All that needs to be found
by the President or the Secretary of
Defense is there is a terrorist out there
somehow associated with the Taliban
or al Qaeda. And we know that al
Qaeda is spread throughout the world,
including the United States. So the en-
tire globe is the subject of this author-
ization to use military force. And it’s
not just force against an individual ter-
rorist or an individual terrorist organi-
zation. It’s force against any nation
that harbors, supports, or provides
some sort of aid to a terrorist organiza-
tion.

What kind of a nation would that be?
Well, certainly we would consider
Yemen, Somalia, maybe even Paki-
stan. And we did successfully go after
Pakistan—not Pakistan, but after bin
Laden who happened to be hiding in
Pakistan. But the point here is unlim-
ited authorization to go anywhere in
the globe to go after terrorists of any
color, any stripe, anywhere. I don’t
suppose we intend to declare war
against ourselves, so maybe America is
not included in this.

Secondly, there’s no temporal limit
to this, meaning this authorization
goes on forever. It’s not limited in
time. It can go for 1 year, 2 years, 10
years, one century or a millennium. We
must never allow any President to
have that unlimited opportunity to
wage war on behalf of this Nation.

Third, this resolution and this sec-
tion is unclear. It’s unclear in several
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ways. What is an ‘‘associated force’’?
What’s the ‘‘Taliban”? What is ‘“al
Qaeda’? We know al Qaeda as it ex-
isted in Afghanistan. We have a sense
of what al Qaeda is in Pakistan. But
now we have al Qaeda in the Saudi Ara-
bia Peninsula, we probably have al
Qaeda in Somalia and, certainly, ac-
cording to the FBI, we have al Qaeda in
the United States.

So this particular clause, associated
forces, is one that we should never
allow to go into law and allow any
President over any time in the future
to use it to undertake a war some-
where.

Finally, the provision is unnecessary.
The administration is not asking for
additional power. We have a case in
point. The administration didn’t need
additional power to go into Pakistan to
get bin Laden. The administration
doesn’t need additional power to go to
Yemen to deal with al Qaeda in the
Arabian Peninsula, nor did the admin-
istration need power way back in the
1990s when President Clinton launched
Tomahawk missiles into Afghanistan
to go after bin Laden and al Qaeda in
Afghanistan at that time.

The President, the administration, is
not asking for this authority. They
claim and the courts have provided
them with sufficient authority to carry
out the mission against terrorism as
we know it today.

So in conclusion, I want to raise this
issue to this House, to the Senate, and
to the American public that in the De-
fense authorization there is an unlim-
ited opportunity for any President now
and in the future to wage war any-
where in the world against any nation
that has a terrorist in that nation.
That we should never do. We should ag-
gressively maintain our authority
under the Constitution to declare war
and to authorize the use of military
force.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to claim time in opposition to the
point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. The following
discussion we have just had on the
floor is certainly enlightening and in-
teresting. There is much that I think is
significant to what has been said by
the gentleman from California.

However, Mr. Speaker, if you would
forgive me, I need to talk directly to
the point of order itself.

The question before the House is,
should the House now consider House
Resolution 276. While this resolution
waives all points of order against con-
sideration of the bill, the Rules Com-
mittee is not aware of any point of
order. The waiver is prophylactic in its
nature. Specifically, the Committee on
Rules is not aware of any violation of
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act,
nor has the Congressional Budget Of-
fice identified any violation of the Un-
funded Mandates Reform Act.
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In order to allow the House to con-
tinue its scheduled business for the
day, I urge Members to vote ‘‘yes’ on
the question of consideration of the
resolution.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
for debate having expired, the question
is, Will the House now consider the res-
olution?

The question of consideration was de-
cided in the affirmative.

The gentleman from Utah is recog-
nized for 1 hour.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

For the purposes of debate only, I
yield the customary 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. Dur-
ing consideration of this resolution all
time yielded is for the purposes of de-
bate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I ask unani-
mous consent, Mr. Speaker, that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
during which they may revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
this resolution provides a structured
rule for the consideration of 1562 indi-
vidual amendments to H.R. 1540, the
National Defense Authorization Act for
fiscal year 2012.

I would like my colleagues to realize
that the Rules Committee received 220
amendments for consideration of this
bill; and of the 220 filed, 75 percent of
them, or a total of 152, are made in
order.
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Even more remarkable, the vast ma-
jority of those that were not made in
order were either withdrawn by the
sponsor, were duplicative of other
amendments filed, were redundant re-
statements of provisions already in-
cluded in the base bill, or violated
House rules. So this is an overwhelm-
ingly fair and generous rule, and it
continues the record of the Rules Com-
mittee in this Congress of making mul-
tiple amendments in order as long as
they conform to the rules of the House.

One must commend Chairman
DREIER for continuing this record of
openness. Likewise, I wish to commend
the chairman of the Armed Services
Committee, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON), as well as the
ranking member, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. SMITH), for bringing a
bill to the floor under a continuing tra-
dition of bipartisanship and mutual co-
operation.

Mr. Speaker, sometimes the Congress
has a reputation of being contentious
and partisan, and that reputation is,
unfortunately, occasionally deserved.
However, as one who has been a mem-
ber of the Armed Services Committee
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and is currently on leave from that
committee, I have been pleased to note
that, when it comes to providing for
the common defense of our country—a
core constitutional responsibility—par-
tisanship has usually been checked at
the door with regard to the conduct
and the product of the Armed Services
Committee in their annual Defense au-
thorization bill, as was this bill, having
passed by a vote of 60-1 from com-
mittee. This rule builds on that bipar-
tisan tradition when it comes to the
Defense bill, and it makes more Demo-
crat amendments in order than Repub-
lican amendments.

Yes, you’re welcome.

Our Nation faces some daunting chal-
lenges: to provide adequate resources
for our national defense going forward,
to pay personnel and to provide prom-
ised benefits for our all-volunteer
force. The modernization of our air-
craft fleet is slipping further and fur-
ther behind, and the average age of our
fighter jets is 150 percent of their de-
signed capacity. The age of our bomb-
ers is at a record high even as demands
for their utilization is great in Afghan-
istan, in Iraq and increasingly in other
places in the world. The infrastructure
needs of our military continue to slip
further and further behind—the cliche
is that they’re moved to the right—and
a backlog of needed improvements to
fill vital military missions grows even
greater.

A strong national defense is directly
related to a strong national economy
and to a strong jobs outlook. National
defense makes everything else that we
enjoy in this country—our cherished
way of life, our freedoms—possible.

The underlying legislation, H.R. 1540,
does a remarkable job, given all of the
fiscal restraints that have been in-
volved, in continuing to provide for our
common defense. For that purpose, I
wish to inform my colleagues that this
is a good bill, and we are adding to that
a good and fair rule for the amend-
ments.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
this rule.

All Members of this House are
strongly committed to protecting our
national security regardless of party,
region or political point of view. It has
been the tradition of the House Armed
Services Committee, at the staff and
member level, to work in a bipartisan
way to carefully craft the annual De-
fense authorization bill.

I recognize Chairman BUCK MCKEON
and Ranking Member ADAM SMITH for
continuing that collegiality.

Given such a tradition, it comes as a
surprise to see so many provisions in
H.R. 1540 that attempt to repudiate and
attack several of the President’s na-
tional security policies: from
warehousing low-level detainees for an
indeterminate amount of time, to de-
laying the implementation of the re-
peal of Don’t Ask-Don’t Tell, to
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hamstringing the implementation of
the bipartisan-supported New START
Treaty, to seeking a so-called ‘‘up-
dated” authorization for the use of
military force that no longer ref-
erences the devastating 9/11 attacks
against America but, instead, gives
broad authority to the executive
branch to pursue military operations
anywhere and for any length of time.

Such changes have all the appearance
of a partisan agenda.

Yesterday, I expressed my hope that
the Rules Committee would make in
order amendments so that a broad
range of issues and recommendations
might be considered and voted upon by
this body. Over 200 amendments were
submitted to the Rules Committee for
consideration, and 152 amendments
were made in order; but each amend-
ment only receives 10 minutes of de-
bate time, evenly divided between sup-
porters and opponents.

When the House is debating whether
to significantly change and expand the
authority under which the President—
any President—may send our service-
men and -women into harm’s way with-
out consulting Congress and under the
vague terminology of fighting global
terrorism, is 10 minutes really enough
time to give this grave matter the at-
tention it deserves?

When military operations are under-
way in Libya, is 10 minutes really
enough time to debate whether ground
troops should not be deployed under
any circumstances?

A number of amendments submitted
to the Rules Committee focused on the
future of our policy and military oper-
ations in Afghanistan. As most of my
colleagues know, I believe we need to
rethink our strategy in Afghanistan. It
has demanded the lives of 1,573 of our
servicemen and -women, and has grave-
ly wounded tens of thousands of our
troops. Suicide rates among our vet-
erans from Afghanistan and Iraq have
soared; and right now, there is no gen-
uine path aimed at ending our military
footprint in Afghanistan—mo exit
strategy.

The death of Osama bin Laden cre-
ates an opportunity for us to reexam-
ine our policy in Afghanistan and to
ask the President exactly how and
when he will bring the last troops
home to their families and to their
communities.

This is a moment to bring fresh eyes
to the question of what kind of defense
priorities and budget best fit the needs
of our Nation and our national secu-
rity, especially in these difficult eco-
nomic times. This is a matter that
touches every single American and es-
pecially our uniformed men and
women, their families and their com-
munities.

How can we make any decision on
budget priorities unless we know how
much longer this war is going to last?

Already, it is the longest war in our
Nation’s history. It is bankrupting our
Nation. Every day, every week, every
month, we see billions and billions of
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dollars charged to the national credit
card, increasing the deficit, increasing
the debt—with no end in sight.

We see corruption everywhere within
the Karzai government in Afghanistan,
and we see the basic needs of our own
communities—roads, bridges, clean
water systems, education, health care,
and hunger programs—cut or elimi-
nated for lack of funds.

Where does it all end? When does it
all end? On a matter this important,
shouldn’t we be engaged in debate for
more than 10 minutes?

I am pleased that the amendment I
submitted with cosponsors WALTER
JONES, LORETTA SANCHEZ, JUSTIN
AMASH, JOHN LEWIS, RON PAUL, DAVID
CICILLINE, and PETER WELCH was made
in order. We have 5 minutes to describe
why the President needs to clearly lay
out to Congress, to the American peo-
ple, to our military men and women,
and to our military families exactly
how and when we will complete the ac-
celerated transition of our military op-
erations to the Afghan authorities—b
minutes, Mr. Speaker—mot to mention
why the President needs to accelerate
talks to achieve a political solution
and reconciliation in Afghanistan and
why we need to have a new National
Intelligence Estimate, not just a report
from the National Counterterrorism
Center on the leadership, locations and
capacity of al Qaeda.

Five minutes.

This Defense bill would give the exec-
utive branch carte blanche to fight
global terrorism anywhere and by any
means, but we don’t even have an up-
to-date NIE on al Qaeda.

That’s not debate, Mr. Speaker.
Quite frankly, it’s an insult, not to
mention that, if we add up the time of
all the amendments, at best, the debate
on the future of U.S. military oper-
ations in Afghanistan might begin as
early as 10 or 11 o’clock tonight—but,
most likely, even later. Mr. Speaker,
there is no reason to rush this bill
through just because Members were
told they could fly out of town at 3
o’clock tomorrow. We could stay on
Friday or we could continue the debate
on the amendments next week.

War. The very lives of our uniformed
men and women. Libya. Unchecked
power granted to the executive versus
the constitutional responsibility of
Congress to declare war or to authorize
the specific use of our military might
around the world. These are matters
that deserve much greater attention
than what is granted under this rule.

I urge my colleagues to support the
McGovern-Jones-Sanchez-Amash-
Lewis-Paul-Cicilline-Welch amendment
on Afghanistan when it comes up for
debate late this evening; and I ask my
colleagues to reject this rule, which de-
nies this House the ability to debate
these grave matters in the manner
they deserve and require.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
am pleased to yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG).
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Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. I rise in sup-
port of the rule and H.R. 1540.

As a U.S. marine, I understand the
importance of strong national defense,
especially during this time of war.
That’s why I'm glad this bill provides
our troops with the resources they
need and enables them to carry out the
missions we ask of them.
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As a freshman member of the House
Armed Services Committee, I would
like to thank Chairman MCKEON for his
leadership throughout this process. He
has been very open in working with me
and other colleagues on the committee
in developing ways to restructure the
Quadrennial Defense Review process.
This process informs the annual de-
fense spending bill, of course. So I am
proud of the bill we are debating today.
I am encouraged by our recognition
that a restructured QDR process will
allow us to better identify DOD prior-
ities. And that is the key to efficiently
spending taxpayer dollars.

In sum, this bill responsibly address-
es military issues facing us today, and
it is being offered with an eye to im-
proving the defense funding process in
the future.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes,”
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 3 minutes to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
ANDREWS).

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to commend the majority and the
minority for working together for a ro-
bust process that we had, but I am con-
cerned about two deficiencies in the
process, one the gentlelady from Guam
will speak to momentarily. I think it’s
really a travesty that she is not able to
present an idea this House has consid-
ered many times as part of this bill.
And I hope that would be reconsidered.

Secondly, we have all said forever
that we agree that there is a problem
that has to be fixed for people who
served our country in uniform. And
here is what happens. You have a per-
son who is very seriously injured in the
line of duty in the military, and they
retire and they would get disability
pay for their injury. Let’s say they
have been deafened by a bomb going off
near them, and they are very, very ill
or disabled, and they qualify for dis-
ability pay. They also qualify for a reg-
ular military pension.

I think most of us on this floor would
say, most people in the country would
say they should get both. If you are in-
jured in the line of duty and you are se-
verely disabled as a result, you should
get both your disability pay and your
regular pension. And for years peobple
on both sides have said they want to do
this. The problem has been it does in
fact cost money. And there are a cou-
ple of other variations here. The wid-
ows and widowers of these servicemem-
bers have the same problem with re-
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spect to their benefits. And then there
is another problem where people who
serve in the Reserve get credit toward
earlier retirement, but they have to
make it fit around the Federal fiscal
year or they don’t get it.

So we have people over in Iraq and
Afghanistan who have been deprived of
earlier retirement. They have been
shot at the same as everybody else, but
because they got shot at after October
1, it doesn’t count. It’s just a bizarre
rule that ought to be fixed.

Now, we had an amendment in the
Rules Committee that fixed, to a great
extent, these three problems. And it
had a way to pay for it which is con-
troversial. It would take some of the
Internet gaming that’s going on and
say, A, it’s legal, and B, that the
money from it should go to help these
service personnel who were injured in
the line of duty. Some people like this
idea, some people don’t. But I think it
should have been brought to this floor
so we could have a debate about it.

If you talk to any one of our Mem-
bers, Mr. Speaker, I think he or she
would tell you they are all for fixing
this problem, but it has to be paid for.
So we had a solution that fixed a large
part of the problem and was paid for,
would not result in an increase in the
deficit, but it didn’t find its way to the
floor. I know the technicalities of it.
But I really think the House should be
given a chance to work its will on this
question.

It’s as simple as this: The guy who
lost his hearing because a mortar shell
went off next to him, should he have to
choose between his disability pay and
his regular retirement instead of get-
ting both? I think he should get both.
And I think the House should be able
to work its will on that question. I
would urge us to consider during this
debate process making that possible.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am pleased to
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BURTON).

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. I thank the
gentleman for yielding.

Mr. MCGOVERN of Massachusetts
raised an issue just a minute ago that
he said we should be discussing regard-
ing the War Powers Act. And I cer-
tainly agree with him. I would just like
to inform him that right now the For-
eign Affairs Committee is holding
hearings on a number of pieces of legis-
lation that will deal with and refine
the War Powers Act, and hopefully cor-
rect some of the loopholes that are in
it so that Congress is included in the
loop.

So I would just like to inform him of
that, because although I would like to
see this in this particular legislation
that we are talking about and discuss
this in some detail, I think the hear-
ings that are going on right now will
go into in depth the problems that we
face with that bill. The one thing that
I would say is that I think we all agree,
Democrats and Republicans alike, that
this body and the other body ought to
be involved in the decisionmaking
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process before we go into any conflict.
And this issue of Libya is a perfect ex-
ample of where the executive branch
has run away from the Congress with-
out consulting with us. And that’s
something that should never happen in
the future, especially when we are risk-

ing American lives and American
money.
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, 1

thank the gentleman for his comments,
although I do continue to believe that
on these great issues that we need
more than 5 minutes to be able to
present our case. Our entire policy in
Afghanistan, we are given 5 minutes to
debate the issue. I don’t think that
that’s right.

I would now yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

For more than 9 years now our Amer-
ican troops have been executing the
mission in Afghanistan with extraor-
dinary dedication and competence.
They have done all we have asked of
them. But what started out as a quick
war on October 7, 2001, to wipe out al
Qaeda leader Osama bin Laden and
other terrorists has turned into a cam-
paign that seemingly has no end in
sight, ripping our Nation’s most pre-
cious treasures, our brave men and
women, from their families and their
communities, and costing us more than
$8 billion a month.

The cost of this war, again, $8 billion
a month, approximately $2 billion a
week, is totally unsustainable, espe-
cially at a time when we are being
asked to make extreme cuts here at
home; money, by the way, that we are
putting on the American credit card.

Mr. Speaker, my Rhode Island con-
stituents understand that it’s time to
transfer responsibility for Afghanistan
to the Afghan people and bring our
brave men and women home. We should
no longer send billions of American
taxpayer dollars to the Afghan people
for their schools and hospitals, roads,
bridges, and police, at the expense of
making those same investments in our
own country, especially when the
Karzai government has shown itself in-
capable of governing effectively or hon-
estly.

For example, a yearlong investiga-
tion by a Senate panel has found evi-
dence that the mostly Afghan force of
private security guards that our mili-
tary depends on to protect supply con-
voys and bases in Afghanistan are rife
with criminals, drug users, and insur-
gents. More alarming, the report al-
leges that some local warlords, who
have emerged as key labor brokers for
private security firms, are also Taliban
agents.

It’s time to rethink our strategy in
Afghanistan so that we can focus on re-
building our economy and making sure
Americans can compete in the 21st cen-
tury. We need to invest in job creation
and reducing our debt, instead of send-
ing billions of dollars to a corrupt gov-
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ernment abroad. That’s why I am proud
to support and to be a cosponsor of the
McGovern amendment, which requires
the President to provide Congress with
an exit plan from Afghanistan with a
timeframe and a completion date.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. CICILLINE. A clear exit plan will
stabilize Afghanistan by ending an un-
popular presence there and improve our
country’s flexibility to respond to more
immediate and pressing national secu-
rity challenges, improving our fiscal
and economic situation at home. This
is about setting the right priorities for
the American people.

I urge my colleagues to strongly sup-
port the McGovern amendment.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am pleased to
yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady from
Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER).

Mrs. HARTZLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the rule and of H.R. 1540,
the National Defense Authorization
Act, and I want to thank Chairman
MCcKEON and Ranking Member SMITH
for bringing this important bill to fru-
ition. The legislation we have dem-
onstrates support for our troops. It is a
good bill that will provide them with
the tools and support they need as they
protect our freedoms and our liberties.

In funding our military for 2012, we
ensure our troops who are deployed in
Afghanistan, Iraq, and elsewhere in the
world have the equipment and re-
sources they need to succeed in their
missions. There is no higher priority
than advocating on their behalf, and
they deserve nothing less than the
best.

The
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We need to send a clear message to
the men and women fighting for our
Nation that this Congress is committed
to keeping our national defense a pri-
ority.

We are a Nation at war with men and
women fighting in harm’s way at this
very minute. We need not forget that
we face threats throughout the world
with enemies bent on destroying our
way of life. We have a constitutional
responsibility to provide for the com-
mon defense.

I support our troops, and I am proud
to stand with them as they protect our
freedoms.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I am happy to yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Guam (Ms. BORDALLO).

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I hope
that someday my Republican counter-
parts will be clear about why my
amendment was not made in order, and
I also hope that they will provide
greater explanation as to why we were
promised an open rule this year but
have anything but that today.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, my friend, Mr.
BIsHOP, voted for this amendment in
the last Congress, and I want to thank
him, but I can’t imagine how he could
have had such a change of heart in
such a short time.
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I rise in strong opposition to this
rule. This rule does not afford the peo-
ple of Guam with an opportunity to
make their case about the matter of
Guam war claims before this House. All
I want, and all we want, is a vote, Mr.
Speaker. In fact, I do not understand
why my Republican colleagues are so
concerned about allowing my amend-
ment for a vote on the floor, as is reg-
ular order.

Guam war claims have passed this
House five times—I have to repeat
that, five times—and each time with
overwhelming bipartisan support. The
resolution of Guam war claims is so
critical to maintaining support for the
military buildup on Guam. The people
of Guam are going to bear the brunt of
the significant impacts because of this
realignment of military forces, and it
is only right to bring war claims to a
conclusion. This is what I hear from
my constituents every day.

We reached a compromise with the
Senate on this matter last year, having
both Chairman LEVIN and Ranking
Member MCCAIN supporting the provi-
sion. However, because of the time we
had last Congress, it was struck from
the bill due to the objection by a small
minority of Senators, and we were
forced to agree to the defense bill by
unanimous consent here in the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 1 minute.

Ms. BORDALLO. Let history note
that I did not object to the unanimous
consent request last year based on the
commitments of my friends across the
aisle. In fact, Chairman MCKEON com-
mitted to including war claims in this
year’s defense bill, and I do appreciate
his support.

But the Republican leadership would
not allow him to honor his commit-
ment to me. This is wrong, Mr. Speak-
er, and a true disservice to the people
of Guam.

I would like to ask unanimous con-
sent to include the text of my amend-
ment, No. 99, to be included for consid-
eration in this rule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Utah yield for such re-
quest?

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I have a great
deal of sympathy for the gentlelady
from Guam, and on the Resources Com-
mittee where that bill still is, I will
work with you on that, but I do object
to unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman does not yield.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, let me
again express my disappointment with
the lack of time that we are being al-
lowed to debate some very, very impor-
tant issues that impact everybody,
every single person in our country:
issues of war; issues of granting the ex-
ecutive branch this new broad author-
ity to be able to go to war any time
they want without even consulting the
United States Congress, giving them
these unilateral powers which I believe
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is not what our Founding Fathers ever
anticipated; issues involving Libya;
and I could go on and on and on, not to
mention some of the issues that were
not allowed to be brought up at all, and
Ms. BORDALLO just mentioned one of
them. I don’t understand why that was
not made in order.

But in this House of Representatives,
since the new majority took over, we
debate trivial issues passionately and
important ones not at all. You know,
we spent hours debating whether we
should defund National Public Radio.
But on the issue of Afghanistan, what
our policy should be in Afghanistan, we
have over 100,000 troops in Afghanistan,
we are borrowing over $8.2 billion a
month—a month, a month—to pay for
Afghanistan, that is all going on our
credit card. That is going, adding to
our deficit, to our debt. Our kids and
grandkids are going to pay for the fact
that we are not paying for it now.
Those issues deserve more than a few
minutes of debate.

Again, I have an amendment on Af-
ghanistan to encourage the President
to rethink our policy and to develop an
exit strategy, and I and all the other
Members who are cosponsoring my bill,
my amendment, are given 5 minutes—
5 minutes—to talk about this issue.
Surely we could spend at least another
5 minutes on top of that—I mean, hope-
fully even longer—being able to discuss
this important issue.

I regret that, because I think we need
to be debating and discussing what we
are doing in Afghanistan. I think it is
important. I think the American peo-
ple want us to figure a way out, and
yet we give them 5 minutes to be able
to debate this issue. I think that is re-
grettable.

[From http:/www.thenation.com, May 10,

2011]
END THE WAR IN AFGHANISTAN, AND BEGIN
NATION-BUILDING HERE AT HOME
(By Rep. Jim McGovern and Rep. Walter
Jones)

This week we joined with over a dozen of
our colleagues—Republican and Democrat—
to introduce new legislation to require the
Obama Administration to present an exit
strategy for U.S. forces from Afghanistan.

Specifically, our bill (the ‘‘Afghanistan
Exit and Accountability Act’) would: re-
quire the President to transmit to Congress
a plan with timeframe and completion date
on the transition of U.S. military and secu-
rity operations in Afghanistan to the Gov-
ernment of Afghanistan; require the Presi-
dent to report quarterly (i.e. every 90 days)
on the status of that transition, and the
human and financial costs of remaining in
Afghanistan, including increased deficit and
public debt; and; included in those quarterly
reports, the President must disclose to Con-
gress the savings in 5-year, 10-year and 20-
year time periods were the U.S. to accelerate
redeployment and conclude the transition of
all U.S. military and security operations to
Afghanistan within 180 days (i.e. 6 months).

The operation that resulted in the killing
of Obama bin Laden demonstrated that the
men and women of our armed forces and in-
telligence community are incredible people.
The world is now a better, safer place.

The question then becomes: now what?
Now that bin Laden is dead and Al Qaeda is
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scattered around the globe, does it really
make sense to keep using over 100,000 U.S.
troops to occupy Afghanistan and prop up a
corrupt government? We don’t think so.

Remember—we didn’t find bin Laden on
the front lines of Afghanistan. He was com-
fortably holed up in a mansion in Pakistan.
We must continue to target Al Qaeda wher-
ever in the world they are. But continuing to
be bogged down in Afghanistan makes that
mission harder, not easier.

In December, Afghan President Hamid
Kharzai made it clear that he would rather
align himself with the Taliban than with the
United States. So why on earth are we sacri-
ficing so much in terms of dead and wounded
soldiers and billions of dollars to support
him?

We believe that bin Laden’s death creates
an opportunity to re-examine our policy and
to require the Administration to tell us ex-
actly how and when we will end our massive
troop presence in Afghanistan.

Our bill requires the President to give Con-
gress a concrete strategy and timeframe for
bringing our servicemen and women home to
their families and communities, and it re-
quires quarterly reports on the human and
financial costs of continuing the war—and
how much we would save if we withdrew our
forces within a reasonable time frame.

That’s not too much to ask.

To make it worse, we’re not even paying
for the war. It’s on the national credit card.
The war in Afghanistan adds $100 billion a
year—$2 billion each week, $8 billion each
month—to our debt.

We're told that we can’t afford vital do-
mestic funding, but we should continue to
borrow billions and billions of dollars for na-
tion-building in Afghanistan. Instead, we
should be doing some more nation-building
right here at home. Why don’t we take some
of those billions to build roads and bridges
and schools right here in the United States?

In the end, of course, only President
Obama can bring an end to the war. But Con-
gress must play a role, as well. For too long,
Congress has ducked its proper oversight re-
sponsibilities when it comes to the war in
Afghanistan. We’ve avoided meaningful de-
bate and discussion and have chosen to sim-
ply ‘‘go along to get along.”

The President told us that we will see a
substantial drawdown of troops in July. He
needs to keep that promise. And he needs to
tell us when all of our troops will be coming
home, and how much staying in Afghanistan
will continue to cost the American people—
in sacrificed lives, wounded bodies and
minds, and U.S. tax dollars—until this war is
finally over.

That’s what our bill would require. We are
hopeful that with enough public pressure, we
can provide some wind at the back of the
President to help him do the right thing.

This war is the longest in our history.
There’s no end in sight. It’s time to stop
digging.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to take just one moment to
clarify the record with respect to
amendment No. 61 by Mr. CONYERS in
the Rules Committee report. Printed in
report 112-88, Mr. DUNCAN of South
Carolina was inadvertently added as a
cosponsor to the Conyers amendment
No. 61. I want to clarify for the record
that Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina is
not a cosponsor of that particular
amendment.

I appreciate the discussion we have
had so far. I would like to remind my
colleagues here that if every amend-
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ment made in order in this rule were to
have its maximum amount of time, we
would have already approved a max-
imum of over—well, we have a min-
imum of 26 hours of debate on this par-
ticular issue.

I am appreciative of the concerns of
Mr. MCGOVERN of Massachusetts. I also
want him to realize there are multiple
amendments that were made in order
dealing with this and similar subjects.
And I am very appreciative that Mr.
MCGOVERN, as a veteran of the House,
understanding the rules of the House,
has been wise enough to use this debate
time also for speaking about that par-
ticular amendment, which will vastly
extend the amount of time he has to
cover that issue. That is wise of him;
that is good of him.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I would again remind my colleagues
that on the issue of what our future
should be in Afghanistan, those of us
who want us to rethink our policy and
develop an exit strategy are given 5
minutes—5 minutes. We could debate
whether we should fund National Pub-
lic Radio or not for hours, and all the
other items on the Republican social
agenda for hours and hours and hours,
but when it comes to the issue of war,
we are told you get 5 minutes. I don’t
think that’s adequate.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
LEE).

Ms. LEE. First let me thank the gen-
tleman for yielding and for his leader-
ship.

I would just say to the gentleman,
you are absolutely correct, and I op-
pose this rule because this is such an
important issue that affects our na-
tional security, but also the economic
security of this country.

This is an issue that warrants much
more deliberation and debate. In fact,
Mr. Speaker, when the authorization to
use force to go to war in Afghanistan
came before us on that terrible day of
9/14, there may have been 1 hour of de-
bate, if that long. And so I think at
this moment, as we are turning the
corner, hopefully, we should have a full
debate on the direction, the timeframe
which Mr. MCGOVERN has in his resolu-
tion, and also a plan to begin to end
the war in Afghanistan.
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We must have a political solution
and reconciliation in Afghanistan be-
cause most military experts have told
us there’s no military solution in Af-
ghanistan. We know and we hear that
if it’s going well, we need more money
and more troops; and if it’s going poor-
ly, we need more money and more
troops. So we need here in the House to
have this debate. What should we do
and how should we do it?

So this amendment, this proposal by
Mr. MCGOVERN, warrants much more
than a 5-minute debate because it’s
such an important issue to the coun-
try. Over T70-some percent now of the
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American people believe it’s time to
wind down. Many of us believe that be-
ginning in July we should put forth a
proposal for a significant and sizeable
reduction as the President indicated he
would do in the past. Many believe that
we should not fund any more combat
operations in Afghanistan and that, in
fact, we should only use our funding for
force protection and to bring our young
men and women home.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 1 minute.

Ms. LEE. Thank you very much, Mr.
MCGOVERN.

What the McGovern-Jones amend-
ment seeks to do is begin that debate,
to get us on course and to allow this
House of Representatives to discuss
what in the world should come next.

I want to thank the gentleman for
yielding, I thank you for your hard
work, and just say that I think that
it’s about time now that we have a rule
on such an important issue that allows
for this body to engage in debate. Our
troops deserve that, the American peo-
ple deserve that, and certainly we need
to begin to reflect public opinion on
this because the public gets it. They
know that $100 billion a year is no drop
in the bucket in terms of our resources.
We have a deficit, we have an economic
crisis throughout the country, and we
certainly need to find some balance be-
tween our national security interests
and our economic security interest. Be-
ginning to develop a plan to get out of
Afghanistan warrants a full-fledged
discussion.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield 1 minute to
the gentlewoman from Connecticut
(Ms. DELAURO).

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong opposition to this rule. Earlier
this year, we learned of wrongful home
foreclosures on active duty military
families in violation of the law. And so
I submitted a very straightforward
amendment that would have directed
the Secretary of Defense in conjunc-
tion with the Treasury and the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau to
prepare a comprehensive strategy to
protect members of the Armed Forces
and their families from unfair, decep-
tive and abusive financial services
practices and to enhance the financial
readiness of such families, families who
are sacrificing so much today.

The amendment would have no effect
on direct spending, and it was germane.
Yet, despite the majority’s high claims
of openness and transparency and the
fact that 1562 amendments were made in
order, this one was not.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CAMPBELL). The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield the gentle-
woman 1 additional minute.

Ms. DELAURO. One can only con-
clude that the majority has chosen its
dislike, or its detest, for the Consumer
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Financial Protection Bureau over pro-
tecting military families. Elizabeth
Warren is right: attacks against the
bureau are now happening in the back
alley. Yesterday, that back alley was
the majority side of the Rules Com-
mittee, and the victims—the victims—
were the brave men and women in uni-
form and their families.

Oppose this rule.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I yield myself the
balance of the time.

Mr. Speaker, let me close by making
a couple of points here. First, I would
urge everybody, Democrats and Repub-
licans, to support the McGovern-Jones
amendment on Afghanistan. I think
there is bipartisan concern and bipar-
tisan anxiety about our policy. I think
there are Republicans, as well as
Democrats, who believe that it’s time
to rethink this strategy and to come
up with an exit strategy to bring our
troops home, to bring them back to
their families and to bring them back
to their communities.

We need to make our voices heard.
The President has said in July he is
going to make an announcement about
the drawdown of American troops.
We’re hearing from some sources that
it may be only a token drawdown. We
need a real drawdown, a significant
drawdown, because if not, we are going
to be engaged in a war that has no end.

We are borrowing money like there’s
no tomorrow to pay for this war; $8.2
billion a month we’re borrowing. We're
not even paying for it. For those who
support this war, I would say that if
you support it, then pay for it. And I
will tell you that most of the people
across this country believe it’s time to
leave. We’re supporting a corrupt gov-
ernment. The Karzai government is
corrupt. There’s no question about it.
By every measure, they are wasting
our money. And this is not a man,
quite frankly, who our American serv-
icemen and -women should have to die
for.

We are nation-building in Afghani-
stan when we should be doing nation-
building here in the United States. My
district is not unique in its need for
more investments in roads and bridges.
We need more investments in job cre-
ation to put people back to work. Peo-
ple want to invest here in the United
States because national security also
means whether or not people have a
job, whether or not people can earn a
living.

I would urge, again, my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to help me and
help Mr. JONES and the others who co-
sponsored this amendment, put a little
wind behind the President’s back in
July so that he makes a meaningful
announcement so that we can see the
light at the end of the tunnel so that
there is an exit strategy.

Mr. Speaker, let me also urge my col-
leagues to defeat the previous question.
If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
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make in order H.R. 1979 by Mr. AN-
DREWS of New Jersey, to expand eligi-
bility for concurrent receipt of mili-
tary retired pay and veterans disability
compensation to include chapter 61 dis-
ability retirees, to increase the month-
ly amount of special survivor indem-
nity allowance for widows and wid-
owers of deceased members of the
Armed Forces and to enhance the abil-
ity of members of the Reserve compo-
nents who serve on active duty or per-
form active service in support of a con-
tingency operation or in other emer-
gency situations to receive credit for
such service in determining eligibility
for early receipt of nonregular service
retired pay.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD along with extra-
neous materials immediately prior to
the vote on the previous question.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I urge
all my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’ and de-
feat the previous question so we can
help our veterans, and I urge a ‘‘no”’
vote on the rule.

I yield back the balance of my time.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF UTAH

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
offer an amendment to the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of the resolution add the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. 5. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, the amendment speci-
fied in section 6 shall be in order in lieu of
amendment number 5 in House Report 112-88.

SEC. 6. The text referred to in section 5 is
as follows: Page 113, after line 17, insert the
following:
“SEC. 317. HEALTH ASSESSMENT REPORTS RE-

QUIRED WHEN WASTE IS DISPOSED
OF IN OPEN-AIR BURN PITS.

‘“Section 317 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2250; 10 U.S.C. 2701 note)
is amended—

‘(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

“(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the
following new subsection (c):

““‘(c) HEALTH ASSESSMENT REPORTS.—Not
later than 180 days after notice is due under
subsection (a)(2), the Secretary shall submit
to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives a
health assessment report on each open-air
burn pit at a location where at least 100 per-
sonnel have been employed for 90 consecu-
tive days or more. Each such report shall in-
clude each of the following:

‘““(1) An epidemiological description of the
short-term and long-term health risks posed
to personnel in the area where the burn pit
is located because of exposure to the open-air
burn pit.

“““(2) A copy of the methodology used to
determine the health risks described in para-
graph (1).

‘““(3) A copy of the assessment of the oper-
ational risks and health risks when making
the determination pursuant to subsection (a)
that no alternative disposal method is fea-
sible for the open-air burn pit.”.”’.
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The material previously referred to
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows:

An amendment to H. Res. 276 offered by
Mr. McGovern of Massachusetts:

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new section:

SEC. 7. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of this resolution, an amendment con-
sisting of the text of H.R. 1979 (added as a
new title at the end of the bill) shall be in
order as though printed as amendment num-
ber 153 in the report of the Committee on
Rules if offered by Representative Andrews
of New Jersey or a designee. That amend-
ment shall be debatable for 60 minutes equal-
ly divided and controlled by the proponent
and an opponent.

The information contained herein was pro-
vided by the Republican Minority on mul-
tiple occasions throughout the 110th and
111th Congresses.)

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT
IT REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the opposition, at least for
the moment, to offer an alternative plan. It
is a vote about what the House should be de-
bating.

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘“‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

Because the vote today may look bad for
the Republican majority they will say ‘‘the
vote on the previous question is simply a
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and]
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.”” But that is not what
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s
how the Republicans describe the previous
question vote in their own manual: ‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule . . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated,
control of the time passes to the Member
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of
amendment.”

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House
of Representatives, the subchapter titled
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““Amending Special Rules” states: ‘“‘a refusal
to order the previous question on such a rule
[a special rule reported from the Committee
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.” (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘“Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous
question, who may offer a proper amendment
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.”

Clearly, the vote on the previous question
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan.

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time, and
I move the previous question on the
amendment and on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question on the amendment and on the
resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

on

—————

RESIGNATION AS CHAPLAIN OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion from the House of Representa-
tives:

OFFICE OF THE CHAPLAIN,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, April 15, 2011.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: During the past eleven
years, it has been my distinct honor to serve
as Chaplain of the House of Representatives.
It has been a true blessing for me to come to
know you, Members of Congress through the
years, and so many dedicated Staff personnel
who have come to the Capital to serve this
nation with their daily labor and sincerity of
heart.

In my duties as Chaplain I have tried to be
present to all and listen to their needs. Hope-
fully I have offered them guidance when
sought, counsel when requested and strength
in difficult times. I have learned compassion
for them and their families. My greatest joy
has been to lead people in the Chamber and
across the nation in prayer.

It is now time for me to retire. I hope you
will accept my resignation as Chaplain to be
effective on Saturday April 30, 2011.

I trust you will convey to all the Members
of the House my continued esteem for their
efforts to shape laws and policies for the
common good of the American people and for
a better and peaceful world. I thank you and
all for the kindness, patience and friendship
extended to me. Certainly I do remember all
of you in my daily prayer until the end of
my days.

With gratitude to you and Almighty
God,
REVEREND DANIEL P. COUGHLIN,
Chaplain.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation of Father
Daniel P. Coughlin as Chaplain, effec-
tive April 30, 2011, is accepted.

There was no objection.

———

BEST WISHES TO REVEREND DAN-
IEL COUGHLIN AND WELCOMING
REVEREND PATRICK CONROY

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

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
join with all of my colleagues in ex-
tending best wishes to Father Coughlin
for his very, very important service
over the past 11 years to this institu-
tion and to welcome and congratulate
the new Chaplain of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Father Pat Conroy of
Snohomish, Washington, a very distin-
guished alumnus of Claremont McKen-
na College in southern California, a
man who has had spectacular service
and even greater days ahead with the
work that he is going to be doing with
every Member of this institution.

———

ELECTING CHAPLAIN OF THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
privileged resolution and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 278

Resolved, That Father Patrick J. Conroy of
the State of Oregon, be, and is hereby, cho-
sen Chaplain of the House of Representa-
tives.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

REPEALING MANDATORY FUNDING
FOR GRADUATE MEDICAL EDU-
CATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LATHAM). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 269 and rule XVIII, the Chair de-
clares the House in the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of
the bill, H.R. 1216.
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Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1216) to amend the Public Health Serv-
ice Act to convert funding for graduate
medical education in qualified teaching
health centers from direct appropria-
tions to an authorization of appropria-
tions, with Mr. CAMPBELL (Acting
Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday,
May 24, 2011, a request for a recorded
vote on amendment No. 7 printed in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxX) had been postponed.
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Pursuant to clause 6 of rule XVIII,
proceedings on that amendment will
now resume.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MS. FOXX

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
FoxxX) on which further proceedings
were postponed and on which the ayes
prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 182,
not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 338]
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Sessions Sullivan Westmoreland
Shimkus Terry Whitfield
Shuler Thompson (PA) Wilson (SC)
Shuster Thornberry Wittman
Simpson Tiberi Wolf
Smith (NE) Tipton Womack
Smith (T Upton. Woodal
Southerland Walberg gyoder

oung (AK)
Stearns Walden Young (FL)
Stivers Walsh (IL)
Stutzman West Young (IN)

NOES—182
Ackerman Frank (MA) Olver
Andrews Fudge Owens
Baca Garamendi Pallone
Baldwin Gonzalez Pascrell
Barrow Green, Al Pastor (AZ)
Bass (CA) Green, Gene Payne
Bass (NH) Grijalva Pelosi
Becerra Grimm Perlmutter
Berkley Gutierrez Peters
Bgrman Hanabusa Pingree (ME)
B}ggert Hanqa Price (NC)
B}lbray Hastings (FL) Quigley
B}shop (GA) Heg;k ) Rangel
Bishop (NY) Heinrich Reyes
Blumenauer H}gglns Richardson
Bono Mack H}mes Richmond
Boswell H}nchey Rothman (NJ)
Brady (PA) Hinojosa Roybal-Allard
Brown (FL) Hirono Ruppersherger
Butterfield Holt
Capito Honda Rush
Capps Hoyer Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda

Capuano Inslee T
Cardoza Israel S y

anchez, Loretta
Carnahan Jackson Lee Sar

arbanes
Carney (TX) Schakowsky
Carson (IN) Johnson (GA) Sohiff
Chandler Johnson, E. B.
Chu Kaptur Schrader
Cicilline Keating Schwartz
Clarke (MD) Kind Scott (VA)
Clarke (NY) Kissell Scott, David
Clay Kucinich Serrano
Cleaver Langevin Sewell

g

Clyburn Larsen (WA) Sherman
Cohen Larson (CT) Sires
Connolly (VA)  Lee (CA) Slaughter
Conyers Levin Smith (WA)
Cooper Lewis (GA) Speier
Costa Loebsack Stark
Courtney Lofgren, Zoe Sutton
Crowley Lowey Thompson (CA)
Cuellar Lujan Tpompson (MS)
Cummings Lynch Tierney
Davis (CA) Maloney Tonko
Davis (IL) Markey Towns
DeFazio Matheson Tsongas
DeGette Matsui Van Hollen
DeLauro McCollum Velazquez
Dent McDermott Visclosky
Deutch McGovern Walz (MN)
Dicks McNerney Wasserman
Dingell Meeks Schultz
Doggett Michaud Waters
Dold Miller (NC) Watt
Doyle Miller, George Waxman
Edwards Moore Weiner
Ellison Moran Welch
Engel Murphy (CT) Wilson (FL)
Eshoo Nadler Woolsey
Farr Napolitano Wu
Fattah Neal Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—15

Braley (IA) Giffords Long
Burgess Gingrey (GA) McCarthy (NY)
Castor (FL) Gowdy Polis
Filner Hastings (WA) Reed
Frelinghuysen Jackson (IL) Webster
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AYES—234
Adams Foxx McCaul
Aderholt Franks (AZ) McClintock
Akin Gallegly McCotter
Alexander Gardner McHenry
Altmire Garrett McIntyre
Amash Gerlach McKeon
Austria Gibbs McKinley
Bachmann Gibson McMorris
Bachus Gohmert Rodgers
Barletta Goodlatte Meehan
Bartlett Gosar Mica
Barton (TX) Granger Miller (FL)
Benishek Graves (GA) Miller (MI)
Berg Graves (MO) Miller, Gary
Bilirakis Griffin (AR) Mulvaney
Bishop (UT) Griffith (VA) Murphy (PA)
Black Guinta Myrick
Blackburn Guthrie Neugebauer
Bonner Hall Noem
Boren Harper Nugent
Boustany Harris Nunes
Brady (TX) Hartzler Nunnelee
Brooks Hayworth Olson
Broun (GA) Hensarling Palazzo
Buchanan Herger Paul
Bucshon Herrera Beutler  Paulsen
Buerkle Holden Pearce
Burton (IN) Huelskamp Pence
Calvert Huizenga (MI) Peterson
Camp Hultgren Petri
Campbell Hunter Pitts
Canseco Hurt Platts
Cantor Issa Poe (TX)
Carter Jenkins Pompeo
Cassidy Johnson (IL) Posey
Chabot Johnson (OH) Price (GA)
Chaffetz Johnson, Sam Quayle
Coble Jones Rahall
Coffman (CO) Jordan Rehberg
Cole Kelly Reichert
Conaway Kildee Renacci
Costello King (IA) Ribble
Cravaack King (NY) Rigell
Crawford Kingston Rivera
Crenshaw Kinzinger (IL) Roby
Critz Kline Roe (TN)
Culberson Labrador Rogers (AL)
Davis (KY) Lamborn Rogers (KY)
Denham Lance Rogers (MI)
DesJarlais Landry Rohrabacher
Diaz-Balart Lankford Rokita
Donnelly (IN) Latham Rooney
Dreier LaTourette Ros-Lehtinen
Duffy Latta Roskam
Duncan (SC) Lewis (CA) Ross (AR)
Duncan (TN) Lipinski Ross (FL)
Ellmers LoBiondo Royce
Emerson Lucas Runyan
Farenthold Luetkemeyer Ryan (WI)
Fincher Lummis Scalise
Fitzpatrick Lungren, Daniel ~ Schilling
Flake E. Schmidt
Fleischmann Mack Schock
Fleming Manzullo Schweikert
Flores Marchant Scott (SC)
Forbes Marino Scott, Austin
Fortenberry McCarthy (CA) Sensenbrenner

WASSERMAN SCHULTZ changed their
vote from ‘“‘aye’ to ‘“‘no.”

Messrs. ALTMIRE and SULLIVAN
changed their vote from ‘“‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. REED. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 338,
had | been present, | would have voted, “aye.”
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Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 338,
| was away from the Capitol region attending
the Civil Rights Freedom Riders’ 50th Anniver-
sary Celebration. Had | been present, | would
have voted, “no.”

The Acting CHAIR. There being no
further amendments, the Committee
rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. GER-
LACH) having assumed the chair, Mr.
CAMPBELL, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 1216) to amend the Public
Health Service Act to convert funding
for graduate medical education in
qualified teaching health centers from
direct appropriations to an authoriza-
tion of appropriations, and, pursuant
to House Resolution 269, reported the
bill back to the House with an amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further
proceedings on this bill are postponed.

————

WELCOMING THE NEW HOUSE
CHAPLAIN

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

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, one of
the most important members of the
House community is not a Member of
the House. Upon its inception, the
House elected a chaplain to deliver the
opening prayer, continuing a tradition
started by the First Continental Con-
gress.

As the House has grown, so has the
role of the chaplain, who Members, of-
ficers, and staff look to for advice and
counsel.

The chaplain also sees to the well-
being of this institution, which serves
people of all faiths, and a Nation that
has always put its trust in God.

Our national motto is an echo of the
16th Psalm, which in part says: ‘‘Pre-
serve me, O God, for in thee do I put
my trust.”

In many ways, the chaplain is the an-
chor of the House.

So it was with regret that we bid
farewell to Father Coughlin, who re-
tired after 11 years of distinguished
service. But always looking out for us,
Father Dan left behind one last bless-
ing. He recommended someone who he
felt would be a worthy successor. And
to no surprise, Father Dan was right.

Father Pat Conroy comes to us from
the Northwest. He was born and raised
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in Washington State and has spent
much of his priesthood in Oregon. Next
month, he will mark his 28th year as a
Jesuit priest.

Father Pat also served here in our
capital city. He was chaplain at
Georgetown University for a total of 10
years.

He has a deep appreciation for public
service. Before being called into the
priesthood, Father Pat had thought he
had a calling into politics, specifically
the United States Senate.

Father, something tells me that
you’ll fit in just fine right here.

I think it’s important to give the
House a sense of Father Pat’s char-
acter.

This is from a letter he wrote ex-
pressing his willingness to serve as
chaplain:

““As a Jesuit, I believe it a part of my
calling to find God in all things and to
discover the spirit of God present in
the people I encounter and whom I
serve. I wish to say that I am ready and
willing should those to be served deem
me worthy of this ministry. Though
true of any ministry, the position
would call me to a radical reliance
upon the grace of God, which would
also be God’s gift.”

I think it’s clear this loyal servant of
the faithful is uniquely suited to serve
as chaplain of the people’s House.

Leader PELOSI and I have gotten a
chance to know Father Pat, and we are
honored that he has accepted our invi-
tation to serve as chaplain. We’'re
blessed, I think, to have his guidance
and his wisdom as we discharge our du-
ties and fulfill our obligations to cur-
rent and future generations of Ameri-
cans.

Please join me in welcoming and con-
gratulating the 60th chaplain of the
House of Representatives, Father Pat
Conroy.

(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. PELOSI. As the Speaker takes
the chair, I join him in commending to
the House the spiritual leadership of
Father Patrick Conroy.

Speaker BOEHNER, I wish to associate
myself with your remarks so beau-
tifully explaining how proud we are
that Father Patrick Conroy has agreed
to this additional responsibility.

I would only like to add that in his
ministering to the needs at George-
town as a chaplain there, he was en-
gaged in many interfaith ministerings.
So that serves him well to come here
with the diversity of beliefs that we
have within even the Protestant part
of our Congress but also throughout
the Congress.

Father Pat Conroy comes with a
healthy respect for what we do, as
Speaker BOEHNER said. He has been a
longtime Jesuit and again served very
beautifully in that capacity. Before
that he was an attorney. So the mak-
ing of laws is of interest to him. That
is not to say that he doesn’t under-
stand his first responsibility, and that
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is to minister to the spiritual and per-
sonal needs of our colleagues.

Yes, Speaker BOEHNER was correct in
saying that one of the last gifts that
Father Coughlin left us was a rec-
ommendation that Father Patrick
Conroy would be considered to follow
in his footsteps, and huge footsteps
they are. For more than 10 years, Fa-
ther Dan was our spiritual leader, and
we were blessed with that.

Today, we are blessed again with the
Speaker’s recommendation to the body
of Father Patrick Conroy as the Chap-
lain of the House of Representatives.

It is a beautiful honor, steeped in his-
tory, deeply personal, free of politics;
and we wish him every success in that
job.

Father, we pray for you. Please pray
for us.

Welcome, Father Patrick Conroy.

———

SWEARING IN OF THE CHAPLAIN
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES

The SPEAKER. Will the Chaplain-
designate please take the well.

The Chair will now swear in the
Chaplain of the House.

The Chaplain-designate
oath of office as follows:

Do you solemnly swear that you will
support and defend the Constitution of
the United States against all enemies,
foreign and domestic; that you will
bear true faith and allegiance to the
same; that you take this obligation
freely, without any mental reservation
or purpose of evasion; and that you will
well and faithfully discharge the duties
of the office on which you are about to
enter, so help you God.

The SPEAKER. Congratulations.

——
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REPEALING MANDATORY FUNDING
FOR GRADUATE MEDICAL EDU-
CATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan). Pursuant to
clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further pro-
ceedings will resume with the third
reading of the bill (H.R. 1216) to amend
the Public Health Service Act to con-
vert funding for graduate medical edu-
cation in qualified teaching health cen-
ters from direct appropriations to an
authorization of appropriations.

The bill was read the third time.

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I
have a motion to recommit at the
desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. CLYBURN. In its current form, I
am, Madam Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Clyburn moves to recommit the bill
H.R. 1216 to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce with instructions to report the

took the
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same to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment:

Page 3, after line 14, insert the following
new paragraph (and redesignate subsequent
paragraphs accordingly):

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by adding at the
end the following new subparagraph:

*(C) ENSURING AUTHORIZED AMOUNTS FIRST
PROVIDED TO UNDERSERVED AREAS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraphs
(A) and (B), in determining the amounts pay-
able under this section to qualified teaching
health centers for a fiscal year, the Sec-
retary shall—

“(I) first make payments under this sec-
tion to qualified teaching health centers in
underserved areas, based on the full amount
determined for such centers pursuant to
clause (ii); and

““(IT) after application of subclause (I),
from any remaining amounts appropriated
for such fiscal year pursuant to subsection
(g), make payments under this section to
qualified teaching health centers not de-
scribed in subclause (I).

‘“(ii) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of
making payments under clause (i)(I), the
Secretary shall determine such amounts
that would be payable under this section to
qualified teaching health centers described
in such clause as if the full amount author-
ized to be appropriated under subsection (g)
for such fiscal year is the amount appro-
priated to carry out this section for such fis-
cal year.”;

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
South Carolina is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his motion.

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, last
month, Republicans voted to end Medi-
care. According to the nonpartisan
Congressional Budget Office, their plan
would raise seniors’ health care costs
by more than $6,000 per year, doubling
their out-of-pocket costs.

Now, this week, Republicans want to
cut training for new primary care doc-
tors. This is another part of their at-
tempt to repeal health care reform
piece by piece. Madam Speaker, there
is bipartisan agreement that we need
more primary care physicians. Yet Re-
publicans are bringing up a bill that
will make sure that even fewer primary
care doctors are trained to meet the
growing demand. This is a terrible idea
but not surprising.

I oppose this bill because we need to
be training more primary care doctors,
not fewer; but at a minimum, we must
ensure that the Nation’s neediest areas
have access to the doctors they need.

This final amendment will ensure
that training programs in the areas
most in need of primary care doctors
are to be prioritized for funding. This is
common sense.

My district, like so many others rep-
resented in this body, has some very
rural communities. In many areas,
families have to drive for dozens of
miles to reach the nearest doctor. Peo-
ple who live in remote communities,
like Brittons Neck and Salters, travel
great distances in search of primary
care, and many don’t have public or
private transportation. This is not just
an abstract debate about compassion.
For many people, it is literally a mat-
ter of life and death.

Madam Speaker, we all know that,
for decades, many communities across
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the country have been left out of the
American Dream year after year after
year. We call these places persistent
poverty counties—counties where more
than 20 percent of their populations
have existed below the poverty level
for at least 30 years. Approximately 15
percent of all counties in America
qualify as persistent poverty counties
under this definition. Because a major-
ity of these counties is rural, it only
comprises about 7 percent of the Na-
tion’s population. These are the places
that this amendment targets for fund-
ing.

These communities are diverse and
are spread across the country, includ-
ing Appalachian communities in Ken-
tucky and West Virginia, Native Amer-
ican communities in South Dakota and
Alaska, Latino communities in Arizona
and New Mexico, African American
communities in Mississippi and South
Carolina, and urban communities in
Philadelphia, New York, Baltimore,
and St. Louis.

So I say to my colleagues on the
other side: If you're going to cut fund-
ing for training new doctors, let us at
least ensure that the communities with
the greatest needs are placed at the
front of the line. I urge my colleagues
to vote ‘‘yes’ on this final amendment.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Madam Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to the motion to re-
commit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Kentucky is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Madam Speaker, as
we began the debate about Medicare
just a minute ago, we knew last week
when we left to go home to work in our
districts that Medicare’s actuary said
it is going to go bankrupt in 2024.

This side of the aisle has offered a
plan to make it stable, secure and sus-
tainable. There is no member—no
member as we heard all day yester-
day—of the Greatest Generation on
whom this will have any effect. As a
matter of fact, over half the baby
boomer generation will have no
changes. We are changing Medicare to
make it work so it is sustainable.

If we follow the plan introduced by
the President, which does raise taxes
on the rich but still does not address
the sustainability of Medicare in the
future, my daughter, when she is my
age 30 years from now, will wake up
and go to work, and 100 percent of the
Federal income tax she pays will pay
for my generation to be retired. The
Greatest Generation provided my gen-
eration opportunities, and we’re work-
ing to make sure our children have op-
portunities as well.

On the underlying bill, what’s inter-
esting is that this bill only takes this
program back to the way it was passed
out of the House in the health care bill.
We are doing exactly what the major-
ity passed out of the House. It changed
to a mandatory program in the Senate,
and was adopted when it came back
from the Senate.

So, if this program is so important
that it has to be mandatory funding as
they say it has to be, why didn’t they
do it when they debated the health
care bill before and include the provi-
sion that is in this motion to recom-
mit?
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As a matter of fact, this bill author-
izes changes in medical education in

hospitals, teaching hospitals, chil-
dren’s hospitals, nurses’ programs,
geriatric programs, pediatric pro-

grams. There are all sorts of them, and
none of them have the provision that
this motion to recommit wants to put
on this program.

So I say we need to get a handle on
the budget so we can have a future for
this country. We need to quit putting
programs on autopilot, and put them in
the process, that they go through the
appropriations process so they can be
reviewed and they can be determined
which programs are successful and
moving forward.

It is important that we have primary
care physicians trained at teaching
health centers, but it’s also important
we have them at children’s hospitals
that were zeroed out in the President’s
budget. So as we put these programs on
mandatory spending, we are losing op-
portunities to fund other programs.
Community health centers, they com-
pete for discretionary funding. This is
money that would be taken from that
area and on to mandatory funding.

So, Madam Speaker, this side of the
House is ready to say to the Greatest
Generation, we’re preserving what you
have. We also want to tell our children
they have a future as great as the
Greatest Generation gave us.

Madam Speaker, I ask my colleagues
to vote against this motion to recom-
mit.

Mr. GUTHRIE. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. CLYBURN. Madam Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
this 15-minute vote on the motion to
recommit will be followed by 5-minute
votes on passage of H.R. 1216, if or-
dered; ordering the previous question
on House Resolution 276 and the
amendment thereto; adoption of the
amendment to House Resolution 276, if
ordered; and adoption of House Resolu-
tion 276, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 236,
not voting 11, as follows:
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Ackerman
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boren
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Farr
Fattah
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gonzalez

Adams
Aderholt
Akin
Alexander
Altmire
Amash
Austria
Bachmann
Bachus
Barletta
Bartlett
Barton (TX)
Bass (NH)
Benishek
Berg
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess

[Roll No. 339]

AYES—184

Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Holt
Honda
Hoyer
Inslee
Israel
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kissell
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matheson
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McIntyre
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Murphy (CT)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Owens
Pallone
Pascrell

NOES—236

Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Conyers
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold
Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
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Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Ross (AR)
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Rush
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schwartz
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell
Sherman
Shuler
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stark
Sutton
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Tierney
Tonko
Towns
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz (MN)
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watt
Waxman
Weiner
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Woolsey
Wu
Yarmuth

Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
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Hanna McHenry Ross (FL)
Harper McKeon Royce
Harris McKinley Runyan
Hartzler McMorris Ryan (WI)
Hayworth Rodgers Scalise
Heck Meehan Schilling
Hensarling Mica Schmidt
Herger M%ller (FL) Schock
Herrera Beutler M}ller (MI) Schweikert
Huelskamp Miller, Gary Scott (SC)
Huizenga (MI) Mulvaney S :
cott, Austin
Hultgren Murphy (PA) Sensenbrenner
Hunter Myrick Sessions
Hurt Neugebauer X
Issa Noem Shimlkus
Jenkins Nugent Sbuster
Johnson (IL) Nunes Slmpson
Johnson (OH) Nunnelee Sm}th (NE)
Johnson, Sam Olson Smith (NJ)
Jordan Palazzo Smith (TX)
Kelly Paul Southerland
King (IA) Paulsen Stearns
King (NY) Pearce Stivers
Kingston Pence Stutzman
Kinzinger (IL) Petri Sullivan
Kline Pitts Terry
Labrador Platts Thompson (PA)
Lamborn Poe (TX) Thornberry
Lance Pompeo Tiberi
Landry Posey Tipton
Lankford Price (GA) Turner
Latham Quayle Upton
LaTourette Reed Walberg
Latta Rehberg
Lewis (CA) Reichert ‘x:igﬁm)
LoBiondo Renacci
Lucas Ribble Webster
: West

Luetkemeyer Rigell Wostmoreland
Lummis Rivera .
Lungren, Daniel  Roby Wmtﬁeld

E. Roe (TN) W}lson (SC)
Mack Rogers (AL) Wittman
Manzullo Rogers (KY) Wolf
Marchant Rogers (MI) Womack
Marino Rohrabacher Woodall
McCarthy (CA) Rokita Yoder
McCaul Rooney Young (AK)
McClintock Ros-Lehtinen Young (FL)
McCotter Roskam Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—11
Braley (IA) Giffords Long
Cantor Hastings (FL) McCarthy (NY)
Filner Hastings (WA) Ruppersberger
Frelinghuysen Jackson (IL)
O 1432
Messrs. GUTIERREZ and PAYNE

changed their vote from ‘“‘no”’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
339, | was away from the Capitol region at-
tending the Civil Rights Freedom Riders’ 50th
Anniversary Celebration. Had | been present,
| would have voted “aye.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. Madam
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 234, noes 185,
not voting 12, as follows:

[Roll No. 340]

This

AYES—234
Adams Austria Bass (NH)
Aderholt Bachmann Benishek
Akin Bachus Berg
Alexander Bartlett Biggert
Amash Barton (TX) Bilbray

Bilirakis
Bishop (UT)
Black
Blackburn
Bonner
Bono Mack
Boren
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brooks
Broun (GA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Buerkle
Burgess
Burton (IN)
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canseco
Cantor
Capito
Carter
Cassidy
Chabot
Chaffetz
Coble
Coffman (CO)
Cole
Conaway
Cravaack
Crawford
Crenshaw
Culberson
Davis (KY)
Denham
Dent
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Dreier
Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers
Emerson
Farenthold
Fincher
Fitzpatrick
Flake
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Gallegly
Gardner
Garrett
Gerlach
Gibbs
Gibson
Gingrey (GA)
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (MO)
Griffin (AR)
Griffith (VA)
Grimm
Guinta

Ackerman
Altmire
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barletta
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney

Guthrie
Hall
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (NY)
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCotter
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence

NOES—185

Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Connolly (VA)
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette

Petri

Pitts

Platts

Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey

Price (GA)
Quayle
Rangel
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby

Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schock
Schweikert
Scott (SC)
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

DeLauro
Deutch
Dicks
Dingell
Doggett
Donnelly (IN)
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo

Farr
Fattah
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gonzalez
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hanna
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Heinrich McDermott Sanchez, Loretta
Higgins McGovern Sarbanes
Himes McNerney Schakowsky
Hinchey Meehan Schiff
Hinojosa Meeks Schrader
Hirono Michaud Schwartz
Holden Miller (NC) Scott (VA)
Holt Miller, George Scott, David
Honda Moore Serrano
Hoyer Moran Sewell
Inslee Murphy (CT) Sherman
Israel Nadler Shuler
Ji a(?llé?;m Lee gap{nitano Sires
ea;

Johnson (GA)  Olver gﬁftghh(ts; N
Johnson, E. B. Owens Speier
Kaptur Pallone

. Stark
Keating Pascrell Sutton
Kildee Pastor (AZ)
Kind Payne Thompson (CA)
King (IA) Pelosi %e";;lfs‘m (MS)
Kissell Perlmutter v
Kucinich Peters Tonko
Langevin Peterson Towns
Larsen (WA) Pingree (ME) Tsongas
Larson (CT) Polis Van Hollen
Lee (CA) Price (NC) Velazquez
Levin Quigley Visclosky
Lewis (GA) Rahall Walz (MN)
Lipinski Reyes Wasserman
Loebsack Richardson Schultz
Lofgren, Zoe Richmond Waters
Lowey Ross (AR) Watt
Lujan Rothman (NJ) Waxman
Lynch Roybal-Allard Weiner
Maloney Ruppersberger Welch
Markey Rush Wilson (FL)
Matheson Ryan (OH) Woolsey
Matsui Sanchez, Linda Wu
McCollum T. Yarmuth

Braley (IA)

NOT VOTING—I12

Franks (AZ)

Hastings (WA)

Clyburn Frelinghuysen Jackson (IL)
Conyers Giffords Long
Filner Hastings (FL) McCarthy (NY)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing on this vote.
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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
340, | was away from the Capitol region at-
tending the Civil Rights Freedom Riders’ 50th
Anniversary Celebration. Had | been present,
| would have voted, “no.”

——————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, on May
25, 2011, | was not present to vote on H.R.
1216. Had | been present, | would have voted,
“no.”

Additionally, | inadvertently cast a ‘“nay”
vote on the Motion to Recommit H.R. 1216. |
intended to vote, “yea.”

———

PROVIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 1540, NATIONAL
DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the
amendment and on the resolution (H.
Res. 276) providing for further consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1540) to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2012 for
military activities of the Department
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of Defense and for military construc-
tion, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for fiscal year 2012, and for
other purposes, on which the yeas and
nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

This will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 239, nays
181, not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 341]
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Wolf Yoder Young (IN)
Womack Young (AK)
Woodall Young (FL)

NAYS—181
Ackerman Gonzalez Payne
Andrews Green, Al Pelosi
Baca Green, Gene Perlmutter
Baldwin Grijalva Peters
Barrow Gutierrez Peterson
Bass (CA) Hanabusa Pingree (ME)
Becerra Hastings (FL) Polis
Berkley Hgin?ich Price (NC)
Berman Higgins Quigley
Bishop (GA) Himes Rahall
Bishop (NY) Hinchey Rangel

R ge
Blumenauer Hinojosa Reyes
Boren Hirono X

Richardson
Boswell Holden Richmond
Brady (PA) Holt
Brown (FL) Honda Ross (AR)
Butterfield Inslee Rothman (NJ)
Capps Israel Roybal-Allard
Capuano Jackson Lee Ruppersberger
Cardoza (TX) Rush
Carnahan Johnson (GA) Ryan (OH)
Carney Johnson, E. B. Sanchez, Linda
Carson (IN) Kaptur T.
Castor (FL) Keating Sanchez, Loretta
Chandler Kind Sarbanes
Chu Kissell Schakowsky
Cicilline Kucinich Schiff
Clarke (MI) Langevin Schrader
Clarke (NY) Larsen (WA) Schwartz
Clay Larson (CT) Scott (VA)
Cleaver Lee (CA) Scott, David
Cohen Levin Serrano
Connolly (VA) Lgv&{is (qA) Sewell
Conyers Lipinski Sherman
Cooper Loebsack Sires
Costa Lofgren, Zoe Slaughter
gostillo Eow’ey Smith (WA)
ourtney ujan ;

Critz Lynch gf:;ir
Crowley Maloney Sutton
Cuellal'r Markey Thompson (CA)
Cummings Matheson Thompson (MS)
Davis (CA) Matsui Tierney
Davis (IL) McCollum Tonko
DeFazio McDermott
DeGette McGovern Towns
DeLauro McIntyre Tsongas
Deutch McNerney Van Hollen
Dicks Meeks Velazquez
Dingell Michaud Visclosky
Doggett Miller (NC) Walz (MN)
Donnelly (IN) Miller, George Wasserman
Doyle Moore Schultz
BEdwards Moran Waters
Ellison Nadler Watt
Engel Napolitano Waxman
Eshoo Neal Weiner
Farr Olver Welch
Fattah Owens Wilson (FL)
Frank (MA) Pallone Woolsey
Fudge Pascrell Wu
Garamendi Pastor (AZ) Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—11

Braley (IA) Giffords Kildee
Clyburn Hastings (WA) Long
Filner Hoyer McCarthy (NY)
Frelinghuysen Jackson (IL)
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So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
Stated against:
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tisan agreement on a 4-year extension
of each expiring provision is still pend-
ing in the Senate.

Unfortunately, the Senate will not
vote on cloture until some point Thurs-
day morning. Further, the cloture vote
initiates up to 30 hours of post-cloture
debate before the Senate can vote on
final passage and send the bill to the
House. If all time were used, which is
currently not known, the Senate would
not clear their bill until Friday morn-
ing.

Therefore, Madam Speaker, Members
are advised to make contingency travel
plans for Thursday and Friday. It is
likely that the House will be in session
and voting past 3 p.m. tomorrow. Fur-
ther, it is possible that the House could
also be in session and voting on Friday.
We will update Members on the Sen-
ate’s progress as we continue to move
through the week, Madam Speaker.

I thank the Members for their pa-
tience, and I no doubt share in their
unspoken thoughts about the other
body.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Utah (Mr.
BISHOP).

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution, as
amended.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. McGOVERN. Madam Speaker, 1
demand a recorded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
will be a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 243, noes 170,
not voting 18, as follows:

[Roll No. 342]

This

YEAS—239
Adams Gibson Myrick
Aderholt Gingrey (GA) Neugebauer
Akin Gohmert Noem
Alexander Goodlatte Nugent
Altmire Gosar Nunes
Amash Gowdy Nunnelee
Austria Granger Olson
Bachmann Graves (GA) Palazzo
Bachus Graves (MO) Paul
Barletta Griffin (AR) Paulsen
Bartlett Griffith (VA) Pearce
Barton (TX) Grimm Pence
Bass (NH) Guinta Petri
Benishek Guthrie Pitts
Berg Hall Platts
Biggert Hanna Poe (TX)
Bilbray Harper Pompeo
Bilirakis Harris Posey
Bishop (UT) Hartzler Price (GA)
Black Hayworth Quayle
Blackburn Heck Reed
Bonner Hensarling Rehberg
Bono Mack Herger Reichert
Boustany Herrera Beutler  Renacci
Brady (TX) Huelskamp Ribble
Brooks Huizenga (MI) Rigell
Broun (GA) Hultgren Rivera
Buchanan Hunter Roby
Bucshon Hurt Roe (TN)
Buerkle Issa Rogers (AL)
Burgess Jenkins Rogers (KY)
Burton (IN) Johnson (IL) Rogers (MI)
Calvert Johnson (OH) Rohrabacher
Camp Johnson, Sam Rokita
Campbell Jones Rooney
Canseco Jordan Ros-Lehtinen
Cantor Kelly Roskam
Capito King (IA) Ross (FL)
Carter King (NY) Royce
Cassidy Kingston Runyan
Chabot, Kinzinger (IL) Ryan (WI)
Chaffetz Kline Scalise
Coble Labrador Schilling
Coffman (CO) Lamborn Schmidt
Cole Lance Schock
Conaway Landry Schweikert
Cravaack Lankford Scott (SC)
Crawford Latham Scott, Austin
Crenshaw LaTourette Sensenbrenner
Culberson Latta Sessions
Davis (KY) Lewis (CA) Shimkus
Denham LoBiondo Shuler
Dent Lucas Shuster
DesdJarlais Luetkemeyer Simpson
Diaz-Balart Lummis Smith (NE)
Dold Lungren, Daniel Smith (NJ)
Dreier E. Smith (TX)
Duffy Mack Southerland
Duncan (SC) Manzullo Stearns
Duncan (TN) Marchant Stivers
Ellmers Marino Stutzman
Emerson McCarthy (CA) Sullivan
Farenthold McCaul Terry
Fincher MecClintock Thompson (PA)
Fitzpatrick McCotter Thornberry
Flake McHenry Tiberi
Fleischmann McKeon Tipton
Fleming McKinley Turner
Flores McMorris Upton
Forbes Rodgers Walberg
Fortenberry Meehan Walden
Foxx Mica Walsh (IL)
Franks (AZ) Miller (FL) Webster
Gallegly Miller (MI) West
Gardner Miller, Gary Westmoreland
Garrett Mulvaney Whitfield
Gerlach Murphy (CT) Wilson (SC)
Gibbs Murphy (PA) Wittman

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
341, | was away from the Capitol region at-
tending the Civil Rights Freedom Riders’ 50th
Anniversary Celebration. Had | been present,
| would have voted “nay.”

(By unanimous consent, Mr. CANTOR
was allowed to speak out of order.)

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Speaker, as
Members are aware, three critical pro-
visions of the USA PATRIOT Act ex-
pire at midnight on Thursday. It is
critical to our national security that
we extend these provisions as soon as
possible. At this time, though, a bipar-

AYES—243
Adams Burgess Duncan (TN)
Aderholt Burton (IN) Ellmers
Akin Calvert Emerson
Alexander Camp Farenthold
Altmire Campbell Fincher
Amash Canseco Fitzpatrick
Austria Cantor Flake
Bachmann Capito Fleischmann
Bachus Carter Fleming
Barletta Cassidy Flores
Bartlett Chabot Forbes
Barton (TX) Chaffetz Fortenberry
Benishek Coble Foxx
Berg Coffman (CO) Franks (AZ)
Biggert Cole Gallegly
Bilbray Conaway Gardner
Bilirakis Connolly (VA) Garrett
Bishop (UT) Cravaack Gerlach
Black Crawford Gibbs
Blackburn Crenshaw Gibson
Bonner Culberson Gingrey (GA)
Bono Mack Davis (KY) Gohmert
Boren Denham Goodlatte
Boustany Dent Gosar
Brady (TX) DesJarlais Gowdy
Brooks Dold Granger
Broun (GA) Donnelly (IN) Graves (GA)
Buchanan Dreier Graves (MO)
Bucshon Duffy Griffin (AR)
Buerkle Duncan (SC) Griffith (VA)
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Grimm
Guinta
Guthrie
Hall
Hanna
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Hayworth
Heck
Hensarling
Herger
Herrera Beutler
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurt
Issa
Jenkins
Johnson (IL)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jones
Jordan
Kelly
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kissell
Kline
Labrador
Lamborn
Lance
Landry
Lankford
Latham
LaTourette
Latta
Lewis (CA)
LoBiondo
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
Lungren, Daniel
E.
Mack
Manzullo
Marchant
Marino
Matheson
McCarthy (CA)

Ackerman
Andrews
Baca
Baldwin
Barrow
Bass (CA)
Becerra
Berkley
Berman
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (NY)
Blumenauer
Boswell
Brady (PA)
Brown (FL)
Butterfield
Capps
Capuano
Cardoza
Carnahan
Carney
Carson (IN)
Castor (FL)
Chandler
Chu
Cicilline
Clarke (MI)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Cohen
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Costello
Courtney
Critz
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis (IL)
DeFazio
DeGette
DeLauro
Deutch

McCaul
MecClintock
McCotter
McHenry
MclIntyre
McKeon
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
Meehan
Mica
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, Gary
Mulvaney
Murphy (CT)
Murphy (PA)
Myrick
Neugebauer
Noem
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
Olson
Owens
Palazzo
Paul
Paulsen
Pearce
Pence
Perlmutter
Petri
Pitts
Platts
Poe (TX)
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Quayle
Reed
Rehberg
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rigell
Rivera
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rohrabacher

NOES—170

Dingell
Doggett
Doyle
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Farr
Fattah
Frank (MA)
Fudge
Garamendi
Gonzalez
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutierrez
Hanabusa
Hastings (FL)
Heinrich
Higgins
Himes
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hirono
Holden
Holt
Honda
Inslee
Israel
Jackson Lee
(TX)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Kaptur
Keating
Kildee
Kind
Kucinich
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lee (CA)
Levin
Lewis (GA)
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Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross (AR)
Ross (FL)
Royce
Runyan
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Scalise
Schilling
Schmidt
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Shimkus
Shuler
Shuster
Simpson
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Southerland
Stearns
Stivers
Stutzman
Sullivan
Terry
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Turner
Upton
Walberg
Walden
Walsh (IL)
Webster
West
Whitfield
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Young (IN)

Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren, Zoe
Lowey
Lujan
Lynch
Maloney
Markey
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Michaud
Miller (NC)
Miller, George
Moore
Moran
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Olver
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor (AZ)
Payne
Peters
Peterson
Pingree (ME)
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reyes
Richardson
Richmond
Rothman (NJ)
Roybal-Allard
Ruppersberger
Rush
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta

Sarbanes Smith (WA) Walz (MN)
Schakowsky Speier Wasserman
Schiff Stark Schultz
Schock Sutton Waters
Schrader Thompson (CA) Watt
Schwartz Thompson (MS) Waxman
Scott (VA) Tierney Weiner
gcott, David ?onko Welch
errano owns Wilson (FL)
Sewell Tsongas Wool
Sherman Van Hollen WOO Sey
Sires Velazquez u
Slaughter Visclosky Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—18
Bass (NH) Filner Kingston
Braley (IA) Frelinghuysen Long
Clyburn Giffords McCarthy (NY)
Crowley Hastings (WA) Pelosi
Diaz-Balart Hoyer Scott (SC)
Dicks Jackson (IL) Westmoreland
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So the resolution, as amended, was
agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. SCOTT of South Carolina. Madam
Speaker, on rollcall No. 342, | was unavoid-
ably detained. Had | been present, | would
have voted “aye.”

Stated against:

Mr. FILNER. Madam Speaker, on rollcall
342, | was away from the Capitol region at-
tending the Civil Rights Freedom Riders’ 50th
Anniversary Celebration. Had | been present,
| would have voted “no.”

———————

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. MCHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourn today, it adjourn to
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KING of Towa). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I am re-
corded as having voted ‘‘yes” on H.R.
1216; it should have been a ‘‘no.”

———————

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I was in room 2103 of the Ray-
burn Building, and the electronic buzz-
er did not go off. I missed the vote on
the Democratic motion to recommit on
H.R. 1216. Had I been present, I would
have voted ‘‘yes.”” And on final passage
of H.R. 1216, had I been present, I would
have voted ‘‘no.”

———

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1540.

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

There was no objection.
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2012

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 276 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 1540.
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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
further consideration of the bill (H.R.
1540) to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 2012 for military activities
of the Department of Defense and for
military construction, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for fiscal
year 2012, and for other purposes, with
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan (Acting
Chair) in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-
mittee of the Whole rose on Tuesday,
May 24, 2011, all time for general de-
bate pursuant to House Resolution 269
had expired.

Pursuant to House Resolution 276, as
amended, no further general debate
shall be in order. The amendment in
the nature of a substitute printed in
the bill shall be considered as an origi-
nal bill for the purpose of amendment
under the 5-minute rule and shall be
considered as read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R. 1540

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-

fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012°°.

SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DIVISIONS.—This Act is organized into four
divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorizations.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-
ieations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations and Other Au-
thorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions; table

of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE —PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Limitation on retirement of C-23 air-
craft.

Limitation on procurement of Stryker
combat vehicles.

Multiyear procurement authority for
airframes for Army UH-60M/HH-
60M helicopters and Navy MH-
60R/MH-60S helicopters.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

Multiyear funding for detail design
and construction of LHA replace-
ment ship designated LHA-7.

Sec. 111.
Sec. 112.

Sec. 113.

Sec. 121.
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Sec. 122. Multiyear funding for procurement of
Arleigh Burke-class destroyers.
Multiyear procurement authority for
mission avionics and common
cockpits for Navy MH-60R/S heli-

copters.

Separate procurement line item for cer-
tain Littoral Combat Ship mission
modules.

Life-cycle cost-benefit analysis on al-
ternative maintenance and sus-
tainability plans for the Littoral
Combat Ship program.

Sec. 126. Limitation on availability of funds for

F/A-18 service life extension pro-
gram.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
Sec. 131. B-1 Bomber force structure.
Sec. 132. Procurement of advanced extremely
high frequency satellites.
Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters
Sec. 141. Joint Improvised Explosive Device De-
feat Fund.

Sec. 123.

Sec. 124.

Sec. 125.

Sec. 142. Contracts for commercial imaging sat-
ellite capacities.

Sec. 143. Limitation on availability of funds for
acquisition of joint tactical radio
system.

Sec. 144. Limitation on availability of funds for
aviation foreign internal defense
program.

Sec. 145. Limitation on availability of funds for
commercial satellite procurement.

Sec. 146. Separate procurement line item for

non-lethal weapons funding.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, Restrictions,
and Limitations

Sec. 211. Limitation on availability of funds for
the ground combat wvehicle pro-
gram.

Limitation on the individual carbine
program.

Limitation on availability of funds for
Ohio-class ballistic missile sub-
marine replacement program.

Limitation on availability of funds for
amphibious assault vehicles of the
Marine Corps.

Limitation on obligation of funds for
the propulsion system for the F-35
Lightning II aircraft program.

Limitation on obligation of funds for
joint replacement fuze program.

Limitation on availability of funds for
the Joint Space Operations Center
management system.

Limitation on availability of funds for
wireless innovation fund.

Advanced rotorcraft flight research
and development.

Designation of main propulsion system
of the next-generation long-range
strike bomber aircraft as major
subprogram.

Designation of electromagnetic air-
craft launch system development
and procurement program as
major subprogram.

Prohibition on delegation of budgeting
authority for certain research and
educational programs.

Limitation on availability of funds for
Future Unmanned Carrier-based
Strike System.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

231. Acquisition accountability reports on

the ballistic missile defense sys-
tem.

232. Limitation on availability of funds for

Medium Extended Air Defense
System.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.
Sec. 220.

Sec. 221.

Sec. 222.

Sec. 223.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 233. Homeland defense hedging policy and
strategy.

Ground-based midcourse defense sys-
tem.

Study on space-based interceptor tech-
nology.

Subtitle D—Reports

Annual comptroller general report on
the KC-46A aircraft acquisition
program.

Independent review and assessment of
cryptographic modernization pro-
gram.

Report on feasibility of electro-
magnetic rail gun system.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Repeal of Requirement for Technology
Transition Initiative.

Preservation and storage of certain
property related to F136 propul-
sion system.

Extension of authority for mechanisms
to provide funds for defense lab-
oratories for research and devel-
opment of technologies for mili-
tary missions.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND

MAINTENANCE
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance funding.

Subtitle B—Energy and Environmental
Provisions

Designation of senior official of Joint
Chiefs of Staff for operational en-
ergy plans and programs and
operational energy budget certifi-
cation.

Military installation implementation
of land management plans and
sustainability studies.

Improved Sikes Act coverage of State-
owned facilities used for the na-
tional defense.

Discharge of wastes at sea generated
by ships of the Armed Forces.
Designation of Department of Defense
erecutive agent for alternative

fuel development.

Favorable consideration of energy-ef-
ficient technologies in contracts
for logistics support of contin-
gency operations.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

321. Definition of depot-level maintenance
and repair.

Core logistics capabilities.

Designation of military industrial fa-
cilities as Centers of Industrial
and Technical Excellence.

Redesignation of core competencies as
core logistics capabilities for Cen-
ters of Industrial and Technical
Ezxcellence.

Permanent and expanded authority
for Army industrial facilities to
enter into certain cooperative ar-
rangements with non-Army enti-
ties.

Amendment to requirement relating to
consideration of competition
throughout operation and
sustainment of major weapon sys-
tems.

Implementation of corrective actions
resulting from corrosion study of
the F-22 and F-35 aircraft.

Subtitle D—Readiness

Modification of Department of Defense
authority to accept voluntary
contributions of funds.

Review of proposed structures affect-
ing navigable airspace.

Sense of Congress regarding integra-
tion of ballistic missile defense
training across and between com-
batant commands and military
services.

Sec. 234.

Sec. 235.

Sec. 241.

Sec. 242.

Sec. 243.

Sec. 251.

Sec. 252.

Sec. 253.

Sec. 311.

Sec. 312.

Sec. 313.

Sec. 314.

Sec. 315.

Sec. 316.

Sec.

322.
323.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 324.

Sec. 325.

Sec. 326.

Sec. 327.

Sec. 331.

Sec. 332.

Sec. 333.
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Subtitle E—Reports

Sec. 341. Annual certification and modifications
of annual report on prepositioned
materiel and equipment.

Sec. 342. Modification of report on maintenance
and repair of vessels in foreign
shipyards.

Sec. 343. Additional requirements for annual re-
port on military working dogs.

Sec. 344. Assessment and reporting requirements
regarding the status of compli-
ance with joint military training
and force allocations.

Sec. 345. Study of United States Pacific Com-
mand training readiness.

Subtitle F—Limitations and Extensions of
Authority

Sec. 351. Adoption of military working dog by
family of deceased or seriously
wounded member of the Armed
Forces who was the dog’s han-
dler.

Prohibition on expansion of the Air
Force food transformation initia-
tive.

Limitation on obligation and expendi-
ture of funds for the migration of
Army enterprise email services.

One-year extension of pilot program
for availability of working-capital
funds to Army for certain product
improvements.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Consideration of foreclosure cir-
cumstances in adjudication of se-
curity clearances.

Authority to provide information for
maritime safety of forces and hy-
drographic support.

Deposit of reimbursed funds under re-
ciprocal fire protection agree-
ments.

Reduction in amounts otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense for print-
ing and reproduction.

Reduction in amounts otherwise au-
thorized to be appropriated to the
Department of Defense for stud-
ies, analysis, and evaluations.

Clarification of the airlift service defi-
nitions relative to the Civil Re-
serve Air Fleet.

Ratemaking procedures for Civil Re-
serve Air Fleet contracts.

Sense of Congress on proposed Federal
Aviation Administration changes
to flight crew member duty and
rest requirements.

369. Policy on Active Shooter Training for

certain law enforcement per-

sonnel.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces
End strengths for active forces.

Revision in permanent active duty end
strength minimum levels.

Sec. 352.

Sec. 353.

Sec. 354.

Sec. 361.

Sec. 362.

Sec. 363.

Sec. 364.

Sec. 365.

Sec. 366.

Sec. 367.

Sec. 368.

Sec.

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on active
duty in support of the Reserves.

End strengths for military technicians
(dual status).

Fiscal year 2012 limitation on number
of non-dual status technicians.
Maximum number of reserve personnel

authorized to be on active duty
for operational support.
Subtitle C—Authorication of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

Sec. 413.

Sec. 414.

Sec. 415.
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TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy Generally
Sec. 501. Increase in authorized strengths for
Marine Corps officers on active
duty in grades of major, lieuten-

ant colonel, and colonel.

Sec. 502. General officer and flag officer reform.
Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management
Sec. 511. Leadership of National Guard Bureau.
Sec. 512. Preseparation counseling for members
of the reserve components.

513. Clarification of applicability of au-
thority for deferral of mandatory
separation of military technicians
(dual status) until age 60.

514. Modification of eligibility for consider-
ation for promotion for reserve of-
ficers employed as military techni-
cians (dual status).

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

521. Findings regarding unique nature, de-
mands, and hardships of military
service.

522. Policy addressing dwell time and
measurement and data collection
regarding unit operating tempo
and personnel tempo.

523. Authorized leave available for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces upon
birth or adoption of a child.

524. Extension of authority to conduct pro-
grams on career flexibility to en-
hance retention of members of the
Armed Forces.

525. Policy on military recruitment and en-
listment of graduates of secondary
schools.

Sec. 526. Navy recruiting and advertising.
Subtitle D—Military Justice and Legal Matters
Sec. 531. Procedures for judicial review of mili-
tary personnel decisions relating

to correction of military records.

532. Clarification of application and extent
of direct acceptance of gifts au-
thority.

533. Additional condition on repeal of
Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell policy.

534. Military regulations regarding mar-
riage.

535. Use of military installations as site for
marriage ceremonies and partici-
pation of chaplains and other
military and civilian personnel in
their official capacity.

Subtitle E—Member Education and Training
Opportunities and Administration
Sec. 541. Improved access to apprenticeship pro-
grams for members of the Armed
Forces who are being separated
from active duty or retired.

Expansion of reserve health profes-

sionals stipend program to include
students in mental health degree
programs in critical wartime spe-
cialties.

Administration of United States Air
Force Institute of Technology.
Appointments to military service acad-
emies from nominations made by

the governor of Puerto Rico.

Temporary authority to waive max-

imum age limitation on admission
to United States Military Acad-
emy, United States Naval Acad-
emy, and United States Air Force
Academy.

Sec. 546. Education and employment advocacy
program for wounded members of
the Armed Forces.

Subtitle F—Army National Military Cemeteries
Sec. 551. Army National Military Cemeteries.
Sec. 552. Inspector General of the Department

of Defense inspection of military
cemeteries.
Subtitle G—Armed Forces Retirement Home

Sec. 561. Control and administration by Sec-
retary of Defense.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 542.

Sec. 543.

Sec. 544.

Sec. 545.
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Sec. 562. Senior Medical Advisor oversight of
health care provided to residents
of Armed Forces Retirement
Home.

563. Establishment of Armed Forces Retire-
ment Home Advisory Council and
Resident Advisory Committees.

564. Administrators, Ombudsmen, and staff
of facilities.

565. Revision of fee requirements.

566. Revision of inspection requirements.

567. Repeal of obsolete transitional provi-
sions and technical, conforming,
and clerical amendments.

Subtitle H—Military Family Readiness Matters

Sec. 571. Revision to membership of Department
of Defense Military Family Readi-
ness Council.

Sec. 572. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members of
the Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees.

Sec. 573. Protection of child custody arrange-
ments for parents who are mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

Sec. 574. Center for Military Family and Com-
munity Outreach.

Sec. 575. Mental health support for military
personnel and families.

Sec. 576. Report on Department of Defense au-
tism pilot projects.

Subtitle [—Improved Sexual Assault Prevention

and Response in the Armed Forces

581. Director of Sexual Assault Prevention
and Response Office.

Sexual Assault Response Coordinators
and Sexual Assault Victim Advo-
cates.

Sexual assault victims access to legal
counsel and services of Sexual As-
sault Response Coordinators and
Sexual Assault Victim Advocates.

Privilege in cases arising under Uni-
form Code of Military Justice
against disclosure of communica-
tions between sexual assault vic-
tims and Sexual Assault Response
Coordinators, Victim Advocates,
and certain other persons.

Maintenance of records prepared in
connection with sexual assaults
involving members of the Armed
Forces or dependents of members.

Expedited consideration and priority
for application for consideration
of a permanent change of station
or unit transfer based on humani-
tarian conditions for wvictim of
sexual assault.

Training and education programs for
sexual assault prevention and re-
sponse program.

Subtitle J—Other Matters

Limitations on authority to provide
support and services for certain
organizations and activities out-
side Department of Defense.

Display of State, District of Columbia,
and territorial flags by Armed
Forces.

Military adaptive sports program.

Wounded warrior careers program.

Comptroller General study of military
necessity of Selective Service Sys-
tem and alternatives.

Sense of Congress regarding playing of
bugle call commonly known as
“Taps’ at military funerals, me-
movrial services, and wreath laying
ceremonies.

Sec. 597. Sense of Congress regarding support

for Yellow Ribbon Day.
TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS
Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. Fiscal year 2012 increase in military

basic pay.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 582.

Sec. 583.

Sec. 584.

Sec. 585.

Sec. 586.

Sec. 587.

Sec. 591.

Sec. 592.

593.
594.
595.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 596.
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Sec. 602. Resumption of authority to provide
temporary increase in rates of
basic allowance for housing under
certain circumstances.

Sec. 603. Lodging accommodations for members
assigned to duty in connection
with commissioning or fitting out
of a ship.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive
Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces.

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

613. One-year extension of special pay and
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers.

614. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to title 37 consolidated spe-
cial pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

615. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of other title 37
bonuses and special pays.

616. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of referral bo-
nuses.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances Generally

Sec. 621. One-year extension of authority to re-
imburse travel expenses for inac-
tive-duty training outside of nor-
mal commuting distance.

622. Mandatory provision of travel and
transportation  allowances  for
non-medical attendants for seri-
ously ill and wounded members of
the Armed Forces.

Sec.

Subtitle D—Consolidation and Reform of Travel
and Transportation Authorities

Sec.
Sec.

631. Purpose.

632. Consolidation and reform of travel
and transportation authorities of
the uniformed services.

633. Old-law travel and transportation au-
thorities transition  expiration
date and transfer of current sec-
tions.

634. Addition of sunset provision to old-law
travel and transportation authori-
ties.

635. Technical and clerical amendments.

636. Transition provisions.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Nonappropriated
Fund Instrumentality Benefits and Operations

Sec. 641. Expansion of use of uniform funding
authority to include permanent
change of station and temporary
duty lodging programs operated
through nonappropriated fund in-
strumentalities.

Contracting authority  for non-
appropriated fund instrumental-
ities to provide and obtain goods
and services.

Designation of Fisher House for the
Families of the Fallen and Medi-
tation Pavilion at Dover Air Force
Base as a Fisher House.

Discretion of the Secretary of the
Navy to select categories of mer-
chandise to be sold by ship stores
afloat.

Access of military exchange stores sys-
tem to credit available through
Federal Financing Bank.

Enhanced commissary stores pilot pro-
gram.

Sec. 642.

Sec. 643.

Sec. 644.

Sec. 645.

Sec. 646.
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Subtitle F—Disability, Retired Pay and Survivor
Benefits

Sec. 651. Monthly amount and duration of spe-
cial survivor indemnity allowance
for widows and widowers of de-
ceased members of the Armed
Forces affected by required Sur-
vivor Benefit Plan annuity offset
for dependency and indemnity
compensation.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Sec. 661. Reimbursement of American National
Red Cross for humanitarian sup-
port and other services provided
to members of the Armed Forces
and their dependents.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Improvements to Health Benefits

Sec. 701. Annual enrollment fees for certain re-
tirees and dependents.

Sec. 702. Provision of food to certain members
and dependents not receiving in-
patient care in military medical
treatment facilities.

Sec. 703. Behavioral health support for members
of the reserve components of the
Armed Forces.

Sec. 704. Transition enrollment of wuniformed
services family health plan medi-
care-eligible retirees to TRICARE
for life.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

Sec. 711. Unified medical command.

Sec. 712. Limitation on availability of funds for
the future electronic  health
records program.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

Review of women-specific health serv-
ices and treatment for female
members of the Armed Forces.

Comptroller General reviews of De-
partment of Defense-Department
of Veterans Affairs Medical Facil-
ity Demonstration Project.

Comptroller General report on con-
tracted health care staffing for
military medical treatment facili-
ties.

Treatment of wounded warriors.

Cooperative health care agreements.

Prostate cancer imaging research ini-
tiative.

Defense Centers of Excellence for Psy-
chological Health and Traumatic
Brain Injury.

Collaborative military-civilian trauma
training programs.

Traumatic brain injury.

Competitive programs for alcohol and
substance abuse disorders.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-
SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and Management

Sec. 801. Requirements relating to core logistics
capabilities for Milestone A and
Milestone B and elimination of
references to Key Decision Points
A and B.

Revision to law relating to disclosures
to litigation support contractors.

Extension of applicability of the senior
erecutive benchmark compensa-
tion amount for purposes of al-
lowable cost limitations under de-
fense contracts.

Supplier risk management.

Extension of availability of funds in
the Defense Acquisition Work-
force Development Fund.

Defense Contract Audit Agency an-
nual report.

Sec. 721.

Sec. 722.

Sec. 723.

724.
725.
726.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 727.

Sec. 728.

729.
730.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.

804.
805.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 806.
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Subtitle B—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitations
Sec. 811. Calculation of time period relating to
report on critical changes in
magjor automated information sys-

tems.

Change in deadline for submission of
Selected Acquisition Reports from
60 to 45 days.

Ezxtension of sunset date for certain
protests of task and deliver order
contracts.

Clarification of Department of Defense
authority to purchase right-hand
drive passenger sedans.

Amendment relating to buying tents,
tarpaulins, or covers from Amer-
ican sources.

Para-aramid fibers and yarns.

Repeal of sunset of authority to pro-
cure fire resistant rayon fiber
from foreign sources for the pro-
duction of uniforms.

Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Contracts in
Support of Contingency Operations in Iraq or
Afghanistan

Sec. 821. Restrictions on awarding contracts in
support of contingency operations
in Iraq or Afghanistan to adverse
entities.

Sec. 822. Authority to use higher thresholds for
procurements in support of con-
tingency operations.

Sec. 823. Authority to examine records of for-
eign contractors performing con-
tracts in support of contingency
operations in Iraq or Afghani-
stan.

Sec. 824. Definitions.

Subtitle D—Defense Industrial Base Matters

Sec. 831. Assessment of the defense industrial
base pilot program.

Department of Defense assessment of
industrial base for potential
shortfalls.

Comptroller General assessment of
Government competition in the
Department of Defense industrial
base.

Report on impact of foreign boycotts
on the defense industrial base.

Rare earth material inventory plan.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Miscellaneous amendments to Public
Law 111-383 relating to acquisi-
tion.

Procurement of photovoltaic devices.

Clarification of jurisdiction of the
United States district courts to
hear bid protest disputes involv-
ing maritime contracts.

Exemption of Department of Defense
from alternative fuel procurement
requirement.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT
Subtitle A—Department of Defense Management
Sec. 901. Revision of defense business systems

requirements.

Sec. 902. Redesignation of the Department of
the Navy as the Department of
the Navy and Marine Corps.

Subtitle B—Space Activities

Sec. 911. Notification requirement for harmful
interference to Department of De-
fense Global Positioning System.

Subtitle C—Intelligence-Related Matters

Sec. 921. Report on implementation of rec-
ommendations by the Comptroller
General on intelligence informa-
tion sharing.

Sec. 922. Insider threat detection.

Subtitle D—Total Force Management

Sec. 931. General policy for total force manage-
ment.

Sec. 812.

Sec. 813.
Sec. 814.
Sec. 815.

816.
817.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 832.

Sec. 833.

Sec. 834.

Sec. 835.

Sec. 841.

842.
843.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 844.
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932. Revisions to Department of Defense ci-
vilian personnel management con-
straints.

Additional amendments relating to
total force management.

Amendments to annual defense man-
power requirements report.

Revisions to strategic workforce plan.

Technical amendments to requirement
for inventory of contracts for
services.

Modification of temporary suspension
of public-private competitions for
conversion of Department of De-
fense functions to contractor per-
formance.

Preliminary planning and duration of
public-private competitions.

Conversion of certain functions from
contractor performance to per-
formance by Department of De-
fense civilian employees.

Assessment of appropriate Department
of Defense and contractor per-
sonnel for the Defense Medical
Readiness Training Institute.

Subtitle E—Quadrennial Roles and Missions
and Related Matters

Sec. 951. Transfer of provisions relating to

quadrennial roles and missions re-

view.

Sec.

Sec. 933.

Sec. 934.

935.
936.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 937.

Sec. 938.

Sec. 939.

Sec. 940.

Sec. 952. Revisions to quadrennial roles and
missions review.

Sec. 953. Amendment to presentation of future-
years budget and Comptroller
General report on budget jus-
tification material.

Sec. 954. Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
assessment of contingency plans.

Sec. 955. Quadrennial defense review.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Sec. 961. Deadline revision for report on foreign
language proficiency.

Sec. 962. Military activities in cyberspace.

Sec. 963. Activities to improve multilateral, bi-
lateral, and regional cooperation
regarding cybersecurity.

Sec. 964. Report on United States Special Oper-
ations Command structure.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters
Sec. 1001. General transfer authority.
Sec. 1002. Budgetary effects of this Act.
Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

Sec. 1011. Extension of authority for joint task
forces to provide support to law
enforcement agencies conducting
counterterrorism activities.

Sec. 1012. Extension of authority of Department
of Defense to provide additional
support for counterdrug activities
of other governmental agencies.

Sec. 1013. One-year extension of authority to

provide additional support for
counter-drug activities of certain
foreign governments.

Sec. 1014. Extension of authority to support
unified counter-drug and counter-
terrorism campaign in Colombia.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec. 1021. Budgeting for construction of naval
vessels.

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

1031. Definition of individual detained at
Guantanamo.

Extension of authority to make re-
wards for combating terrorism.
Clarification of right to plead guilty
in trial of capital offense by mili-

tary commission.

Affirmation of armed conflict with al-
Qaeda, the Taliban, and associ-
ated forces.

Requirement for mnational security
protocols governing detainee com-
munications.

Sec.
Sec. 1032.

Sec. 1033.

Sec. 1034.

Sec. 1035.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1036. Process for the review of necessity for
continued detention of individ-
uals detained at Naval Station,
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Prohibition on use of funds to con-
struct or modify facilities in the
United States to house detainees
transferred from Naval Station
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Prohibition on family member visita-
tion of individuals detained at
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

Prohibition on the transfer or release
of certain detainees to or within
the United States.

Prohibitions relating to the transfer
or release of certain detainees to
or within foreign countries.

Counterterrorism operational briefing
requirement.

Requirement for Department of Jus-
tice consultation regarding pros-
ecution of terrorists.

Subtitle E—Nuclear Forces

Annual assessment and report on the
delivery platforms for nuclear
weapons and the nuclear com-
mand and control system.

1037.

1038.

1039.

1040.

1041.

1042.

1051.

1052. Plan on implementation of the New
START Treaty.
1053. Annual report on the plan for the

modernization of the nuclear
weapons stockpile, nuclear weap-
ons complex, and delivery plat-

forms.

1054. Sense of Congress on nuclear force
reductions.

1055. Limitation on nuclear force reduc-
tions.

1056. Nuclear employment strategy.

1057. Comptroller General report on nu-
clear weapon capabilities and

force structure requirements.
Subtitle F—Financial Management
1061. Amendments relating to financial
management workforce.
Reliability of Department of Defense
financial statements.

1062.

1063. Financial management personnel
competency assessment.
1064. Tracking implementation of Depart-

ment of Defense efficiencies.

Business case analysis for Depart-
ment of Defense efficiencies.

Financial Improvement and Audit
Readiness plan.

Corrective action plan relating to exe-
cution of Financial Improvement
and Audit Readiness plan.
Subtitle G—Studies and Reports

1071. Repeal of certain report requirements.

1072. Biennial review of required reports.

1073. Transmission of reports in electronic
format.

Modifications to annual aircraft pro-
curement plan.

Change of deadline for annual report
to Congress on National Guard
and reserve component equipment.

Report on homeland defense activi-
ties.

Report on nuclear aspirations of non-
state entities, nuclear weapons,
and related programs in non-nu-
clear weapons states and coun-
tries mot parties to the nuclear
non-proliferation treaty, and cer-
tain foreign persons.

1065.
1066.

1067.

1074.

1075.

1076.

1077.

Subtitle H—Miscellaneous Authorities and

Sec.

Limitations

1081. Exemption from Freedom of Informa-
tion Act for data files of the mili-
tary flight operations quality as-
surance systems of the military
departments.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1082. Limitation on procurement and field-
ing of light attack armed recon-
naissance aircraft.

Use of State Partnership Program
Funds for Civilians and Non-De-
fense Agency Personnel.

Prohibition on the use of funds for
manufacturing beyond low rate
initial production at certain pro-
totype integration facilities.

Subtitle [—Other Matters

Treatment under Freedom of Infor-
mation Act of certain Department
of Defense critical infrastructure
information.

Ezxpansion of scope of humanitarian
demining assistance program to
include stockpiled conventional
munitions assistance.

Mandatory implementation of the
standing advisory panel on im-
proving coordination among the
Department of Defense, the De-
partment of State, and the United
States Agency for International
Development on matters of na-
tional security.

Number of Navy carrier air wings and
carrier air wing headquarters.
Display of annual budget require-
ments for organizational clothing

and individual equipment.

National Rocket Propulsion Strategy.

Inclusion of religious symbols as part
of military memorials.

Unmanned aerial systems and na-
tional airspace.

Sense of Congress regarding the kill-
ing of Osama bin Laden.

1099A. Grants to certain regulated compa-

nies for specified energy property
not subject to normalization rules.
1099B. Submittal of information regarding
individuals detained at United

States Naval Station, Guanta-

namo Bay, Cuba.

1083.

1084.

1091.

1092.

1093.

1094.

1095.

1096.

1097.

1098.

1099.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

1101. Amendments to Department of De-
fense personnel authorities.

Provisions relating to the Department
of Defense Performance Manage-
ment System.

Repeal of sunset provision relating to
direct hire authority at dem-
onstration laboratories.

Denial of certain pay adjustments for
unacceptable performance.

Revisions to beneficiary designation
provisions for death gratuity pay-
able upon death of a Government
employee.

Extension of authority to waive an-
nual limitation on premium pay
and aggregate limitation on pay
for Federal civilian employees
working overseas.

Waiver of certain pay limitations.

Services of post-combat case coordi-
nators.

Authority to waive recovery of cer-
tain payments made under civil-
ian employees voluntary separa-
tion incentive program.

Extension of continued health bene-
fits.

Authority to waive maximum age
limit for certain appointments.
Sense of Congress relating to pay
parity for Federal employees serv-
ing at certain remote military in-

stallations.

Reports by Office of Special Counsel.

Disclosure of senior mentors.

1102.

1103.

1104.

1105.

1106.

1107.
1108.

1109.

1110.

1111.

1112.

1113.
1114.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO

FOREIGN NATIONS
Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

1201. Expansion of authority for support
of special operations to combat
terrorism.

1202. Modification and extension of au-
thorities relating to program to
build the capacity of foreign mili-
tary forces.

1203. Five-year extension of authorization
for mon-conventional assisted re-
covery capabilities.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Iraq,

Afghanistan, and Pakistan

1211. Authority to establish a program to
develop and carry out infrastruc-
ture projects in Afghanistan.

1212. Commanders’ Emergency Response
Program in Afghanistan.

1213. Extension of authority for reimburse-

ment of certain coalition nations
for support provided to United
States military operations.
Extension and modification of Paki-
stan Counterinsurgency Fund.
Report on extension of United States-
Iraq Status of Forces Agreement.
Authority to support operations and
activities of the Office of Security
Cooperation in Iraq.
Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

1221. Review and report on Iran’s and Chi-
na’s conventional and anti-access
capabilities.

Report and consultation on energy
security of NATO Alliance.

Extension of report on progress to-
ward security and stability in Af-
ghanistan.

Report on military and security de-
velopments involving the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea.

National security risk assessment of
United States Federal debt owned
by the People’s Republic of China.

Congressional notification require-
ment before permanent relocation
of any United States military unit
stationed outside the United
States.

Annual report on military power of
the People’s Republic of China.
Limitation on funds to provide the
Russian Federation with access to
United States missile defense tech-

nology.

International agreements relating to
missile defense.

Non-strategic nuclear weapon reduc-
tions and extended deterrence pol-
icy.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT

REDUCTION

1301. Specification of cooperative threat re-

duction programs and funds.

1302. Funding allocations.

1303. Limitation on availability of funds

for cooperative biological engage-
ment program.

1214.
1215.

1216.

1222.

1223.

1224.

1225.

1226.

1227.

1228.

1229.

1230.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Subtitle A—Military Programs

1401. Working capital funds.

1402. National Defense Sealift Fund.

1403. Chemical Agents and Munitions De-

struction, Defense.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug

Activities, Defense-wide.

1405. Defense Inspector General.

1406. Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—National Defense Stockpile

1411. Authorized uses of National Defense
Stockpile funds.

1412. Revision to required receipt objectives
for previously authoriced dis-
posals from the National Defense
Stockpile.

1404.
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Subtitle C—Chemical Demilitarication Matters

Sec. 1421. Changes to management organization
to the assembled chemical weap-
ons alternative program.

Subtitle D—Other Matters

Sec. 1431. Authorization of appropriations for
Armed Forces Retirement Home.
Sec. 1432. Authority for transfer of funds to
Joint Department of Defense-De-
partment of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstration
Fund for Captain James A. Lovell
Health Care Center, Illinois.
Sec. 1433. Mission Force Enhancement Transfer
fund.
TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Subtitle A—Authorization of Additional
Appropriations

Purpose.

Procurement.

Research, development,
evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Defense Health Program.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities, Defense-wide.

1509. Defense Inspector General.
Subtitle B—Financial Matters

Sec. 1521. Treatment as additional authoriza-
tions.
Sec. 1522. Special transfer authority.
Subtitle C—Limitations and Other Matters

Sec. 1531. Afghanistan Security Forces Fund.

Sec. 1532. Continuation of prohibition on use of
United States funds for certain
facilities projects in Iraq.

Sec. 1533. One-year extension of project author-
ity and related requirements of
Task Force for Business and Sta-
bility Operations in Afghanistan.

TITLE XVI—ADDITIONAL BUDGET ITEMS
Subtitle A—Procurement

Budget item relating to modification
of torpedoes and related equip-
ment.

Budget item relating to anti-sub-
marine warfare electronic equip-
ment.

Budget item relating to shallow water
mine counter measures.

Budget item relating to LHA-7 ship
program.

Budget item relating to mobility air-
craft simulators.

Budget item relating to modifications
to aircraft.

Budget item relating to SH-60 crew
and passenger survivability up-
grades.

Budget item relating to modification
of in service A-10 aircraft.

Budget item relating to radar sup-
port.

Budget item relating to electronic
equipment- automation.

Budget item relating to base defense
systems.

Budget item relating to snmiper rifle
modifications.

Budget item relating to generators
and associated equipment.

Budget item relating to National
Guard and Reserve equipment.

Subtitle B—Research, Development, Test, and
Evaluation

Sec. 1616. Budget item relating to mew design
SSN.

Sec. 1617. Budget item relating to advanced
submarine system development.

Sec. 1618. Budget item relating to surface anti-
submarine warfare.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1501.
1502.
1503. test, and
1504.
1505.
1506.
1507.
1508.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1601.

Sec. 1602.

Sec. 1603.

Sec. 1604.
Sec. 1605.
Sec. 1606.

Sec. 1607.

Sec. 1608.

Sec. 1609.
Sec. 1610.
Sec. 1611.
Sec. 1612.
Sec. 1613.

Sec. 1614.

Sec. 1619. Budget item relating to ship prelimi-
nary design and feasibility stud-

ies.

Sec. 1620. Budget item relating to industrial
preparedness.

Sec. 1621. Budget item relating to mired con-
ventional load capability for
bomber aircraft.

Sec. 1622. Budget item relating to TACAIR-
launched UAS capability develop-
ment.

Sec. 1623. Budget item relating to electro-
photonic component capability
development.

Sec. 1624. Budget item relating to airborne re-
connaissance systems.

Sec. 1625. Budget item relating to small business
innovative research.

Sec. 1626. Budget item relating to defense re-
search sciences.

Sec. 1627. Budget item relating to defense re-
search sciences.

Sec. 1628. Budget item relating to communica-
tions advanced technology.

Sec. 1629. Budget item relating to might vision
technology.

Sec. 1630. Budget item relating to night vision
technology.

Sec. 1631. Budget item relating to night vision
advanced technology.

Sec. 1632. Budget item relating to night vision
advanced technology.

Sec. 1633. Budget item relating to might vision
advanced technology.

Sec. 1634. Budget item relating to rotary wing
surfaces.

Sec. 1635. Budget item relating to weapons and
munitions technology.

Sec. 1636. Budget item relating to weapons and
munitions advanced technology.

Sec. 1637. Budget item relating to weapons and
munitions advanced technology.

Sec. 1638. Budget item relating to materials
technology.

Sec. 1639. Budget item relating to materials
technology.

Sec. 1640. Budget item relating to materials
technology.

Sec. 1641. Budget item relating to lightweight
body armor.

Sec. 1642. Budget item relating to industrial
preparedness manufacturing tech-
nology.

Sec. 1643. Budget item relating to secure micro-
electronics.

Sec. 1644. Budget item relating to Army tactical
command and control hardware
and software.

Sec. 1645. Budget item relating to battlespace
knowledge development and dem-
onstration.

Sec. 1646. Budget item relating to technology
transfer.

Sec. 1647. Budget item relating to university re-
search initiatives.

Sec. 1648. Budget item relating to university re-
search initiatives.

Sec. 1649. Budget item relating to clinical care
and research.

Sec. 1650. Budget item relating to medical tech-
nology.

Sec. 1651. Budget item relating to medical tech-
nology.

Sec. 1652. Budget item relating to medical tech-
nology.

Sec. 1653. Budget item relating to medical tech-
nology.

Sec. 1654. Budget item relating to medical ad-
vanced technology.

Sec. 1655. Budget item relating to medical ad-
vanced technology.

Sec. 1656. Budget item relating to medical ad-
vanced technology.

Sec. 1657. Budget item relating to medical ad-
vanced technology.

Sec. 1658. Budget item relating to chemical and
biological defense program.

Sec. 1659. Budget item relating to special oper-

ations advanced technology devel-
opment.
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1660.
1661.
1662.
1663.
1664.
1665.

1666.

1667.

1668.

1669.

1670.

1671.
1672.
1673.
1674.
1675.
1676.
1677.
1678.
1679.
1680.

16681.
1682.
1683.
1664.
1685.
1686.
1687.
1688.
1689.

1690.

1691.
1692.
1693.
1694.

1695.

1696.

1697.

1698.
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Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology support.

Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology support.

Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology support.

Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology support.

Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology.

Budget item relating to combating
terrorism technology.

Budget item relating to weapons of

mass destruction defeat tech-
nologies.

Budget item relating to countermine
systems.

Budget item relating to mine and ex-
peditionary warfare applied re-
search.

Budget item relating to special appli-
cations for contingencies.

Budget item relating to microelec-
tronics technology development
and support.

Budget item relating to Warfighter
Sustainment Applied Research.
Budget item relating to Marine Corps

Landing Force Technology.

Budget item relating to advanced
concepts and simulation.

Budget item relating to human effec-
tiveness applied research.

Budget item relating to aerospace
propulsion.
Budget item relating to end item in-

dustrial preparedness activities.

Budget item relating to sensors and
electronic survivability.

Budget item relating to military engi-
neering advanced technology.

Budget item relating to aviation ad-
vanced technology.

Budget item relating to establishment
of protocols for joint strike fighter
lead-free electronic components.

Budget item relating to portable heli-
copter oxygen delivery systems.

Budget item relating to advanced
rotorcraft flight research.

Budget item relating to missile and
rocket advanced technology.

Budget item relating to missile and
rocket advanced technology.

Budget item relating to combat vehi-
cle improvement programs.

Budget item relating to warfighter
advanced technology.

Budget item relating to aviation ad-
vanced technology.

Budget item relating to aviation ad-
vanced technology.

Budget item relating to aviation ad-
vanced technology.

Budget item relating to munitions
standardization, effectiveness,
and safety.

Budget item relating to Aegis ballistic
missile defense.

Budget item relating to operationally
responsive space.

Budget item relating to space tech-

nology.

Budget item relating to Army net zero
programs.

Budget item relating to offshore

range environmental baseline as-
sessment.

Budget item relating to Department
of Defense Corrosion Protection
Projects.

Budget item relating to study of re-
newable and alternative energy
applications in the Pacific Re-
gion.

Budget item relating to alternative
energy for mobile power applica-
tions.
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Sec. 1699. Budget item relating to advanced bat-
tery technologies.

1699A. Budget item relating to operational
energy improvement pilot project.

1699B. Budget item relating to microgrid
pilot program.

1699C. Budget item relating to advanced
surface machinery systems.

1699D. Budget item relating to base camp
fuel cells.

1699E. Budget item relating to defense al-
ternative energy.

1699F. Budget item relating to radiological
contamination research.

Subtitle C—Operation and Maintenance

Sec. 1699G. Budget item relating to Department
of Defense Corrosion Prevention
Program.

Sec. 1699H. Budget item relating to Navy emer-
gency management and prepared-
ness.

16991. Budget item relating to Army sim-
ulation training systems.

1699J. Budget item relating to Army Indus-
trial Facility Energy Monitoring.

1699K. Budget item relating to Army Na-
tional Guard simulation training
systems.

1699L. Budget item relating to Army arse-
nals.

Sec. 1699M. Budget item relating to cold weath-

er protective equipment.
DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2001. Short title.

Sec. 2002. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

Sec. 2003. Limitation on implementation of
projects designated as various lo-
cations.

Sec. 2004. Effective date.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2102. Family housing.

Sec. 2103. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2104. Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Sec. 2105. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2009
project.

Sec. 2106. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2011
projects.

Sec. 2107. Additional authority to carry out cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 project using
prior-year unobligated Army mili-
tary construction funds.

Sec. 2108. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2008 projects.

Sec. 2109. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2009 projects.

Sec. 2110. Technical amendments to correct cer-
tain project specifications.

Sec. 2111. Additional budget items relating to
Army construction and land ac-
quisition projects.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2201. Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2202. Family housing.

Sec. 2203. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2204. Authorization of  appropriations,
Navy.

Sec. 2205. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2008 project.

Sec. 2206. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2009 projects.

Sec. 2207. Additional budget items relating to

Navy construction and land ac-
quisition projects.
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TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2301. Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2302. Family housing.

Sec. 2303. Improvements to military family
housing units.

Sec. 2304. Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

Sec. 2305. Modification of authorization to
carry out certain fiscal year 2010
project.

Sec. 2306. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2009 project.

Sec. 2307. Limitation on implementation of con-
solidation of Air and Space Oper-
ations Center of the Air Force.

Sec. 2308. Additional budget items relating to

Air Force construction and land
acquisition projects.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Subtitle A—Defense Agency Authorizations

Sec. 2401. Authoriced defense agencies con-
struction and land acquisition

projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized energy conservation
projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations, de-
fense agencies.

Sec. 2404. Additional budget items relating to
Defense Agencies construction
and land acquisition projects.

Subtitle B—Chemical Demilitarization
Authorizations

Sec. 2411. Authorization of  appropriations,

chemical demilitarication con-

struction, defense-wide.

TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.

Sec. 2502. Authorication of  appropriations,
NATO.
TITLE XXVI—GUARD RESERVE FORCES
FACILITIES

Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and
Authorization of Appropriations

2601. Authoriced Army National Guard
construction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Army Reserve construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Marine
Corps Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air National Guard con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorization of appropriations, Na-
tional Guard and Reserve.

Subtitle B—Additional Budget Items

2611. Additional budget items relating to
Army National Guard construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.

Additional budget items relating to
Air National Guard construction
and land acquisition projects.

Additional budget item relating to Air
Force Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2008 project.

Ezxtension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2009 projects.

Sec.

Sec. 2602.

Sec. 2603.

Sec. 2604.

Sec. 2605.

Sec. 2606.

Sec.

Sec. 2612.

Sec. 2613.

Sec. 2621.

Sec. 2622.
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TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES

Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations for
base realignment and closure ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense Base Closure Ac-
count 1990.

Authorized base realignment and clo-
sure activities funded through De-
partment of Defense Base Closure
Account 2005.

Authorization of appropriations for
base realignment and closure ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense Base Closure Ac-
count 2005.

Authority to extend deadline for com-
pletion of limited number of base
closure and realignment rec-
ommendations.

Increased emphasis on evaluation of
costs and benefits in consider-
ation and selection of military in-
stallations for closure or realign-
ment.

Special considerations related to
transportation infrastructure in
consideration and selection of
military installations for closure
or realignment.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and
Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Prohibition on use of any cost-plus
system of contracting for military
construction and military family
housing projects.

Modification of authority to carry
out unspecified minor military
construction projects.

Condition on rental of family housing
in foreign countries for general
and flag officers.

Protections for suppliers of labor and
materials under contracts for mili-
tary comstruction projects and
military family housing projects.

One-year extension of authority to
use operation and maintenance
funds for construction projects in-
side United States Central Com-
mand area of responsibility and
Combined Joint Task Force-Horn
of Africa areas of responsibility
and interest.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities

Administration

Sec. 2811. Clarification of authority to use Pen-
tagon Reservation Maintenance
Revolving Fund for minor con-
struction and alteration activities
at Pentagon Reservation.

Removal of discretion of Secretaries
of the military departments re-
garding purposes for which ease-
ments for rights-of-way may be
granted.

Limitations on use or development of
property in Clear Zone Areas.

Defense access road program en-
hancements to address transpor-
tation infrastructure in vicinity of
military installations.

Subtitle C—Energy Security

Consolidation of definitions used in
energy security chapter.

Consideration of energy security in
developing energy projects on
military installations wusing re-
newable energy sources.

Establishment of interim objective for
Department of Defense 2025 re-
newable energy goal.

Sec. 2702.

Sec. 2703.

Sec. 2704.

Sec. 2705.

Sec. 2706.

Sec. 2802.

Sec. 2803.

Sec. 2804.

Sec. 2805.

Sec. 2812.

Sec. 2813.

Sec. 2814.

Sec. 2821.

Sec. 2822.

Sec. 2823.
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Sec. 2824. Use of centralized purchasing agents
for renewable energy certificates
to reduce cost of facility energy
projects using renewable energy
sources and improve efficiencies.

Identification of energy-efficient
products for use in construction,
repair, or renovation of Depart-
ment of Defense facilities.

Core curriculum and certification
standards for Department of De-
fense energy managers.

Submission of annual Department of
Defense energy management re-
ports.

Continuous commissioning of Depart-
ment of Defense facilities to re-
solve operating problems, improve
comfort, optimize energy use, and
identify retrofits.

Requirement for Department of De-
fense to capture and track data
generated in metering Department
facilities.

Metering of Navy piers to accurately
measure energy consumption.

Report on energy-efficiency stand-
ards and prohibition on use of
funds for Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design gold or
platinum certification.

Subtitle D—Provisions Related to Guam

Realignment

2841. Use of operation and maintenance
funding to support community ad-
justments related to realignment
of military installations and relo-
cation of military personnel on
Guam.

2842. Medical care coverage for H-2B tem-
porary workforce on military con-
struction projects on Guam.

2843. Certification of military readiness
need for firing range on Guam as
condition on establishment of
range.

2844. Repeal of condition on use of specific
utility conveyance authority re-
garding Guam integrated water
and wastewater treatment system.

Subtitle E—Land Conveyances

2851. Land exchange, Fort Bliss Texas.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

2861. Change in name of the Industrial
College of the Armed Forces to the
Dwight D. Eisenhower School for
National Security and Resource
Strategy.

2862. Limitations on reduction in number
of members of the Armed Forces
assigned to permanent duty at a
military installation to effectuate
realignment of installation.

Sec. 2863. Prohibition on naming Department of

Defense real property after a
Member of Congress.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

National Nuclear Security Adminis-
tration.

Defense environmental cleanup.

3103. Other defense activities.

3104. Energy security and assurance.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,

Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Consolidated reporting requirements
relating to nuclear stockpile stew-
ardship, management, and infra-
structure.

3112. Limitation on availability of funds
for Center of Ezxcellence on Nu-
clear Security.

Sec. 2825.

Sec. 2826.

Sec. 2827.

Sec. 2828.

Sec. 2829.

Sec. 2830.

Sec. 2831.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3101.

Sec. 3102.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 3113. Use of savings from pension reim-
bursements for budgetary short-
falls.

Subtitle C—Reports

Repeal of certain report requirements.

Progress on nuclear nonproliferation.

Reports on role of nuclear sites and
efficiencies.

Net assessment of high-performance
computing capabilities of foreign
countries.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201. Authorization.

TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM

RESERVES

Authorization of appropriations.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Authorization of appropriations for
national security aspects of the
merchant marine for fiscal year
2012.

Use of National Defense Reserve
Fleet and Ready Reserve Force
vessels.

Recruitment authority.

Ship scrapping reporting
ment.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES
4001. Authorization of amounts in funding
tables.
TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT
Sec. 4101. Procurement.
Sec. 4102. Procurement for overseas contingency
operations.
TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

3121.
3122.
3123.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3124.

Sec.

Sec. 3401.

Sec. 3501.

Sec. 3502.

3503.
3504.

Sec.

Sec. require-

Sec.

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.
Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and

evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.
TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.
Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for over-
seas contingency operations.
TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
Sec. 4401. Military personnel.
Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas con-
tingency operations.
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.
Sec. 4502. Other authorications for
contingency operations.
TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Sec. 4601. Military construction.
TITLE XLVII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national secu-
rity programs.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.
For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘congres-
sional defense committees’ has the meaning
given that term in section 101(a)(16) of title 10,
United States Code.
DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2012 for procurement for
the Army, the Navy and the Marine Corps, the
Air Force, and Defense-wide activities, as speci-
fied in the funding table in section 4101.
Subtitle B—Army Programs
SEC. 111. LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF C-23
AIRCRAFT.
(a) MAINTENANCE.—The Secretary of the Army
shall maintain not less than 42 C-23 aircraft, of
which not less than—

overseas
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(1) 11 shall be available for the active compo-
nent of the Army;

(2) 4 shall be available for training operations;
and

(3) 22 shall be available for domestic oper-
ations in the continental United States.

(b) LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary of the Army may not retire (or prepare to
retire) any C-23 aircraft or keep any such air-
craft in a status considered excess to the re-
quirements of the possessing command and
awaiting disposition instructions until the date
that is one year after the date on which each re-
port under subsection (c)(2), (d)(2), and (e)(2)
has been received by the congressional defense
committees.

(c) AIRLIFT STUDY AND REPORT.—

(1) Stubpy.—The Director of the National
Guard Bureau, in consultation with the Chief of
Staff of the Army, the Chief of Staff of the Air
Force, the Commander of the United States
Northern Command, the Commander of the
United States Pacific Command, and the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Emergency Management
Agency, shall conduct a study to determine the
number of fired-wing and rotary-wing aircraft
required to support the following missions at
low, medium, moderate, high, and very-high lev-
els of operational risk:

(A) Homeland defense.

(B) Contingency response.

(C) Natural disaster-related response.

(D) Humanitarian response.

(2) REPORT.—The Director shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report con-
taining the study under paragraph (1).

(d) FLEET VIABILITY ASSESSMENT.—

(1) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of the Army,
in coordination with the Director of the Fleet
Viability Board of the Air Force, shall conduct
a fleet viability assessment with respect to C-23
aircraft.

(2) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a report
containing the assessment under paragraph (1).

(e) GAO SUFFICIENCY REVIEW.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General of the
United States shall conduct a sufficiency review
of the study under subsection (c)(1).

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after the
date on which the Director of the National
Guard Bureau submits the report under sub-
section (c)(2), the Comptroller General shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees a re-
port containing the review under paragraph (1).
SEC. 112. LIMITATION ON PROCUREMENT OF

STRYKER COMBAT VEHICLES.

(a) LIMITATION.—Except as provided by sub-
section (b), of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2012 for weapons and tracked
combat vehicles, Army, the Secretary of the
Army may not procure more than 100 Stryker
combat vehicles.

(b) WAIVER.—The Secretary of the Army may
waive the limitation under subsection (a) if the
Secretary submits to the congressional defense
committees written certification by the Assistant
Secretary of the Army for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics that—

(1) there are validated needs of the Army re-
quiring the waiver;

(2) all Stryker combat vehicles required to
fully equip the nine Stryker brigades and to
meet other validated requirements regarding the
vehicle have been procured or placed on con-
tract for procurement;

(3) the sice of the Stryker combat vehicle fleet
not assigned directly to Stryker brigade combat
teams is essential to maintaining the readiness
of Stryker brigade combat teams; and

(4) with respect to the Stryker combat vehicles
planned to be procured pursuant to the waiver,
cost estimates are complete for the long-term
sustainment of the vehicles.
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SEC. 113. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR AIRFRAMES FOR ARMY UH-60M/
HH-60M HELICOPTERS AND NAVY
MH-60R/MH-60S HELICOPTERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the Army
may enter into one or more multiyear contracts,
beginning with the fiscal year 2012 program
year, for the procurement of airframes for UH-
60M/HH-60M helicopters and, acting as the ex-
ecutive agent for the Department of the Navy,
for the procurement of airframes for MH-60R/S
helicopters.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2012
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for such later fiscal year.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

SEC. 121. MULTIYEAR FUNDING FOR DETAIL DE-
SIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF LHA
REPLACEMENT SHIP DESIGNATED
LHA-7.

Section 111(a) of the Ike Skelton National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4152) is amended
by striking ‘“‘and 2012° and inserting *‘, 2012,
and 2013”.

SEC. 122. MULTIYEAR FUNDING FOR PROCURE-
MENT OF ARLEIGH BURKE-CLASS DE-
STROYERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and (7)
of section 2306b(i) of title 10, United States Code,
the Secretary of the Navy may enter into a
multiyear contract, beginning with the fiscal
year 2012 program year, for the procurement of
DDG-51 Arleigh Burke-class destroyers and
Government-furnished equipment associated
with such destroyers.

(b) REPORT OF FINDINGS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days before
the date on which a contract is awarded under
subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report on
such contract containing the findings required
under subsection (a) of section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, including the analysis de-
scribed in paragraph (2) of this subsection.

(2) DETERMINATION OF SUBSTANTIAL SAV-
INGS.—In conducting an analysis of substantial
savings pursuant to subsection (a)(1) of such
section 2306b, the Secretary shall employ a full-
scale analysis of the anticipated cost avoidance
resulting from the use of multiyear procurement
and the potential benefit that any accrued sav-
ings might have to future shipbuilding programs
if such savings are used for further ship con-
struction.

(c) CONDITION OF OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract is subject to the availability of appro-
priations for that purpose.

SEC. 123. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY
FOR MISSION AVIONICS AND COM-
MON COCKPITS FOR NAVY MH-60R/S
HELICOPTERS.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the Navy
may enter into one or more multiyear contracts,
beginning with the fiscal year 2012 program
year, for the procurement of mission avionics
and common cockpits for MH-60R/S helicopters.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under the
contract for a fiscal year after fiscal year 2012
is subject to the availability of appropriations
for that purpose for such later fiscal year.
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SEC. 124. SEPARATE PROCUREMENT LINE ITEM
FOR CERTAIN LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP MISSION MODULES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the budget materials sub-
mitted to the President by the Secretary of De-
fense in connection with the submission to Con-
gress, pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, of the budget for fiscal year 2013,
and each subsequent fiscal year, the Secretary
shall ensure that a separate, dedicated procure-
ment line item is designated for each covered
module that includes the quantity and cost of
each such module requested.

(b) FORM.—The Secretary shall ensure that
any classified components of covered modules
not included in a procurement line item under
subsection (a) shall be included in a classified
annex.

(c) COVERED MODULE.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered module’’ means, with respect to
mission modules of the Littoral Combat Ship,
the following modules:

(1) Surface warfare.

(2) Mine countermeasures.

(3) Anti-submarine warfare.

SEC. 125. LIFE-CYCLE COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS
ON ALTERNATIVE MAINTENANCE
AND SUSTAINABILITY PLANS FOR
THE LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP PRO-
GRAM.

(a) COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS.—The Secretary of
the Navy shall conduct a life-cycle cost-benefit
analysis, in accordance with the Office of Man-
agement and Budget Circular A-94, comparing
alternative maintenance and sustainability
plans for the Littoral Combat Ship program.

(b) REPORT.—At the same time that the budget
of the President is submitted to Congress under
section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code,
for fiscal year 2013, the Secretary of the Navy
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the cost-benefit analysis con-
ducted under subsection (a).

SEC. 126. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR FI/A-18 SERVICE LIFE EX-
TENSION PROGRAM.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2012 or any fiscal year thereafter
for a program to extend the service life of F/A—
18 aircraft beyond 8,600 hours may be obligated
or expended until the date that is 30 days after
the date on which the Secretary of the Navy
submits to the congressional defense committees
the report under section 114(a)(2) of the Ike
Skelton National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat.
4155).

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. B-1 BOMBER FORCE STRUCTURE.

(a) REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—During the B-1 retirement
limitation period, the Secretary of the Air
Force—

(A) may not retire more than six B-1 aircraft;

(B) shall maintain not less than 36 such air-
craft as combat-coded aircraft;

(C) shall maintain in a common capability
configuration a primary aircraft inventory of
not less than 56 such aircraft, a backup aircraft
inventory of not less than 2 such aircraft, and
an attrition reserve aircraft inventory of not less
than 2 such aircraft; and

(D) may not keep any such aircraft referred to
in subparagraph (C) in a status considered ex-
cess to the requirements of the possessing com-
mand and awaiting disposition instructions.

(2) B-1 RETIREMENT LIMITATION PERIOD.—For
purposes of paragraph (1), the B-1 retirement
limitation period is the period beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act and ending on
the date that is the earlier of—

(A) January 1, 2018; and

(B) the date as of which a long-range strike
replacement bomber aircraft with equal or great-
er capability than the B-1 model aircraft has at-
tained initial operational capability status.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:
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(1) The term ‘‘primary aircraft inventory”
means aircraft assigned to meet the primary air-
craft authorization to—

(A) a unit for the performance of its wartime
mission;

(B) a training unit primarily for technical and
specialized training for crew personnel or lead-
ing to aircrew qualification;

(C) a test unit for testing of the aircraft or its
components for purposes of research, develop-
ment, test and evaluation, operational test and
evaluation, or to support testing programs; or

(D) meet requirements for special missions not
elsewhere classified.

(2) The term ‘‘backup aircraft inventory’
means aircraft above the primary aircraft inven-
tory used to facilitate scheduled and unsched-
uled depot level maintenance, modifications, in-
spections, and repairs, and certain other miti-
gating circumstances, without reduction of air-
craft available for the assigned mission.

(3) The term “‘attrition reserve aircraft inven-
tory’ means aircraft required to replace antici-
pated losses of primary aircraft inventory be-
cause of peacetime accidents or wartime attri-
tion.

SEC. 132. PROCUREMENT OF ADVANCED EX-
TREMELY HIGH FREQUENCY SAT-
ELLITES.

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may procure two advanced extremely high
frequency satellites by entering into a fired-
price contract. Such procurement may also in-
clude—

(A) material and equipment in economic order
quantities when cost savings are achievable;
and

(B) cost reduction initiatives.

(2) USE OF INCREMENTAL FUNDING.—With re-
spect to a contract entered into under para-
graph (1) for the procurement of advanced ex-
tremely high frequency satellites, the Secretary
may use incremental funding for a period not to
exceed five fiscal years.

(3) LIABILITY.—A contract entered into under
paragraph (1) shall provide that any obligation
of the United States to make a payment under
the contract is subject to the availability of ap-
propriations for that purpose, and that the total
liability to the Government for termination of
any contract entered into shall be limited to the
total amount of funding obligated at the time of
termination.

(b) LIMITATION OF COSTS.—

(1) LIMITATION.—Except as provided by sub-
section (c), and excluding amounts described in
paragraph (2), the total amount obligated or ex-
pended for the procurement of two advanced ex-
tremely high frequency satellites authorized by
subsection (a) may not exceed $3,100,000,000.

(2) EXCLUSION.—The amounts described in
this paragraph are amounts associated with the
following:

(A) Plans.

(B) Technical data packages.

(C) Post-delivery and program support costs.

(c) WAIVER AND ADJUSTMENT TO LIMITATION
AMOUNT.—

(1) WAIVER.—In accordance with paragraph
(2), the Secretary may waive the limitation in
subsection (b)(1) if the Secretary submits to the
congressional defense committees written notifi-
cation of the adjustment made to the amount set
forth in such subsection.

(2) ADJUSTMENT.—Upon waiving the limita-
tion under paragraph (1), the Secretary may ad-
just the amount set forth in subsection (b)(1) by
the following:

(A) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to economic inflation after
September 30, 2011.

(B) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs attributable to compliance with changes in
Federal, State, or local laws enacted after Sep-
tember 30, 2011.

(C) The amounts of increases or decreases in
costs of the satellites that are attributable to in-
sertion of mew technology into an advanced ex-
tremely high frequency satellite, as compared to
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the technology built into such a satellite pro-
cured prior to fiscal year 2012, if the Secretary
determines, and certifies to the congressional de-
fense committees, that insertion of the new tech-
nology is—

(i) expected to decrease the life-cycle cost of
the satellite; or

(ii) required to meet an emerging threat that
poses grave harm to national security.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after the
date on which the Secretary awards a contract
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a report
on such contract, including the following:

(1) The total cost savings resulting from the
authority provided by subsection (a).

(2) The type and duration of the contract
awarded.

(3) The total contract value.

(4) The funding profile by year.

(5) The terms of the contract regarding the
treatment of changes by the Federal Govern-
ment to the requirements of the contract, includ-
ing how any such changes may affect the suc-
cess of the contract.

(6) A plan for using cost savings described in
paragraph (1) to improve the capability of mili-
tary satellite communications, including a de-
scription of—

(A) the available funds, by year, resulting
from such cost savings;

(B) the specific activities or subprograms to be
funded by such cost savings and the funds, by
year, allocated to each such activity or subpro-
gram;

(C) the objectives for each such activity or
subprogram and the criteria used by the Sec-
retary to determine which such activity or sub-
program to fund;

(D) the method in which such activities or
subprograms will be awarded, including wheth-
er it will be on a competitive basis; and

(E) the process for determining how and when
such activities and subprograms would transi-
tion to an existing program or be established as
a new program of record.

Subtitle E—Joint and Multiservice Matters
SEC. 141. JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE

DEFEAT FUND.

(a) USE AND TRANSFER OF FUNDS.—Sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 1514 of the John
Warner National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat.
2439), as in effect before the amendments made
by section 1503 of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorication Act for Fiscal Year 2009
(Public Law 110—417; 122 Stat. 4649), shall apply
to the funds made available to the Department
of Defense for the Joint Improvised Explosive
Device Defeat Fund for fiscal year 2012.

(b) MONTHLY OBLIGATIONS AND EXPENDITURE
REPORTS.—Not later than 15 days after the end
of each month of fiscal year 2012, the Secretary
of Defense shall provide to the congressional de-
fense committees a report on the Joint Impro-
vised Explosive Device Defeat Fund explaining
monthly commitments, obligations, and expendi-
tures by line of action.

SEC. 142. CONTRACTS FOR COMMERCIAL IMAG-
ING SATELLITE CAPACITIES.

Section 127 of the Ike Skelton National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4161; 10 U.S.C.
2302 note) is repealed.

SEC. 143. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR ACQUISITION OF JOINT
TACTICAL RADIO SYSTEM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2012 for other procure-
ment, Army, for covered programs of the joint
tactical radio system, not more than 70 percent
may be obligated or expended until the date on
which the Secretary of the Army submits to the
congressional defense committees written certifi-
cation that the acquisition strategy for the full-
rate production of covered programs of such
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radio system includes full and open competition
(as defined in section 2302(3)(D) of title 10,
United States Code) that includes commercially
developed systems that the Secretary determines
are qualified with respect to successful testing
by the Army and certification by the National
Security Agency.

(b) LRIP.—The limitation under subsection
(a) shall not apply to the low-rate initial pro-
duction of covered programs.

(c) COVERED PROGRAMS.—In this section, the
term ‘‘covered programs’’ means, with respect to
the joint tactical radio system, the following:

(1) The ground mobile radio.

(2) The handheld, manpack, and small form
fit.

SEC. 144. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR AVIATION FOREIGN IN-
TERNAL DEFENSE PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2012 for the procure-
ment of fired-wing mon-standard aviation air-
craft in support of the aviation foreign internal
defense program, not more than 50 percent may
be obligated or expended until the date that is
30 days after the date on which the Commander
of the United States Special Operations Com-
mand submits the report under subsection (b)(1).

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—

(1) REPORT.—Not later than January 15, 2012,
the Commander of the United States Special Op-
erations Command shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the avia-
tion foreign internal defense program.

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) The results of an analysis of alternatives
and efficiencies review conducted prior to fiscal
year 2012 with respect to a contract awarded for
the aviation foreign internal defense program.

(B) An explanation of plans or business-case
analyses justifying mew procurements rather
than leased platforms, including an explanation
of any efficiencies and savings.

(C) A comprehensive strategy outlining and
justifying the overall projected growth of the
aviation foreign internal defense program to sat-
isfy the increased requirements of the com-
manders of the geographic combatant com-
mands.

(D) An examination of efficiencies that could
be gained by procuring platforms such as those
being procured for light mobility aircraft.

(3) FOrRM.—The report under paragraph (1)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but may
include a classified annex.

SEC. 145. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR COMMERCIAL SAT-
ELLITE PROCUREMENT.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2012 for the procurement of a commercial
satellite by the Director of the Defense Informa-
tion Systems Agency or the Secretary of the Air
Force, not more than 20 percent may be obli-
gated or expended until the date that is 30 days
after the date on which the Secretary of Defense
submits to the congressional defense committees
an independent assessment of the analysis of al-
ternatives for the procurement of such satellite,
including—

(1) an assessment of why noncommercial sat-
ellites owned and operated by the Federal Gov-
ernment would not meet the needs of the De-
partment of Defense;

(2) a concept of operations for all alternatives
considered;

(3) a cost-benefit comparison of such alter-
natives;

(4) an analysis comparing the risks and
vulnerabilities of such alternatives, including
risks and vulnerabilities related to security, op-
eration in denied environments, and continuity
of operations capability;

(5) mitigation measures, including estimated
cost impacts, for such risks and vulnerabilities
compared under paragraph (4); and
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(6) any other matters the Secretary considers
appropriate.

SEC. 146. SEPARATE PROCUREMENT LINE ITEM
FOR NON-LETHAL WEAPONS FUND-
ING.

In the budget materials submitted to the Presi-
dent by the Secretary of Defense in connection
with the submission to Congress, pursuant to
section 1105 of title 31, United States Code, of
the budget for fiscal year 2013, and each subse-
quent fiscal year, the Secretary shall ensure
that within each military department procure-
ment account, a separate, dedicated procure-
ment line item is designated for non-lethal
weapons.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.
Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2012 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as specified in the funding
table in section 4201.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR THE GROUND COMBAT
VEHICLE PROGRAM.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2012 for research, development, test, and
evaluation, Army, for the ground combat vehicle
program, not more than 70 percent may be obli-
gated or expended until the date on which the
Secretary of the Army submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report containing
an updated analysis of alternatives, including a
quantitative analysis, of such program that
compares the vehicle survivability, force protec-
tion, mobility, and other key capabilities of—

(1) each alternative to the ground combat ve-
hicle, including the upgraded Bradley fighting
vehicle that was included in the original anal-
ysis of alternatives of such program; and

(2) the revised ground combat vehicle design
concept.

SEC. 212. LIMITATION ON THE INDIVIDUAL CAR-
BINE PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, and except as provided by sub-
section (b), the individual carbine program may
not receive Milestone C approval (as defined in
section 2366(e)(8) of title 10, United States Code)
until the date on which the Secretary of the
Army submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees an analysis of alternatives of such pro-
gram, including, at a minimum, comparisons of
the capabilities and costs of—

(1) commercially available weapon systems as
of the date of the analysis, including complete
weapon systems and kits to apply to existing
weapon systems; and

(2) weapon systems that are fielded as of the
date of the analysis that include any required
improvements.

(b) WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of De-
fense may waive the limitation under subsection
(a) if the Secretary submits to the congressional
defense committees written certification that the
waiver is in the national security interests of
the United States because such limitation is de-
laying the fielding of capabilities that address
urgent operational needs with respect to combat
theaters of operations.

SEC. 213. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR OHIO-CLASS BALLISTIC
MISSILE SUBMARINE REPLACEMENT
PROGRAM.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) On May 13, 2010, the President submitted
to Congress the report required under Section
1251 of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 123
Stat. 2549) that stated, ‘‘The Secretary of De-
fense, based on recommendations from the Joint
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Chiefs of Staff, has established a baseline nu-
clear force structure that fully supports U.S. se-
curity requirements and conforms to the New
START limits. . . The United States will reduce
the number of SLBM launchers (launch tubes)
from 24 to 20 per SSBN, and deploy mo more
than 240 SLBMs at any time.”’.

(2) On January 10, 2011, the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics issued an acquisition decision memo-
randum for the Ohio-class submarine replace-
ment program whereby the Navy received Mile-
stone A approval to proceed with a replacement
design based on 16 missile tubes.

(3) Consistent with the reductions and limita-
tions established in the New START Treatly,
which entered into force on February 5, 2011,
more than two-thirds of the deployed nuclear
deterrent force of the United States are planned
to be carried on ballistic missile submarines.

(4) The Commander of the United States Stra-
tegic Command testified on March 2, 2011, that,
“The issue of the number of tubes is not a sim-
ple black and white answer,” but rather it is
comprised of several issues including, ‘‘the over-
all number of tubes we wind up with at the
end. . . flexibility and options with how many
warheads per missile per tube. . . the overall
number of boats. . . and many other factors.”.
He further stated that, ‘‘Sirteen [missile tubes
per submarine] will meet STRATCOM’s require-
ments, given that we are sitting here 20 years in
advance.”.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the long-term ability of the United States
to maintain a nuclear force sufficient to address
the range of mission requirements necessary to
deter, dissuade, and defeat potential adversaries
and assure allies and partners must not be com-
prised solely on the basis of the promise of po-
tential cost savings resulting from the decision
of the Secretary of Defense to reduce the
planned number of missile tubes per Ohio-class
ballistic missile submarine from 24 to 16; and

(2) because the planned Ohio-class replace-
ment ballistic submarine is expected to be in op-
eration through 2080, near-term design decisions
should take into consideration uncertainties in
the future threat and strategic environment.

(¢) LIMITATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2012 for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation, Navy, for the
Ohio-class ballistic submarine replacement pro-
gram, not more than 90 percent may be obligated
or expended until the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense submits to the congressional
defense committees a report containing—

(A) a summary of the analysis conducted to
support the acquisition decision memorandum,
including any assessment of the threat and stra-
tegic environment and mission requirements that
informed the decision to reduce the planned
number of missile tubes per submarine from 20
(as stated in the report submitted to Congress
under section 1251 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law
111-84; 123 Stat. 2549)) to 16 (as stated in the ac-
quisition decision memorandum);

(B) a description of the threat and strategic
environment assumed by the Secretary through-
out the expected operational lifetime of the pro-
gram, including how the Secretary would ad-
dress significant changes to such threat and
strategic environment;

(C) a description of any other assumptions
made by the Secretary throughout the expected
operational lifetime of the program that provides
the rationale of the Secretary to reduce the
planned number of missile tubes per submarine
to 16, including assumptions regarding—

(i) changes in nuclear policy and strategy;

(ii) changes in the role of ballistic missile sub-
marines as a part of the overall nuclear forces
of the United States; and
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(iii) further nuclear reductions, whether con-
ducted wunder an international agreement or
unilaterally;

(D) an identification of key risks to missions
or requirements that may be increased because
of the Secretary’s decision to reduce the planned
number of missile tubes per submarine to 16, in-
cluding whether the Secretary plans to accept or
mitigate such risks; and

(E) a summary of the rigorous cost comparison
of the designs for 16 missile tubes per submarine
and 20 missile tubes per submarine, consistent
with the direction provided in the acquisition
decision memorandum, including the accuracy
of the cost estimate of the procurement cost of
each submarine.

(2) FORM.—The report under paragraph (1)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but may
include a classified annex.

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘acquisition decision memo-
randum’ means the acquisition decision memo-
randum regarding the Ohio-class submarine re-
placement program issued by the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology,
and Logistics on January 10, 2011.

(2) The term “New START Treaty’ means the
Treaty between the United States of America
and the Russian Federation on Measures for the
Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms, signed on April 8, 2010, and en-
tered into force on February 5, 2011.

SEC. 214. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR AMPHIBIOUS ASSAULT
VEHICLES OF THE MARINE CORPS.

(a) LIMITATION.—Except as provided by sub-
section (d), none of the funds authoriced to be
appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2012 for procurement,
Marine Corps, or research, development, test,
and evaluation, Navy, may be obligated or ex-
pended for the amphibious programs described
in subsection (c) until the date on which the
Secretary of the Navy, in coordination with the
Commandant of the Marine Corps, submits to
the congressional defense committees a report
containing—

(1) written certification of the requirements
for amphibious assault vehicles of the Marine
Corps, based on the needs of the commanders of
the combatant commands, relating to—

(A) the distance from the shore mneeded to
begin an amphibious assault; and

(B) the speed at which the vehicle must travel
in order to reach the shore in the time required
for such assault; and

(2) the analysis of alternatives conducted
under subsection (b)(1).

(b) ANALYSIS OF ALTERNATIVES.—

(1) ANALYSIS.—The Secretary of the Navy, in
coordination with the Commandant of the Ma-
rine Corps, shall conduct an analysis of alter-
natives of the amphibious assault vehicles de-
scribed in paragraph (2). With respect to such
vehicles, such analysis shall include—

(A) comparisons of the capabilities and total
lifecycle ownership costs (including costs with
respect to research, development, test, and eval-
uation, procurement, and operation and mainte-
nance); and

(B) an analysis of cost and operational effec-
tiveness prepared by a federally funded research
and development center.

(2) AMPHIBIOUS ASSAULT VEHICLES DE-
SCRIBED.—The amphibious assault vehicles de-
scribed in this paragraph are amphibious as-
sault vehicles that—

(A) meet the requirements described in sub-
section (a)(1), including—

(i) an upgraded assault amphibious vehicle
7AIL;

(ii) the expeditionary fighting vehicle; and

(iii) a new amphibious combat vehicle; and

(B) include at least one vehicle that is capable
of accelerating until the vehicle moves along the
top of the water (commonly known as ‘‘getting
up on plane’’) and at least one vehicle that is
not capable of such acceleration.
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(c) AMPHIBIOUS PROGRAMS DESCRIBED.—The
amphibious programs described in this sub-
section are the following:

(1) The assault amphibious vehicle 7Al, pro-
gram element 206623M.

(2) The Marine Corps assault vehicle, program
element 603611M.

(3) The termination of the expeditionary fight-
ing vehicle program.

(d) AAV781 IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—The
limitation in subsection (a) shall not apply to
funds made available before the date of the en-
actment of this Act for the procurement of an
assault amphibious vehicle 7A1 with—

(1) survivability upgrades under the surviv-
ability product improvement program;

(2) other mecessary survivability capabilities
that are in response to urgent operational
needs; or

(3) interior upgrades that provide increased
support and survivability to members of the
Armed Forces.

SEC. 215. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS
FOR THE PROPULSION SYSTEM FOR
THE F-35 LIGHTNING II AIRCRAFT
PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2012 for the pro-
pulsion system for the F-35 Lightning II aircraft
program may be obligated or expended for per-
formance improvements to such propulsion sys-
tem unless the Secretary of Defense ensures the
competitive development and production of such
propulsion system.

(b) PERFORMANCE IMPROVEMENT DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘‘performance improve-
ment’’, with respect to the propulsion system for
the F-35 Lightning II aircraft program, means
an increase in fan or core engine airflow volume
or maximum thrust in military or afterburner
settings for the primary purpose of improving
the takeoff performance or vertical load bring
back of such aircraft. The term does not include
development or procurement improvements with
respect to weight, acquisition costs, operations
and support costs, durability, manufacturing ef-
ficiencies, observability requirements, or repair
costs.

SEC. 216. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS
FOR JOINT REPLACEMENT FUZE
PROGRAM.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2012 for research, development, test, and
evaluation, Air Force, for the joint replacement
fuze program for nuclear warheads of the Navy
and the Air Force, mot more than 75 percent
may be obligated or expended until the date on
which the Secretary of Defense submits to the
congressional defense committees a report on the
feasibility of such program.

SEC. 217. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR THE JOINT SPACE OPER-
ATIONS CENTER MANAGEMENT SYS-
TEM.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) improvements to the space situational
awareness and space command and control ca-
pabilities of the United States are mnecessary;
and

(2) the traditional defense acquisition process
is not optimal for developing the services-ori-
ented architecture and net-centric environment
planned for the Joint Space Operations Center
management system.

(b) LIMITATION.—Nomne of the funds author-
iced to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2012 for research,
development, test, and evaluation, Air Force, for
release one of the Joint Space Operations Center
management system may be obligated or ex-
pended until the date on which the Secretary of
the Air Force and the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics
jointly submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees the acquisition strategy for such man-
agement system, including—
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(1) a description of the acquisition policies
and procedures applicable to such management
system; and

(2) a description of any additional acquisition
authorities necessary to ensure that such man-
agement system is able to implement a services-
oriented architecture and net-centric environ-
ment for space situational awareness and space
command and control.

SEC. 218. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR WIRELESS INNOVATION
FUND.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2012 for the wireless innovation fund with-
in the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency, not more than 10 percent may be obli-
gated or expended until the date that is 30 days
after the date on which the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics submits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on how such fund will be managed
and executed, including—

(1) a concept of operation for how such fund
will operate, particularly with regards to sup-
porting the interagency community;

(2) a description of—

(A) the governance structure, including how
decision-making with interagency partners will
be conducted;

(B) the funding mechanism for interagency
collaborators;

(C) the metrics for measuring the performance
and effectiveness of the program; and

(D) the reporting mechanisms to provide over-
sight of the fund by the Department of Defense,
the interagency partners, and Congress; and

(3) any other matters the Under Secretary
considers appropriate.

SEC. 219. ADVANCED ROTORCRAFT FLIGHT RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) PROGRAM REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
the Army may conduct a program for flight re-
search and demonstration of advanced rotor-
craft technology.

(b) GOALS AND OBJECTIVES.—The goals and
objectives of the program authoriced by sub-
section (a) are as follows:

(1) To flight demonstrate the ability of ad-
vanced rotorcraft technology to expand the
flight envelope and improve the speed, range,
ceiling, survivability, reliability, and afford-
ability of current and future rotorcraft of the
Department of Defense.

(2) To mature advanced rotorcraft technology
and obtain flight-test data to—

(A) support the assessment of such technology
for future rotorcraft platform development pro-
grams of the Department; and

(B) have the ability to add such technology to
the existing rotorcraft of the Department to ex-
tend the capability and life of such rotorcraft
until next-generation platforms are fielded.

(c) ELEMENTS OF PROGRAM.—The program au-
thorized by subsection (a) shall include—

(1) integration and demonstration of advanced
rotorcraft technology to meet the goals and ob-
jectives described in subsection (b); and

(2) flight demonstration of the advanced
rotorcraft technology test bed under the experi-
mental airworthiness process of the Federal
Aviation Administration or other appropriate
airworthiness process approved by the Secretary
of Defense.

(d) QUALIFIED CONTRACTOR.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Army
may award a contract for the program author-
ized by subsection (a) to a contractor that—

(A) has demonstrated the capability to design,
fabricate, qualify, and flight test experimental
rotorcraft; and

(B) maintains a reasonable level of aircraft
flight risk liability insurance that names the
Federal Government as an additional insured
party.

(2) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—In awarding a
contract under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall fully consider proposals submitted by small
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business concerns (as defined in section

2225(1)(3) of title 10, United States Code).

SEC. 220. DESIGNATION OF MAIN PROPULSION
SYSTEM OF THE NEXT-GENERATION
LONG-RANGE STRIKE BOMBER AIR-
CRAFT AS MAJOR SUBPROGRAM.

(a) DESIGNATION AS MAJOR SUBPROGRAM.—
Not later than 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall designate the development and procure-
ment of the main propulsion system of the next-
generation long-range strike bomber aircraft as
a major subprogram of the next-generation long-
range strike bomber aircraft major defense ac-
quisition program, in accordance with section
2430a of title 10, United States Code.

(b) COMPETITIVE ACQUISITION STRATEGY.—
The Secretary of the Air Force shall develop an
acquisition strategy for the major subprogram
designated in subsection (a) that is in accord-
ance with subsections (a) and (b) of section 202
of the Weapon Systems Acquisition Reform Act
of 2009 (Public Law 111-23; 123 Stat. 1720; 10
U.S.C. 2430 note).

SEC. 221. DESIGNATION OF ELECTROMAGNETIC
AIRCRAFT LAUNCH SYSTEM DEVEL-
OPMENT AND PROCUREMENT PRO-
GRAM AS MAJOR SUBPROGRAM.

Not later than 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall designate the electromagnetic aircraft
launch development and procurement program
as a major subprogram of the CVN-78 Ford-class
aircraft carrier major defense acquisition pro-
gram, in accordance with section 2430a of title
10, United States Code.

SEC. 222. PROHIBITION ON DELEGATION OF
BUDGETING AUTHORITY FOR CER-
TAIN RESEARCH AND EDUCATIONAL
PROGRAMS.

(a) PROHIBITION ON DELEGATION.—Subsection
(a) of section 2362 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘The Secretary of Defense’’
and inserting ‘(1) The Secretary of Defense’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(2) The Secretary of Defense may not dele-
gate to an individual outside the Office of the
Secretary of Defense the authority regarding the
programming or budgeting of the program estab-
lished by this section that is carried out by the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Research and
Engineering.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Such section
2362 is amended further—

(1) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘established
under subsection (a)”’ and inserting ‘‘estab-
lished by subsection (a)(1)’’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘subsection
(a)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (a)(1)”.

SEC. 223. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR FUTURE UNMANNED
CARRIER-BASED STRIKE SYSTEM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2012 for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation, Navy, for the Fu-
ture Unmanned Carrier-based Strike System, not
more than 15 percent may be obligated or ex-
pended until the date that is 60 days after the
date on which—

(1) the Chairman of the Joint Requirements
Oversight Council certifies to the congressional
defense committees that—

(A) such system is required to fill a validated
capability gap of the Department of Defense;
and

(B) the Council has reviewed and approved
the capability and development document relat-
ing to such system;

(2) the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Re-
search, Development, and Acquisition submits to
the congressional defense committees a report
containing—

(A) a delineation of threshold and objective
key performance parameters;
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(B) a certification that the threshold and ob-
jective key performance parameters for such sys-
tem have been established and are achievable;
and

(C) a description of the requirements of such
system with respect to—

(i) weapons payload;

(ii) intelligence, reconnaissance, and surveil-
lance equipment;

(iii) electronic attack and electronic protection
equipment;

(iv) communications equipment;

(v) range;

(vi) mission endurance for un-refueled and
aerial refueled operations;

(vii) low-observability characteristics;

(viii) affordability;

(ix) survivability; and

(x) interoperability with other Navy and joint-
service unmanned aerial systems and mission
control stations; and

(3) the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics certifies to the
congressional defense committees that—

(A) the Secretary of the Navy has completed a
comprehensive analysis of alternatives for such
system;

(B) the acquisition strategy of the Secretary
for the engineering, manufacturing, develop-
ment, and fielding phases of such system is
achievable and presents medium, or less, risk;

(C) such acquisition strategy integrates a fair
and open competitive acquisition strategy envi-
ronment for all potential competitors;

(D) the data, information, and lessons learned
from the Unmanned Carrier-based Aircraft Sys-
tem of the Navy are sufficiently integrated into
the acquisition strategy of the Future Un-
manned Carrier-based Strike System and that
the level of concurrency between the programs is
prudent and reasonable; and

(E) the Secretary has sufficient fiscal re-
sources budgeted in the future years defense
plan and extended planning period that sup-
ports the acquisition strategy described in sub-
paragraph (B).

(b) GAO BRIEFING.—Not later than 90 days
after the date on which the certifications and
report under subsection (a) are received by the
congressional defense committees, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall brief
the congressional defense committees on an
evaluation of the acquisition strategy of the Sec-
retary of the Navy for the Future Unmanned
Carrier-based Strike System.

(c) FORM.—The report required by subsection
(a)(2) shall be submitted in wunclassified form,
but may include a classified annezx.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs
SEC. 231. ACQUISITION ACCOUNTABILITY RE-
PORTS ON THE BALLISTIC MISSILE
DEFENSE SYSTEM.

(a) BASELINE REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 9 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 224 the following new section:

“§225. Acquisition accountability reports on
the ballistic missile defense system

‘““(a) BASELINES REQUIRED.—(1) In accordance
with paragraph (2), the Director of the Missile
Defense Agency shall establish and maintain an
acquisition baseline for—

‘“(A) each program element of the ballistic
missile defense system, as specified in section 223
of this title; and

‘“‘(B) each designated major subprogram of
such program elements.

‘““(2) The Director shall establish an acquisi-
tion baseline required by paragraph (1) before
the date on which the program element or major
subprogram enters—

““(A) engineering and manufacturing develop-
ment; and

““(B) production and deployment.

‘““(3) Except as provided by subsection (d), the
Director may not adjust or revise an acquisition
baseline established under this section.
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‘““(b) ELEMENTS OF BASELINES.—Each acquisi-
tion baseline required by subsection (a) for a
program element or major subprogram shall in-
clude the following:

““(1) A comprehensive schedule, including—

““(A) research and development milestones;

““(B) acquisition milestones, including design
reviews and key decision points;

‘“(C) key test events, including ground and
flight tests and ballistic missile defense system
tests;

‘““(D) delivery and fielding schedules;

‘“(E) quantities of assets planned for acquisi-
tion and delivery in total and by fiscal year;
and

“(F) planned contract award dates.

“(2) A detailed technical description of—

““(A) the capability to be developed, including
hardware and software;

‘““(B) system requirements, including perform-
ance requirements;

““(C) how the proposed capability satisfies a
capability identified by the commanders of the
combatant commands on a prioriticed capabili-
ties list;

‘D) key knowledge points that must be
achieved to permit continuation of the program
and to inform production and deployment deci-
sions; and

‘““(E) how the Director plans to improve the
capability over time.

“(3) A cost estimate, including—

““(A) a life-cycle cost estimate that separately
identifies the costs regarding research and de-
velopment, procurement, military construction,
operations and sustainment, and disposal;

‘““(B) program acquisition unit costs for the
program element;

“(C) average procurement unit costs and pro-
gram acquisition costs for the program element;
and

‘(D) an identification of when the document
regarding the program joint cost analysis re-
quirements description is scheduled to be ap-
proved.

‘““(4) A test baseline summarizing the com-
prehensive test program for the program element
or major subprogram outlined in the integrated
master test plan.

““(c) ANNUAL REPORTS ON ACQUISITION BASE-
LINES.—(1) Not later than February 15 of each
year, the Director shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the acqui-
sition baselines required by subsection (a).

“(2)(A) The first report under paragraph (1)
shall set forth each acquisition baseline required
by subsection (a) for a program element or major
subprogram.

‘““(B) Each subsequent report under paragraph
(1) shall include—

‘(i) any new acquisition baselines required by
subsection (a) for a program element or major
subprogram; and

““(ii) with respect to an acquisition baseline
that was previously included in a report under
paragraph (1), an identification of any changes
or variances made to the elements described in
subsection (b) for such acquisition baseline, as
compared to—

‘“(I) the initial acquisition baseline for such
program element or major subprogram; and

‘“(II) the acquisition baseline for such pro-
gram element or major subprogram that was
submitted in the report during the previous
year.

““(3) Each report under this subsection shall
be submitted in unclassified form, but may in-
clude a classified annex.

‘“(d) EXCEPTION TO LIMITATION ON REVI-
SION.—The Director may adjust or revise an ac-
quisition baseline established under this section
if the Director submits to the congressional de-
fense committees notification of—

‘“(1) a justification for such adjustment or re-
vision;

““(2) the specific adjustments or revisions made
to the acquisition baseline, including to the ele-
ments described in subsection (b); and
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“(3) the effective date of the adjusted or re-
vised acquisition baseline.’’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:
““225. Acquisition accountability reports on the

ballistic missile defense system.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) FISCAL YEAR 2011 NDAA.—Section 225 of the
Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383; 124
Stat. 4170; 10 U.S.C. 223 note) is repealed.

(2) FISCAL YEAR 2008 NDAA.—Section 223 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2008 (Public Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 39; 10
U.S.C. 223 note) is amended by striking sub-
section (g).

(3) FISCAL YEAR 2003 NDAA.—Section 221 of the
Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314; 116
Stat. 2484; 10 U.S.C. 2431 note) is repealed.

SEC. 232. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR MEDIUM EXTENDED AIR
DEFENSE SYSTEM.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the United States should pursue options
with respect to multilaterally terminating the
contract covering the medium extended air de-
fense system in order to lessen the contract ter-
mination liability belonging to the United
States;

(2) the Secretary of Defense must now sustain
the Patriot air and missile defense system longer
than previously planned;

(3) the Secretary of Defense should identify
promising technologies from the medium ex-
tended air defense system, whether the tech-
nology originated in the United States or in a
partner country, as soon as practicable and
transition such technologies into a Patriot air
and missile defense system upgrade effort or
other program of record; and

(4) the Secretary of Defense should continue
to pursue international cooperative missile de-
fense activities that are affordable and benefit
the security of all parties.

(b) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2012 for the me-
dium extended air defense system program may
be obligated or expended until the date on
which the Secretary of Defense—

(1) either—

(A) negotiates a multilateral termination with
respect to the contract covering the program; or

(B) restructures such program and ensures
that specific deliverables under such contract
will be transitioned to one or more current pro-
grams of record by not later than September 30,
2013; and

(2) submits to the congressional defense com-
mittees written notification of—

(4) the amount of the total cost for which the
United States is liable with respect to termi-
nating the contract under paragraph (1)(A) or
restructuring the program under paragraph
(1)(B), as the case may be;

(B) the terms of such contract termination or
program restructuring;

(C) the program schedule and specific ele-
ments of the program to be delivered to the
United States;

(D) the specific technologies identified by the
Secretary to be transitioned from the program to
one or more current programs of record, includ-
ing the plans for such transition; and

(E) how the Secretary plans to address the air
and missile defense requirements of the Depart-
ment of Defense in the absence of a fielded me-
dium extended air defense system capability, in-
cluding a summary of activities, the cost esti-
mate, and the funding profile necessary to sus-
tain and upgrade the Patriot air and missile de-
fense system.

SEC. 233. HOMELAND DEFENSE HEDGING POLICY
AND STRATEGY.

(a) PoLIcY.—It is the policy of the United

States to develop and maintain a hedging strat-
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egy to provide for the protection of the home-
land of the United States that—

(1) provides such protection through the
phased, adaptive approach to missile defense in
Europe if—

(A) the intercontinental ballistic missile threat
from the Middle East to the United States mate-
rializes earlier than 2020 (the year in which
phase four of the phased, adaptive approach is
planned to begin protecting the homeland of the
United States); or

(B) technical challenges or schedule delays af-
fect the availability of the standard missile-3
block IIB interceptor planned for fielding in Eu-
rope by 2020 in order to protect the homeland of
the United States as part of such phase four;

(2) provides such protection if the interconti-
nental ballistic missile threat from East Asia to
the United States materializes more rapidly than
expected;

(3) provides capabilities that improve or en-
hance the protection of the United States be-
yond the ground-based midcourse defense capa-
bilities currently deployed for the defense of the
United States; and

(4) includes plans for ensuring that such
hedging capabilities described in paragraphs (1)
through (3)—

(A) are suitable to perform the assigned mis-
sion;

(B) are operationally effective; and

(C) use technologies that are sufficiently ma-
tured and tested prior to fielding.

(b) STRATEGY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In light of the policy de-
scribed in subsection (a), the Secretary of De-
fense shall develop a hedging strategy to provide
for the protection of the homeland of the United
States.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The strategy under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) A description of the hedging alternatives
and capabilities considered by the Secretary.

(B) A summary of the analyses conducted, in-
cluding—

(i) criteria used to assess such options and ca-
pabilities; and

(ii) the findings and recommendations of such
analyses.

(C) Detailed plans, programs, and a budget
profile for implementing the strategy through
2022.

(D) The criteria to be wused in determining
when each item contained in the strategy should
be implemented and the schedule required to im-
plement each item.

(E) Any other information the Secretary con-
siders necessary.

(3) SUBMISSION.—The Secretary shall submit
to the congressional defense committees the
strategy developed under paragraph (1) by the
earlier of the following:

(A) December 5, 2011.

(B) The date on which the Secretary com-
pletes the development of such strategy.

SEC. 234. GROUND-BASED MIDCOURSE DEFENSE
SYSTEM.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following:

(1) The last two intercept flight tests of the
ground-based midcourse defense system in Janu-
ary 2010 and December 2010 failed to intercept,
and in January 2011, the Director of the Missile
Defense Agency halted deliveries of completed
ero-atmospheric kill wvehicles until the root
cause of such failures is determined and re-
solved.

(2) The ground-based midcourse defense sys-
tem is currently the only missile defense system
that protects the homeland of the United States
from long-range ballistic missile threats.

(3) In the fiscal year 2010 budget request, the
ground-based midcourse defense system element
was reduced by $524,600,000 from the fiscal year
2009 level while the fiscal year 2011 budget re-
quest restored $318,800,000 of this funding.

(4) The fiscal year 2012 budget request further
reduces the ground-based midcourse defense sys-
tem element by $185,000,000 for fiscal year 2012
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and further reduces such element by an addi-
tional $1,000,000,000 for the years covering the
future-years defense program from the amount
projected in the fiscal year 2011 budget request.

(5) According to the Missile Defense Agency,
the combination of the two flight-test failures
and operating under the reduced spending limits
of the Continuing Resolutions during fiscal year
2011 before the date on which the Department of
Defense and Full-Year Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2011 (Public Law 112-10) was enacted
have resulted in the delay or restructuring of
several activities within the ground-based mid-
course defense system element, including—

(A) delays to ground-based interceptor manu-
facturing and fleet upgrades;

(B) Stockpile Reliability Program component
testing;

(C) mew capability development, modeling,
testing, and fielding;

(D) Fort Greely missile defense complexr com-
munications upgrades; and

(E) delays to flight testing of the two-stage
ground-based interceptor.

(6) According to the Missile Defense Agency
and the United States Northern Command, the
procurement of additional ground-based inter-
ceptors will be necessary in light of the recent
flight-test results.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the ground-based midcourse de-
fense system is currently the only missile defense
system that protects the homeland of the United
States from long-range ballistic missile threats
and therefore—

(1) the system should be given sufficient
prioritication and funding to ensure its long-
term reliability, effectiveness, and ability to
adapt to advances in such threats;

(2) the Director of the Missile Defense Agency
should thoroughly identify the root cause asso-
ciated with the exo-atmospheric kill vehicle that
led to the flight-test failures described in sub-
section (a)(1) and identify other potential tech-
nical issues associated with the exo-atmospheric
kill vehicle or ground-based midcourse defense
system that have materialized in recent testing;

(3) implementation of corrective measures and
flight testing should be undertaken as soon as
possible to provide commanders of the combat-
ant commands and the American people greater
confidence in the reliability and effectiveness of
the system; and

(4) the procurement of additional ground-
based interceptors will be necessary in light of
recent flight-test results.

(c) PLAN AND CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—Not
later than 30 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, or on the date on which the
Failure Review Board has completed the review
of the ground-based midcourse defense system
flight-test failures described in subsection (a)(1),
whichever is later, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees the following:

(1) A plan by the Director of the Missile De-
fense Agency to address the flight-test failures,
including—

(A) an identification of the root cause associ-
ated with the exo-atmospheric kill vehicle that
led to the flight-test failures;

(B) an identification of other potential tech-
nical issues associated with the exo-atmospheric
kill vehicle or ground-based midcourse defense
system that have materialized in recent testing;

(C) how the Director will resolve the issues
identified in subparagraph (4) and (B), includ-
ing a consideration of whether a re-designed
ero-atmospheric kill vehicle is necessary;

(D) a description of planned flight tests of the
exo-atmospheric kill vehicle with any imple-
mented fires;

(E) a summary of the measures required by
the Commander of the United States Northern
Command based on the flight-test failures in
order to meet operational requirements; and

(F) the schedule and additional resources nec-
essary to implement the plan.
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(2) Written certification by the Secretary
that—

(A) the Director has thoroughly investigated
the root cause of the flight-test failures and any
other potential technical issues associated with
the exo-atmospheric kill vehicle or ground-based
midcourse defense system that have materialized
in recent testing;

(B) the plan under paragraph (1) is sufficient
to resolve the issues identified in subparagraph
(A) and (B) of such paragraph;

(C) the schedule and additional resources de-
scribed in subparagraph (F) of paragraph (1)
are sufficient to implement the plan under such
paragraph; and

(D) the Director has sufficiently prioriticed
the implementation of corrective measures and
flight testing of the ground-based midcourse de-
fense system.

SEC. 235. STUDY ON SPACE-BASED INTERCEPTOR
TECHNOLOGY.

(a) STUDY ON SPACE-BASED INTERCEPTOR
TECHNOLOGY.—

(1) STuDY.—Of the funds authorized to be ap-
propriated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2012 for ballistic missile de-
fense technology, $8,000,000 shall be obligated or
expended by the Secretary of Defense to conduct
a study erxamining the technical and oper-
ational considerations associated with devel-
oping and operating a limited space-based inter-
ceptor capability and to submit the report under
paragraph (2). At minimum, the study shall in-
clude—

(A) the identification of the technical risks,
gaps, and constraints associated with the devel-
opment and operation of such a capability;

(B) an assessment of the maturity levels of
various technologies needed to develop and op-
erate such a capability;

(C) the key knowledge, research, and testing
that would be needed for any nation to develop
and operate an effective space-based interceptor
capability; and

(D) the estimated effectiveness and cost of po-
tential options for developing and operating
such a capability, including their effectiveness
in conjunction with existing and planned terres-
trially-based missile defense systems.

(2) REPORT.—

(A) Not later than one year after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the study required under
paragraph (1).

(B) The report submitted under this para-
graph shall be in unclassified form, but may in-
clude a classified annex.

(b) MERIT-BASED OR COMPETITIVE DECI-
SIONS.—With respect to carrying out subsection
(a), a decision to commit, obligate, or expend
funds with or to a specific entity shall—

(1) be based on merit-based selection proce-
dures in accordance with the requirements of
sections 2304(k) and 2374 of title 10, United
States Code, or on competitive procedures; and

(2) comply with other applicable provisions of
law.

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 241. ANNUAL COMPTROLLER GENERAL RE-
PORT ON THE KC—46A AIRCRAFT AC-
QUISITION PROGRAM.

(a) ANNUAL GAO REVIEW.—During the period
beginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act and ending on March 1, 2017, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall con-
duct an annual review of the KC—46A aircraft
acquisition program.

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1 of
each year beginning in 2012 and ending in 2017,
the Comptroller General shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on the re-
view of the KC—46A aircraft acquisition program
conducted under subsection (a).

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each report on
the review of the KC-46A aircraft acquisition
program shall include the following:
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(A) The extent to which the program is meet-
ing engineering, manufacturing, development,
and procurement cost, schedule, performance,
and risk mitigation goals.

(B) With respect to meeting the desired initial
operational capability and full operational ca-
pability dates for the KC-46A aircraft, the
progress and results of—

(i) developmental and operational testing of
the aircraft; and

(ii) plans for correcting deficiencies in aircraft
performance, operational effectiveness, reli-
ability, suitability, and safety.

(C) An assessment of KC—46A aircraft procure-
ment plans, production results, and efforts to
improve manufacturing efficiency and supplier
performance.

(D) An assessment of the acquisition strategy
of the KC—46A aircraft, including whether such
strategy is in compliance with acquisition man-
agement best-practices and the acquisition pol-
icy and regulations of the Department of De-
fense.

(E) A risk assessment of the integrated master
schedule and the test and evaluation master
plan of the KC—46A aircraft as it relates to—

(i) the probability of success;

(ii) the funding required for such aircraft
compared with the funding budgeted; and

(iii) development and production concurrency.

(3) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—In submitting
to the congressional defense committees the first
report under paragraph (1) and a report fol-
lowing any changes made by the Secretary of
the Air Force to the baseline documentation of
the KC-46A aircraft acquisition program, the
Comptroller General shall include, with respect
to such program, an assessment of the suffi-
ciency and objectivity of—

(A) the integrated baseline review document;

(B) the initial capabilities document;

(C) the capabilities development document;
and

(D) the systems requirement document.

SEC. 242. INDEPENDENT REVIEW AND ASSESS-
MENT OF CRYPTOGRAPHIC MOD-
ERNIZATION PROGRAM.

(a) INDEPENDENT REVIEW AND ASSESSMENT.—
Not later than 30 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall select an appropriate entity outside the
Department of Defense to conduct an inde-
pendent review and assessment of the cryp-
tographic modernization program of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The review and assessment re-
quired by subsection (a) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) For each military department and appro-
priate defense agency, an analysis of the ade-
quacy of the program management structure for
erecuting the cryptographic modernization pro-
gram, including resources, personnel, require-
ments generation, and business process metrics.

(2) An analysis of the ability of the program
to deliver capabilities to the user community
while complying with the budget and schedule
for the program, including the programmatic
risks that negatively affect such compliance.

(c) REPORT.—

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the entity conducting the review and assessment
under subsection (a) shall submit to the Sec-
retary and the congressional defense committees
a report containing—

(A) the results of the review and assessment;
and

(B) recommendations for improving the man-
agement of the cryptographic modernization
program.

(2) FORM.—The report required by paragraph
(1) shall be submitted in unclassified form, but
may include a classified annezx.

SEC. 243. REPORT ON FEASIBILITY OF ELECTRO-
MAGNETIC RAIL GUN SYSTEM.

Not later than 180 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
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shall submit to the congressional defense com-

mittees a report on the feasibility of developing

and deploying the electromagnetic rail gun sys-
tem to be used for either land- or ship-based
force protection.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

SEC. 251. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR TECH-
NOLOGY TRANSITION INITIATIVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) REPEAL.—Section 2359a of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 139 of such
title is amended by striking the item relating to
section 2359a.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall take effect on October 1,
2012.

SEC. 252. PRESERVATION AND STORAGE OF CER-
TAIN PROPERTY RELATED TO F136
PROPULSION SYSTEM.

(a) PLAN.—The Secretary of Defense shall de-
velop and carry out a plan for the preservation
and storage of property owned by the Federal
Government that was acquired under the F136
propulsion system development contract. The
plan shall—

(1) ensure that the Secretary preserves and
stores such property in a manner that—

(A) allows the development of the F136 pro-
pulsion system to be restarted after a period of
idleness;

(B) provides for the long-term sustainment
and repair of such property; and

(C) allows for such preservation and storage
to be conducted at either the facilities of the
Federal Government or a contractor under such
contract;

(2) with respect to the supplier base of such
property, identify the costs of restarting devel-
opment;

(3) ensure that the Secretary, at no cost to the
Federal Government, provides support and al-
lows for the use of such property by the con-
tractor under such contract to conduct research,
development, testing, and evaluation of the F136
engine, if such activities are self-funded by the
contractor; and

(4) identify any contract modifications, addi-
tional facilities, or funding that the Secretary
determines necessary to carry out the plan.

(b) PROHIBITION ON DISPOSING PROPERTY.—
None of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2012 for research, development,
test, and evaluation, Navy, or research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation, Air Force, for the F—
35 Lightning II aircraft program may be obli-
gated or expended for activities related to de-
stroying or disposing of the property described
in subsection (a).

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 45 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 plan under
subsection (a).

SEC. 253. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR MECHA-
NISMS TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR DE-
FENSE LABORATORIES FOR RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF
TECHNOLOGIES FOR MILITARY MIS-
SIONS.

Section 219(c) of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009
(10 U.S.C. 2358 note) is amended by striking
“October 1, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘September 30,
2016.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2012 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for exrpenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
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tenance, as specified in the funding table in sec-
tion 4301.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environmental
Provisions

SEC. 311. DESIGNATION OF SENIOR OFFICIAL OF
JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF FOR OPER-
ATIONAL ENERGY PLANS AND PRO-
GRAMS AND OPERATIONAL ENERGY
BUDGET CERTIFICATION.

Section 138c of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (d)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) as
paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph (3):

“(3) The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
shall designate a senior official under the juris-
diction of the Chairman who shall be respon-
sible for operational energy plans and programs
for the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the Joint Staff.
The official so designated shall be responsible
for coordinating with the Assistant Secretary
and implementing initiatives pursuant to the
strategy with regard to the Joint Chiefs of Staff
and the Joint Staff.”’; and

(2) in subsection (e)(4), by striking 10 days”
and inserting ‘30 days’’.

SEC. 312. MILITARY INSTALLATION IMPLEMENTA-
TION OF LAND MANAGEMENT PLANS
AND SUSTAINABILITY STUDIES.

Section 2694(b)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and,
subject to the availability of appropriations, im-
plementation by the military installation’ after
“‘development’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by inserting
sustainability’ after “‘safety’’.

SEC. 313. IMPROVED SIKES ACT COVERAGE OF
STATE-OWNED FACILITIES USED FOR
THE NATIONAL DEFENSE.

(a) IMPROVEMENTS TO ACT.—The Sikes Act (16
U.S.C. 670 et seq.) is amended as follows:

(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 100 (16 U.S.C. 670) is
amended—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) as
paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and

(B) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

“(2) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means any of
the several States, the District of Columbia, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands,
American Samoa, and the Virgin Islands.

““(3) STATE-OWNED NATIONAL GUARD INSTALLA-
TION.—The term ‘State-owned National Guard
installation’ means land owned and operated by
a State when such land is used for training the
National Guard pursuant to chapter 5 of title
32, United State Code, with funds provided by
the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a
military department, even though such land is
not under the jurisdiction of the Department of
Defense.”.

(2) FUNDING OF INTEGRATED NATURAL RE-
SOURCES MANAGEMENT PLANS.—Section 101 (16
U.S.C. 670a) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(1)(B)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘(i)”’ before ‘“‘“To facilitate’’;
and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
clause:

‘(i) The Secretary of a military department
may, subject to the availability of appropria-
tions, develop and implement an integrated nat-
ural resources management plan for a State-
owned National Guard installation. Such a plan
shall be developed and implemented in coordina-
tion with the chief executive officer of the State
in which the State-owned National Guard in-
stallation is located. Such a plan is deemed, for
purposes of any other provision of law, to be for
lands or other geographical areas owned or con-
trolled by the Department of Defense, or des-
ignated for its use.’’;

(B) in subsection (a)(2), by inserting ‘‘or
State-owned National Guard installation’’ after
“military installation’ both places it appears;
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(C) in subsection (a)(3)—

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (A), (B),
and (C) as clauses (i), (ii), and (iii), respectively;

(ii) by inserting ‘‘(A)”’ before ‘‘Consistent’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (A), as designated by
clause (ii) of this subparagraph, by inserting
“‘and State-owned National Guard installa-
tions”’ after ‘“‘military installations’ the first
place it appears;

(iv) in clause (i) of subparagraph (A4), as re-
designated by clause (i) of this subparagraph,
by striking ‘‘military installations’ and insert-
ing ‘‘ such installations’ ;

(v) in clause (ii) of subparagraph (4), as re-
designated by clause (i) of this subparagraph,
by inserting ‘‘on such installations’ after ‘‘re-
sources’’; and

(vi) by adding at the end the following sub-
paragraph:

“(B) In the case of a State-owned National
Guard installation, such program shall be car-
ried out in coordination with the chief executive
officer of the State in which the installation is
located.”’;

(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘“‘and State-
owned National Guard installations’ after
“military installations” the first place it ap-
pears;

(E) in subparagraphs (G) and (I) of subsection
(b)(1), by striking “‘military installation’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘installation’;
and

(F) in subsection (b)(3), by inserting ‘‘, in the
case of a military installation,’”” after ““(3) may’’.

(3) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—Section
103a(a) (16 U.S.C. 670c-1(a)) is amended—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Department
of Defense installations’ and inserting ‘‘mili-
tary installations and State-owned National
Guard installations’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘Department
of Defense installation’ and inserting ‘‘military
installation or State-owned National Guard in-
stallation’.

(b) SECTION AND SUBSECTION HEADINGS.—Such
Act is further amended as follows:

(1) Section 101 (16 U.S.C. 670a) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 101. COOPERATIVE PLAN FOR CONSERVA-
TION AND REHABILITATION.”;

(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 101.”’;

(C) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘PROHIBI-
TIONS ON SALE AND LEASE OF LANDS UNLESS EF-
FECTS COMPATIBLE WITH PLAN.—" after “(c)’’;

(D) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘IMPLE-
MENTATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF INTEGRATED
NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLANS.—"
after “(d)”’;

(E) in subsection (e)—

(i) by inserting ‘‘APPLICABILITY OF OTHER
LAWS” after ““(e)”’; and

(ii) by inserting a comma after “‘Code’’.

(2) Section 102 (16 U.S.C. 670b) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 102. MIGRATORY GAME BIRDS; HUNTING
PERMITS.”;

(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 102.”’ and inserting ‘‘(a)
INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT
PLAN.—"’; and

(C) by striking ‘“‘agency:” and all that follows
through ‘‘possession’’ and inserting ‘‘agency.

“(b) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAWS.—Posses-
sion’’.

(3) Section 103a (16 U.S.C. 670c-1) is further
amended—

(4) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 103A. COOPERATIVE AND INTERAGENCY
AGREEMENTS FOR LAND MANAGE-
MENT ON INSTALLATIONS.”;

(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 103A.°°;

(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘“AUTHOR-
ITY OF SECRETARY OF MILITARY DEPARTMENT.—
after “(a)’’; and

(D) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘AVAIL-
ABILITY OF FUNDS; AGREEMENTS UNDER OTHER
LAWS.—" after “(c)”’.
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(4) Section 104 (16 U.S.C. 670d) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 104. LIABILITY FOR FUNDS; ACCOUNTING
TO COMPTROLLER GENERAL.”; and

(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 104.”".

(5) Section 105 (16 U.S.C. 670e) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 105. APPLICABILITY TO OTHER LAWS; NA-
TIONAL FOREST LANDS.”; and

(B) by striking ““SEC. 105.”".

(6) Section 108 (16 U.S.C. 670f) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:
“SEC. 108. APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDI-

TURES.”;

(B) by striking ““SEC. 108.”’;

(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘EXPENDI-
TURES OF COLLECTED FUNDS UNDER INTEGRATED
NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLANS.—"’
after “(a)’’;

(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘“‘AUTHOR-
IZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS TO SECRETARY OF
DEFENSE.— after ““(b)”’;

(E) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘AUTHOR-
IZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS TO SECRETARY OF
THE INTERIOR.—’ after ‘‘(c)”’; and

(F) in subsection (D), by inserting ‘‘USE OF
OTHER CONSERVATION OR REHABILITATION AU-
THORITIES.—’ after “‘(d)”.

(7) Section 201 (16 U.S.C. 670g) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 201. WILDLIFE, FISH, AND GAME CONSERVA-
TION AND REHABILITATION PRO-
GRAMS.”;

(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 201.”’;

(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘PROGRAMS
REQUIRED.— after “‘(a)’’; and

(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘IMPLEMEN-
TATION OF PROGRAMS.—’ after “‘(b)”’.

(8) Section 202 (16 U.S.C. 670h) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 202. COMPREHENSIVE PLANS FOR CON-
SERVATION AND REHABILITATION
PROGRAMS.”;

(B) by striking ““SEC. 202.”’;

(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘DEVELOP-
MENT OF PLANS.— after ““(a)”’;

(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘CONSIST-
ENCY WITH OVERALL LAND USE AND MANAGE-
MENT PLANS; HUNTING, TRAPPING, AND FISH-
ING.— after ‘““(b)’’;

(E) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘“‘COOPERA-
TIVE AGREEMENTS BY STATE AGENCIES FOR IM-

PLEMENTATION OF PROGRAMS.—’ after ‘“(c)”’;
and
(F) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘STATE

AGENCY AGREEMENTS NOT COOPERATIVE AGREE-
MENTS UNDER OTHER PROVISIONS.—" after
“d).
(9) Section 203 (16 U.S.C. 670i) is amended—
(4) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:
“SEC. 203. PUBLIC LAND MANAGEMENT AREA
STAMPS FOR HUNTING, TRAPPING,
AND FISHING ON PUBLIC LANDS
SUBJECT TO PROGRAMS.”;
(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 203.”’;
(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘“AGREE-
MENTS TO REQUIRE STAMPS.—’ after “‘(a)”’; and
(D) in subsection (b)—
(i) by inserting ‘‘CONDITIONS FOR AGREE-
MENTS.— after ““(b)”’; and
(ii) by moving paragraph (3) 2 ems to the
right, so that the left-hand margin aligns with
that of paragraph (2).
(10) Section 204 (16 U.S.C. 670j) is amended—
(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:
“SEC. 204. ENFORCEMENT PROVISIONS.”;
(B) by striking ‘‘SEC. 204.”’;
(C) in subsection (a), by inserting
TIONS AND PENALTIES.— after “(a)’’;
(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘ENFORCE-
MENT POWERS AND PROCEEDINGS.—’ after ““(b)’’;
and
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(E) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘SEIZURE
AND FORFEITURE.— after “(¢)”’; and

(F) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘APPLICA-
BILITY OF CUSTOMS LAWS.— after “(d)”’.

(11) Section 205 (16 U.S.C. 670k) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 205. DEFINITIONS.”; and

(B) by striking ““SEC. 205.”".

(12) Section 206 (16 U.S.C. 6701) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 206. STAMP REQUIREMENTS NOT APPLICA-
BLE TO FOREST SERVICE AND BU-
REAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
LANDS; AUTHORIZED FEES.”; and

(B) by striking ““SEC. 206.”".

(13) Section 207 (16 U.S.C. 670m) is amended—

(4) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 207. INDIAN RIGHTS; STATE OR FEDERAL
JURISDICTION REGULATING INDIAN
RIGHTS.”; and

(B) by striking ““SEC. 207.”".

(14) Section 209 (16 U.S.C. 6700) is amended—

(A) by inserting at the beginning the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 209. AUTHORIZATION
TIONS.”;

(B) by striking ‘SEC. 209.”’;

(C) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘FUNCTIONS
AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF SECRETARY OF THE IN-
TERIOR.— after “(a)’’;

(D) in subsection (b), by inserting ‘‘ FUNCTIONS
AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF SECRETARY OF AGRI-
CULTURE.—" after ““(b)”’;

(E) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘“‘USE OF
OTHER CONSERVATION OR REHABILITATION AU-
THORITIES” after ‘‘(c)’’; and

(F) in subsection (d), by inserting ‘‘CONTRACT
AUTHORITY” after ““(d)”.

(c) CODIFICATION OF CHANGE OF NAME.—Sec-
tion 204(b) of such Act (16 U.S.C. 670j) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘magistrate’’ both places it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘magistrate judge’’.

(d) REPEAL OF OBSOLETE SECTION.—Section
208 of such Act is repealed, and section 209 of
such Act (16 U.S.C. 6700) is redesignated as sec-
tion 208.

SEC. 314. DISCHARGE OF WASTES AT SEA GEN-
ERATED BY SHIPS OF THE ARMED
FORCES.

(a) DISCHARGE RESTRICTIONS FOR SHIPS OF
THE ARMED FORCES.—Subsection (b) of section 3
of the Act to Prevent Pollution from Ships (33
U.S.C. 1902(b)) is amended to read as follows:

“(b)(1) Ezxcept as provided in paragraph (3),
this Act shall not apply to—

“(A) a ship of the Armed Forces described in
paragraph (2); or

““(B) any other ship specifically excluded by
the MARPOL Protocol or the Antarctic Pro-
tocol.

“(2) A ship described in this paragraph is a
ship that is owned or operated by the Secretary,
with respect to the Coast Guard, or by the Sec-
retary of a military department, and that, as de-
termined by the Secretary concerned—

“(A) has unique military design, construction,
manning, or operating requirements; and

“(B) cannot fully comply with the discharge
requirements of Annex V to the Convention be-
cause compliance is not technologically feasible
or would impair the operations or operational
capability of the ship.

“(3)(A) Notwithstanding any provision of the
MARPOL Protocol, the requirements of Annex
V to the Convention shall apply to all ships re-
ferred to in subsection (a) other than those de-
scribed in paragraph (2).

“(B) A ship that is described in paragraph (2)
shall limit the discharge into the sea of garbage
as follows:

‘(i) The discharge into the sea of plastics, in-
cluding synthetic ropes, synthetic fishing nets,
plastic garbage bags, and incinerator ashes from
plastic products that may contain toxic chemi-
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cals or heavy metals, or the residues thereof, is

prohibited.

“‘(ii) Garbage consisting of the following mate-
rial may be discharged into the sea, subject to
subparagraph (C):

‘(1) A non-floating slurry of seawater, paper,
cardboard, or food waste that is capable of pass-
ing through a screen with openings no larger
than 12 millimeters in diameter.

“(1I) Metal and glass that have been shredded
and bagged (in compliance with clause (i)) so as
to ensure negative buoyancy.

‘““(1I11) With regard to a submersible, non-
plastic garbage that has been compacted and
weighted to ensure negative buoyancy.

‘“(IV) Ash from incinerators or other thermal
destruction systems not containing toxic chemi-
cals, heavy metals, or incompletely burned plas-
tics.

“(C)(i) Garbage described in subparagraph
(B)(ii)(I) may not be discharged within 3 nau-
tical miles of land.

‘“(ii)) Garbage described in subclauses (II),
(I11), and (IV) of subparagraph (B)(ii) may not
be discharged within 12 nautical miles of land.

‘(D) Notwithstanding subparagraph (C), a
ship described in paragraph (2) that is not
equipped with garbage-processing equipment
sufficient to meet the requirements of subpara-
graph (B)(ii) may discharge garbage that has
not been processed in accordance with subpara-
graph (B)(ii) if such discharge occurs as far as
practicable from the nearest land, but in any
case not less than—

‘(i) 12 nautical miles from the nearest land, in
the case of food wastes and non-floating gar-
bage, including paper products, cloth, glass,
metal, bottles, crockery, and similar refuse; and

‘(i) 25 nautical miles from the nearest land,
in the case of all other garbage.

“(E) This paragraph shall not apply when
discharge of any garbage is mecessary for the
purpose of securing the safety of the ship, the
health of the ship’s personnel, or saving life at
sea. Not later than 270 days after such a dis-
charge, the discharge shall be reported to the
Secretary, with respect to the Coast Guard, or
the Secretary concerned.

‘““(F) This paragraph shall not apply during
time of war or a national emergency declared by
the President or Congress.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 3(f)
of the Act to Prevent Pollution from Ships (33
U.S.C. 1902(f)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking “Annex V to
the Convention on or before the dates referred to
in subsections (b)(2)(A) and (c)(1)”’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (b)’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘“‘and sub-
section (b)(3)(B)(i) of this section’’ after ‘‘Annex
V to the Convention’’.

SEC. 315. DESIGNATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE EXECUTIVE AGENT FOR AL-
TERNATIVE FUEL DEVELOPMENT.

(a) DESIGNATION OF EXECUTIVE AGENT.—The
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Operational
Energy, Plans, and Programs shall recommend,
and the Secretary of Defense shall designate,
the Secretary of one of the military departments
to serve as the Executive Agent for Alternative
Fuel Development for the Department of De-
fense. The Executive Agent shall—

(1) lead the military departments in the devel-
opment of alternative fuel;

(2) streamline the current investments of each
of the military departments and ensure that
such investments account for the requirements
of the military departments;

(3) work jointly with the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Research and Engineering;

(4) collaborate with and leverage investments
made by the Department of Energy to advance
alternative fuel development to the benefit of
the Department of Defense; and

(5) coordinate proposed alternative fuel in-
vestments in accordance with section 138c(e) of
title 10, United States Code.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Assistant Sec-
retary of Defense for Operational Energy,
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Plans, and Programs shall prescribe policy for

the Ezecutive Agent, establish guidelines for

streamlining alternative fuel investments across
the Department of Defense, and certify the
budget associated with such investments.

(¢) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees notification of the
Secretary designated as the Executive Agent for
Alternative Fuel Development for the Depart-
ment of Defense under subsection (a) and a
copy of the policy prescribed under subsection
().

SEC. 316. FAVORABLE CONSIDERATION OF EN.-
ERGY-EFFICIENT TECHNOLOGIES IN
CONTRACTS FOR LOGISTICS SUP-
PORT OF CONTINGENCY OPER-
ATIONS.

(a) FAVORABLE CONSIDERATION.—In evalu-
ating offers for defense logistics support con-
tracts for contingency operations, the Secretary
of Defense shall give favorable consideration,
consistent with the energy performance goals
and energy performance master plan for the De-
partment of Defense developed under section
2911 of title 10, United States Code, to offers
that include energy-efficient or energy reduc-
tion technologies or processes meeting the re-
quirements of subsection (b).

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES
AND PROCESSES.—Favorable consideration shall
be given to an offer for a defense logistics sup-
port contract under subsection (a) if any energy
technology or process included in the offer meets
the following criteria:

(1) The technology or process achieves long-
term savings for the Government by reducing
overall demand for fuel and other sources of en-
ergy in contingency operations.

(2) The technology or process does not disrupt
the mission, the logistics, or the core require-
ments in the contingency operation concerned.

(3) The technology or process is able to inte-
grate seamlessly into the existing infrastructure
in the contingency operation concerned.

(c) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) LIFECYCLE COST SAVINGS REQUIRED TO BE
DEMONSTRATED.—Favorable consideration may
not be given under subsection (a) to an offer for
a defense logistics support contract unless the
offer contains information demonstrating the
total lifecycle cost savings achieved using the
energy technology or process in the offer over
traditional technologies.

(2) RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER FACTORS.—The fa-
vorable consideration given under subsection (a)
with respect to a defense logistics support con-
tract does not outweigh other factors set forth
by the selection authority for the evaluation of
the contract.

(d) REGULATIONS AND GUIDANCE.—

(1) REGULATIONS.—The Defense Supplement to
the Federal Acquisition Regulation shall be re-
vised to implement this section.

(2) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall issue comprehensive
guidance on the implementation of this section.

(e) REPORT.—The annual report required by
section 2925(b) of title 10, United States Code,
shall include information on the progress in the
implementation of this section, including sav-
ings achieved by the Department resulting from
such implementation.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) DEFENSE LOGISTICS SUPPORT CONTRACT.—
The term ‘‘defense logistics support contract’
means a contract for services, or a task order
under such a contract, awarded by the Depart-
ment of Defense to provide logistics support dur-
ing times of military mobilications, including
contingency operations, in any amount greater
than the simplified acquisition threshold.

(2) CONTINGENCY OPERATION.—The term ‘‘con-
tingency operation’ has the meaning provided
in section 101(a)(13) of title 10, United States
Code.
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Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment
SEC. 321. DEFINITION OF DEPOT-LEVEL MAINTE-
NANCE AND REPAIR.
Section 2460 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“§2460. Definition of depot-level maintenance

and repair

“(a) IN GENERAL.—In this chapter, the term
“depot-level maintenance and repair’’ means
(except as provided in subsection (b)) the proc-
esses of material maintenance or repair involv-
ing the overhaul, upgrading, rebuilding, testing,
inspection, and reclamation (as necessary) of
weapon systems, equipment end items, parts,
components, assemblies, and subassemblies. The
term includes—

“(1) all aspects of software maintenance;

“(2) the installation of parts or components
for modifications; and

“(3) associated technical assistance to inter-
mediate maintenance organizations, operational
units, and other activities.

“(b) EXCEPTION.—The term does not include
the nuclear refueling of an aircraft carrier.””.
SEC. 322. CORE LOGISTICS CAPABILITIES.

(a) MODIFICATIONS TO CORE LOGISTICS CAPA-
BILITIES REQUIREMENTS.—Section 2464 of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(4) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘systems and
equipment under special access programs, Nu-
clear aircraft carriers,” and inserting ‘‘the nu-
clear refueling of an aircraft carrier’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘facilities’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘industrial
facilities’’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c) as
subsections (¢) and (d), respectively;

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

““(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 90 days
after the date on which the budget of the Presi-
dent for a fiscal year is submitted to Congress
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to Congress a report
identifying, for each of the armed forces (other
than the Coast Guard) each of the following:

‘(1) The core logistics capability requirements
identified in subsection (a)(2).

“(2) The depot maintenance workloads re-
quired to cost-effectively support core logistics
capability requirements.

“(3) The additional depot maintenance work-
loads, beyond the workloads identified under
paragraph (2), needed to ensure that not more
than 50 percent of the non-exempt depot mainte-
nance funding is expended for performance by
non-federal governmental personnel in accord-
ance with section 2466 of this title.

““(4) The allocation of workload for each Cen-
ter of Industrial and Technical Excellence as
designated in accordance with section 2474 of
this title.

“(5) The depot maintenance capital invest-
ments required to be made in order to ensure
compliance with subsection (a) by not later than
four years after achieving initial operational ca-
pacity.”’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

““(e) INDUSTRIAL FACILITY DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘industrial facility’ includes
government-owned ammunition plants, arsenals,
depots, and manufacturing plants and facilities
designated for the purpose of conducting depot-
level maintenance and repair.’”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a)(1) shall apply with respect to
contracts entered into after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 323. DESIGNATION OF MILITARY INDUS-
TRIAL FACILITIES AS CENTERS OF
INDUSTRIAL AND TECHNICAL EX-
CELLENCE.

Section 2474(a)(1) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘or military in-
dustrial facility’ after ‘“‘depot-level activity’’.
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REDESIGNATION OF CORE COM-
PETENCIES AS CORE LOGISTICS CA-
PABILITIES FOR CENTERS OF INDUS-
TRIAL AND TECHNICAL EXCEL-
LENCE.

Section 2474 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘core competencies’ each place
it appears and inserting ‘‘core logistics capabili-
ties’’; and

(2) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘core com-
petency’ and inserting ‘‘core logistics capa-
bility .

SEC. 325. PERMANENT AND EXPANDED AUTHOR-
ITY FOR ARMY INDUSTRIAL FACILI-
TIES TO ENTER INTO CERTAIN CO-
OPERATIVE ARRANGEMENTS WITH
NON-ARMY ENTITIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 4544 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking the second
sentence; and

(2) by striking subsection (k).

(b) REPORT.—Section 328(b)(A) of the National
Defense Authorication Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(Public Law 110-181; 122 Stat. 66; 10 U.S.C. 4544
note) is amended by striking ‘‘the advisability’’
and all that follows through the end and insert-
ing ‘‘the effect of the use of such authority on
the rates charged by each Army industrial facil-
ity when bidding on contracts for the Army or
for a Defense agency and providing rec-
ommendations to improve the ability of each
category of Army industrial facility (as defined
in section 4544(j) of title 10, United States Code)
to compete for such contracts;’’.

SEC. 326. AMENDMENT TO REQUIREMENT RELAT-
ING TO CONSIDERATION OF COM-
PETITION THROUGHOUT OPERATION
AND SUSTAINMENT OF MAJOR WEAP-
ON SYSTEMS.

Section 202(d) of the Weapon Systems Acquisi-
tion Reform Act of 2009 (10 U.S.C. 2430 note) is
amended by inserting after ‘‘major weapon sys-
tem’’ the following: ‘“‘or a subsystem or compo-
nent of a major weapon system’’.

SEC. 327. IMPLEMENTATION OF CORRECTIVE AC-
TIONS RESULTING FROM CORRO-
SION STUDY OF THE F-22 AND F-35
AIRCRAFT.

(a) IMPLEMENTATION, CONGRESSIONAL BRIEF-
ING.—Not later than January 31, 2012, the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics shall implement the
recommended actions described in subsection (b)
and provide to the congressional defense com-
mittees a briefing on the actions taken by the
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Under Secretary to implement such rec-
ommended actions.
(b) RECOMMENDED ACTIONS.—The rec-

ommended actions described in this subsection
are the following four recommended actions in-
cluded in the report of the Government Account-
ability Office report numbered GAO-11-117R
and titled ‘‘Defense Management: DOD Needs to
Monitor and Assess Corrective Actions Resulting
from Its Corrosion Study of the F-35 Joint Strike
Fighter’’:

(1) The documentation of program-specific
recommendations made as a result of the corro-
sion study described in subsection (d) with re-
gard to the F-35 and F-22 aircraft and the es-
tablishment of a process for monitoring and as-
sessing the effectiveness of the corrective actions
taken with respect to such aircraft in response
to such recommendations.

(2) The documentation of program-specific
recommendations made as a result of such corro-
sion study with regard to the other weapon sys-
tems identified in the study, specifically the CH-
53K helicopter, the Joint High Speed Vessel, the
Broad Area Maritime Surveillance Unmanned
Aircraft System, and the Joint Light Tactical
Vehicle, and the establishment of a process for
monitoring and assessing the effectiveness of the
corrosion prevention and control programs im-
plemented for such weapons systems in response
to such recommendations.

(3) The documentation of Air Force-specific
and Navy-specific recommendations made as a
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result of such corrosion study and the establish-
ment of a process for monitoring and assessing
the effectiveness of the corrective actions taken
by the Air Force and the Navy in response to
such recommendations.
(4) The documentation of Department of De-
fense-wide recommendations made as a result of
such corrosion study, the implementation of any
needed changes in policies and practices to im-
prove corrosion prevention and control in new
systems acquired by the Department, and the es-
tablishment of a process for monitoring and as-
sessing the effectiveness of the corrective actions
taken by the Department in response to such
recommendations.
(c) DEADLINE FOR COMPLIANCE.—Not later
than December 31, 2012, the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, in conjunction with the directors of the F-
35 and F-22 program offices, the directors of the
program offices for the weapons systems referred
to in subsection (b)(2), the Secretary of the
Army, the Secretary of the Air Force, and the
Secretary of the Navy, shall—
(1) take whatever steps mecessary to comply
with the recommendations documented pursuant
to the required implementation under subsection
(a) of the recommended actions described in sub-
section (b); or
(2) submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees written justification of why compliance
was not feasible or achieved.
(d) CORROSION STUDY.—The corrosion study
described in this subsection is the study required
in House Report 111-166 accompanying H.R.
2647 of the 111th Congress conducted by the Of-
fice of the Director of Corrosion Policy and
Oversight of the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense and titled ‘‘Corrosion Evaluation of the F—
22 Raptor and F-35 Lightning II Joint Strike
Fighter™’.
Subtitle D—Readiness

SEC. 331. MODIFICATION OF DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT VOL-
UNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS OF FUNDS.

The second sentence of subsection (g) of sec-
tion 358 of the Ike Skelton National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law
111-383; 124 Stat. 4201; 49 U.S.C. 44718 note) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘shall be available’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘shall remain available until expended’’;
and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ‘“‘or to conduct studies of poten-
tial measures to mitigate such impacts’.

SEC. 332. REVIEW OF PROPOSED STRUCTURES AF-
FECTING NAVIGABLE AIRSPACE.

Section 44718 of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(e) REVIEW OF AERONAUTICAL STUDIES.—The
Administrator of the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration shall develop procedures to allow the
Department of Defense and the Department of
Homeland Security to review and comment on
an aeronautical study conducted pursuant to
subsection (b) prior to the completion of the
study.”’.

SEC. 333. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING INTE-
GRATION OF BALLISTIC MISSILE DE-
FENSE TRAINING ACROSS AND BE-
TWEEN COMBATANT COMMANDS
AND MILITARY SERVICES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that ballistic
missile defense is an inherently joint operation
that requires close coordination between com-
batant commands and military services at all
levels, from the strategic to the operational to
the tactical. Since the time available to identify,
track, and intercept ballistic missiles will be less
than 30 minutes, joint training to improve the
ability of the military departments and combat-
ant commands to work together is essential for
successfully planning and conducting ballistic
missile defense operations. Congress has pre-
viously expressed concern that gaps in joint mis-
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sile defense training, from the lowest sensor or
shooter operator level to the highest levels of de-
cision-making on combatant command staffs,
must be identified and rectified.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) improving the integration of ballistic mis-
sile defense training across and between combat-
ant commands and military services and fully
identifying the training requirements, capabili-
ties, and resources that the Department of De-
fense needs to effectively train for this complex
mission is vital to the protection of the United
States against ballistic missile attacks;

(2) identifying and addressing training gaps
in integrating missile defense training is essen-
tial for successfully employing the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense System; and

(3) identifying the capabilities and funding
needed to effectively and adequately integrate
training across and between the combatant com-
mands and military services is important to en-
sure that training priorities are being met and
that resources are aligned to support the train-
ing.

Subtitle E—Reports
ANNUAL CERTIFICATION AND MODI-

FICATIONS OF ANNUAL REPORT ON

PREPOSITIONED MATERIEL AND

EQUIPMENT.

(a) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—Section 2229 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

““(d) ANNUAL CERTIFICATION.—(1) Not later
than the date of the submission of the Presi-
dent’s budget request for a fiscal year under sec-
tion 1105 of title 31, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees certification in writing that the
prepositioned stocks of each of the military de-
partments meet all operations plans, in both fill
and readiness, that are in effect as of the date
of the submission of the certification.

“2) If, for any year, the Secretary cannot
certify that any of the prepositioned stocks meet
such operations plans, the Secretary shall in-
clude with the certification for that year a list
of the operations plans affected, a description of
any measures that have been taken to mitigate
any risk associated with prepositioned stock
shortfalls, and an anticipated timeframe for the
replenishment of the stocks.

“(3) A certification under this subsection shall
be in an unclassified form but may have a clas-
sified annex.”’.

(b) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 2229a(a) of title
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new paragraphs:

“(7) A list of any non-standard items slated
for inclusion in the prepositioned stocks and a
plan for funding the inclusion and sustainment
of such items.

“(8) A list of any equipment used in support
of Operation Iraqi Freedom, Operation New
Dawn, or Operation Enduring Freedom slated
for retrograde and subsequent inclusion in the
prepositioned stocks.

“(9) An efficiency strategy for limited shelf-
life medical stock replacement.

““(10) The status of efforts to develop a joint
strategy, integrate service requirements, and
eliminate redundancies.

““(11) The operational planning assumptions
used in the formulation of prepositioned stock
levels and composition.

“(12) A list of any strategic plans affected by
changes to the levels, composition, or locations
of the prepositioned stocks and a description of
any action taken to mitigate any risk that such
changes may create.”.

SEC. 342. MODIFICATION OF REPORT ON MAINTE-
NANCE AND REPAIR OF VESSELS IN
FOREIGN SHIPYARDS.

Section 7310(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3)(4), by inserting after
“gustification under law’’ the following: ‘‘and
operational justification’’; and
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(2) in paragraph (4), by adding at the end the
following new subparagraph:

“(C) A vessel not described in subparagraph
(A) or (B) that is operated pursuant to a con-
tract entered into by the Military Sealift Com-
mand, the Maritime Administration, or the
United States Transportation Command.’’.

SEC. 343. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR AN-
NUAL REPORT ON MILITARY WORK-
ING DOGS.

Section 358(c) of the Duncan Hunter National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009
(Public Law 110-417; 122 Stat. 4427; 10 U.S.C.
2302 note) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), by
striking ‘‘for the fiscal year covered by the re-
port”’;

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘“‘“The num-
ber’’ and inserting ‘‘For the fiscal year covered
by the report, the number’’;

(3) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘The cost”
and inserting ‘‘For such fiscal year’’;

(4) in paragraph (3), by inserting ‘‘during
such fiscal year’’ before the period at the end;
and

(5) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘““(4) For such fiscal year, the number of mili-
tary working dogs providing services under a
contract for each military department or De-
fense Agency.

‘““(5) For such fiscal year, the number of mili-
tary working dogs bred by each military depart-
ment or Defense Agency.

“(6) An evaluation of military working dog
breeding programs that addresses—

‘““(A) the cost of acquiring dogs through such
breeding programs compared to the cost of pur-
chasing the dogs;

‘“‘(B) a plan for how the Department could
better leverage existing departmental and non-
departmental domestic breeding programs; and

“(C) other considerations as determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary.

‘“(7) The future force structure requirements
for the military working dog program.’’.

SEC. 344. ASSESSMENT AND REPORTING RE-
QUIREMENTS REGARDING THE STA-
TUS OF COMPLIANCE WITH JOINT
MILITARY TRAINING AND FORCE AL-
LOCATIONS.

(a) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—At the beginning
of each even-numbered year, the Secretary of
Defense shall conduct an assessment of joint
military training and force allocations to deter-
mine—

(1) the compliance of the military departments
with the joint training, doctrine, and resource
allocation recommendations promulgated by the
Joint Chiefs of Staff; and

(2) the effectiveness of the Joint Staff in car-
rying out the missions of planning and experi-
mentation formerly accomplished by Joint
Forces Command.

(b) RELATION TO NATIONAL MILITARY STRAT-
EGY ASSESSMENTS.—The assessments required by
this section are in addition to the assessments of
the National Military Strategy conducted by the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff under sec-
tion 153(b) of title 10, United States Code.

(c) REPORTS ON RESULTS OF ASSESSMENT.—Not
later than March 31, 2012, and March 31 of each
even-numbered year thereafter, the Secretary of
Defense shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report containing the results
of the most recently concluded assessment con-
ducted under subsection (a).

SEC. 345. STUDY OF UNITED STATES PACIFIC
COMMAND TRAINING READINESS.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—In fulfillment of the
recommendations in the 2010 Quadrennial De-
fense Review, the Secretary of Defense, in con-
junction with the Commander of the United
States Pacific Command, shall conduct a study
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to identify current and future training require-
ments for all members of the Armed Forces as-
signed to the Pacific Command area of responsi-
bility, the sufficiency of current training infra-
structure to meet those requirements, and the ef-
fect on operational readiness of providing addi-
tional training venues.

(b) TRAINING LOCATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study re-
quired under subsection (a), the Secretary of
Defense and the Commander of the United
States Pacific Command shall identify locations
within the United States Pacific Command’s
area of responsibility as suitable to establish
combat training centers to fulfill requirements
for live-fire and simulated individual, small-
unit, and collective pre-deployment and post-de-
ployment training of United States combat
forces in joint, multi-national, and coalition
full-spectrum operations as well as counter-
insurgency, stability, and humanitarian oper-
ations.

(2) SUITABILITY FOR TRAINING.—The locations
identified by the Secretary and the Commander
of the United States Pacific Command pursuant
to paragraph (1) shall be suitable for training
forces equivalent to a Marine Expeditionary
Force, an Army division, an Air and Space Ex-
peditionary Force, or a Navy carrier strike
group.

(3) LOCATIONS FOR CONSIDERATION.—In identi-
fying locations to be studied pursuant to para-
graph (1), the Secretary and the Commander of
the United States Pacific Command may con-
sider, among others, current as well as former
United States military installations.

(¢c) STUDY REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out
the study required under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary and the Commander of the United States
Pacific Command shall—

(1) determine cost estimates for any necessary
acquisition, development (including military
construction), operation, and maintenance of
the locations identified under subsection (b);

(2) determine the estimated cost to upgrade
any current infrastructure at any location iden-
tified to bring the location to a state required for
the training described in subsection (b);

(3) provide a description of the possible envi-
ronmental impact of conducting the training de-
scribed in subsection (b);

(4) include an estimate of the potential eco-
nomic impact, either positive or negative, to the
local community of accommodating the training
described in subsection (b); and

(5) provide a description of the anticipated im-
pact on the quality of life for military personnel
who would train at the identified locations.

(d) ASSESSMENT OF READINESS IMPACT.—The
Secretary and the Commander of the United
States Pacific Command shall include in the
study required under this section an assessment
of the effect on operational and training readi-
ness that would be achieved by providing train-
ing at the training locations identified under
subsection (b).

(e) REPORT.—Not later than February 28,
2013, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate a report that contains the re-
sults of the study required under this section
along with any conclusions and recommenda-
tions of the Secretary and the Commander of the
United States Pacific Command regarding the
activation and implementation of training sites
in the Pacific Command area of responsibility.

(f) COMPTROLLER GENERAL BRIEFING.—Not
later than 120 days after the submittal of the re-
port under subsection (e), the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall provide to the
Committee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate a briefing on the com-
pleteness of the Secretary’s report in fulfilling
the requirements of this section and the feasi-
bility of successfully establishing additional
training opportunities based on the rec-
ommendations included in the report.
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Subtitle F—Limitations and Extensions of
Authority

SEC. 351. ADOPTION OF MILITARY WORKING DOG
BY FAMILY OF DECEASED OR SERI-
OUSLY WOUNDED MEMBER OF THE
ARMED FORCES WHO WAS THE DOG’S
HANDLER.

Section 2583(c) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘“Military ani-
mals’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(2) For purposes of making a determination
under subsection (a)(2), unusual or extraor-
dinary circumstances may include situations in
which the handler of a military working dog is
killed in action, dies of wounds received in ac-
tion, or is so seriously wounded in action that
the member will (or most likely will) receive a
medical discharge. If the Secretary of the mili-
tary department concerned determines that an
adoption is justified in such a situation, the
military working dog shall be made available for
adoption only by the immediate family of the
member.”’.

SEC. 352. PROHIBITION ON EXPANSION OF THE
AIR FORCE FOOD TRANSFORMATION
INITIATIVE.

The Secretary of the Air Force may not ex-
pand the Air Force food transformation initia-
tive (hereinafter referred to as the ‘‘initiative’’)
to include any base other than the sir bases ini-
tially included in the pilot program until 270
days after the date on which the Secretary of
the Air Force submits to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the initiative. Such re-
port shall include the following:

(1) A description of the effects of the initiative
on all employees who are paid through non-
appropriated funds.

(2) A detailed plan for any new information
technology systems, along with a funding plan,
that may be required to fully implement the ini-
tiative.

(3) A description of the performance metrics
developed to objectively measure the initiative at
the six bases participating in the initiative as of
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(4) An explanation of how appropriated and
non-appropriated funds used in the initiative
are being tracked to ensure that such funds re-
main segregated.

(5) An estimate of the cost savings and effi-
ciencies associated with the initiative, and an
explanation of how such savings are achieved.

(6) The rationale for any increases in food
prices at both the appropriated facilities on the
military bases participating in the initiative as
of the date of the enactment of this Act and the
non-appropriated funded facilities on such
bases.

(7) An explanation of any challenges or bar-
riers encountered at such bases and a plan for
addressing those challenges or barriers to imple-
mentation.

(8) A description of the training programs
being developed to assist the transition for all
employees affected by the initiative.

(9) A detailed plan for addressing any rec-
ommendations made by the Comptroller General
of the United States following the Comptroller
General’s review of the initiative.

SEC. 353. LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION AND EX-
PENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR THE MI-
GRATION OF ARMY ENTERPRISE
EMAIL SERVICES.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available to the De-
partment of Defense for fiscal year 2012 for pro-
curement or operation and maintenance for the
migration to enterprise email services by the De-
partment of the Army, not more than 2 percent
may be obligated or expended until the date that
is 30 days after the date on which the Secretary
of Army submits to the congressional defense
committees a report that includes a comparison
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of the relative merits of transitioning to Defense

Information Systems Agency enterprise email

services and Army Knowledge Online. The re-

port shall address each of the following:

(1) The original business case analysis sup-
porting the decision to transition to Defense In-
formation Systems Agency enterprise email serv-
ices.

(2) An analysis of alternatives to the decision
that were considered.

(3) The proposed formal acquisition oversight
body and process with respect to the transition.

(4) An economic analysis (including a life-
cycle cost analysis) of the proposed transition,
including a cost-benefit analysis and assessment
of sustainment costs.

SEC. 354. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF PILOT PRO-
GRAM FOR AVAILABILITY OF WORK-
ING-CAPITAL FUNDS TO ARMY FOR
CERTAIN PRODUCT IMPROVEMENTS.

Section 330(f) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law
110-181; 122 Stat. 68) is amended by striking
“October 1, 2013 and inserting ‘‘October 1,
2014.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

SEC. 361. CONSIDERATION OF FORECLOSURE CIR-
CUMSTANCES IN ADJUDICATION OF
SECURITY CLEARANCES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 80 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 1564a the following new section:

“§ 1564b. Security clearance adjudications

“In carrying out a security clearance adju-
dication of a member of the armed forces, the
Secretary of Defense shall give special consider-
ation to any such member with a record of a
foreclosure on the credit report of such mem-
ber.”.

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this section,
the Secretary shall issue regulations to carry
out section 1564b of title 10, United States Code,
as added by subsection (a).

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
1564a the following new item:

““1564b. Security clearance adjudications.’.

SEC. 362. AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE INFORMATION
FOR MARITIME SAFETY OF FORCES
AND HYDROGRAPHIC SUPPORT.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Part IV of subtitle C of title
10, United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new chapter:

“CHAPTER 669—MARITIME SAFETY OF

FORCES

“Sec.
“7921. Safety and effectiveness information; hy-
drographic information.
“§7921. Safety and effectiveness information;
hydrographic information

“(a) SAFETY AND EFFECTIVENESS INFORMA-
TION.—(1) The Secretary of the Navy shall maxi-
mize the safety and effectiveness of all maritime
vessels, aircraft, and forces of the armed forces
by means of—

““(A) marine data collection;

“(B) numerical weather and ocean prediction;
and

‘“(C) forecasting of hazardous weather and
ocean conditions.

““(2) The Secretary may extend similar support
to forces of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, and to coalition forces, that are operating
with the armed forces.

““(b) HYDROGRAPHIC INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy shall collect, process, and
provide to the Director of the National
Geospatial-Intelligence Agency hydrographic in-
formation to support preparation of maps,
charts, books, and geodetic products by that
Agency.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
chapters at the beginning of subtitle C of such
title, and the table of chapters at the beginning
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of part IV of such subtitle, are each amended by

inserting after the item relating to chapter 667

the following new item:

“669. Maritime Safety of Forces 79217,

SEC. 363. DEPOSIT OF REIMBURSED FUNDS
UNDER RECIPROCAL FIRE PROTEC-
TION AGREEMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of section 5 of
the Act of May 27, 1955 (42 U.S.C. 1856d(b)) is
amended to read as follows:

““(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), all sums
received as reimbursements for costs incurred by
any Department of Defense activity for fire pro-
tection rendered pursuant to this Act shall be
credited to the same appropriation or fund from
which the expenses were paid or, if the period of
availability for obligation for that appropriation
has expired, to the appropriation or fund that is
currently available to the activity for the same
purpose. Amounts so credited shall be subject to
the same provisions and restrictions as the ap-
propriation or account to which credited.’’.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made by
subsection (a) shall apply with respect to reim-
bursements for expenditures of funds appro-
priated after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 364. REDUCTION IN AMOUNTS OTHERWISE
AUTHORIZED TO BE APPROPRIATED
TO THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FOR PRINTING AND REPRODUCTION.

The following amounts otherwise authorized
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2012 for the
Department of Defense are hereby reduced by 10
percent:

(1) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Army, for printing and reproduc-
tion.

(2) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Navy, for printing and reproduc-
tion.

(3) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Marine Corps, for printing and re-
production.

(4) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Air Force, for printing and repro-
duction.

(5) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for Defense-wide activities, for printing
and reproduction.

SEC. 365. REDUCTION IN AMOUNTS OTHERWISE
AUTHORIZED TO BE APPROPRIATED
TO THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FOR STUDIES, ANALYSIS, AND EVAL-
UATIONS.

The following amounts otherwise authorized
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2012 for the
Department of Defense are hereby reduced by 10
percent:

(1) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Army, for studies, analysis, and
evaluations.

(2) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Navy, for studies, analysis, and
evaluations.

(3) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Marine Corps, for studies, anal-
ysis, and evaluations.

(4) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for the Air Force, for studies, analysis,
and evaluations.

(5) The amount for Operation and Mainte-
nance for Defense-wide activities, for studies,
analysis, and evaluations.

SEC. 366. CLARIFICATION OF THE AIRLIFT SERV-
ICE DEFINITIONS RELATIVE TO THE
CIVIL RESERVE AIR FLEET.

(a) CLARIFICATION.—Section 41106 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsections (a)(1), (b), and (c), by strik-
ing ‘‘transport category aircraft’’ each place it
appears and inserting ‘‘CRAF-eligible aircraft’’;
and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘that has air-
craft in the civil reserve air fleet’’ and inserting
“referred to in subsection (a)’’.

(b) CRAF-ELIGIBLE AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—Such
section is further amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:
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“(e) CRAF-ELIGIBLE AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—In
this section, ‘CRAF-eligible aircraft’ means air-
craft of a type the Secretary of Defense has de-
termined to be eligible to participate in the civil
reserve air fleet.”’.

SEC. 367. RATEMAKING PROCEDURES FOR CIVIL
RESERVE AIR FLEET CONTRACTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 931 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 9511 the following new section:

“$§9511a. Civil Reserve Air Fleet contracts:
payment rate

‘““(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of Defense
shall determine a fair and reasonable rate of
payment for airlift services provided to the De-
partment of Defense by air carriers who are par-
ticipants in the Civil Reserve Air Fleet program.

““(b) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of Defense
shall prescribe regulations for purposes of sub-
section (a). The Secretary may exclude from the
applicability of those regulations any airlift
services contract made through the use of com-
petitive procedures.

“(c) COMMITMENT OF AIRCRAFT AS A BUSINESS
FACTOR.—The Secretary may, in determining
the quantity of business to be received under an
airlift services contract for which the rate of
payment is determined in accordance with sub-
section (a), use as a factor the relative amount
of airlift capability committed by each air car-
rier to the Civil Reserve Air Fleet.

“(d) INAPPLICABLE PROVISIONS OF LAW.—An
airlift services contract for which the rate of
payment is determined in accordance with sub-
section (a) shall not be subject to the provisions
of section 2306a of this title or to the provisions
of subsections (a) and (b) of section 1502 of title
41.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
9511 the following new item:

“9511a. Civil Reserve Air Fleet contracts: pay-
ment rate.”’.

(c) INITIAL REGULATIONS.—Regulations shall
be prescribed under section 9511a(b) of title 10,
United States Code, as added by subsection (a),
not later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 368. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON PROPOSED
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRA-
TION CHANGES TO FLIGHT CREW
MEMBER DUTY AND REST REQUIRE-
MENTS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) Section 212 of the Airline Safety and Fed-
eral Aviation Administration Extension Act of
2010 (Public Law 111-216; 49 U.S.C. 44701 note)
directed the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration to issue regulations, based
on the best available scientific information, to
specify limitations on the hours of flight and
duty time allowed for pilots to address problems
relating to pilot fatigue.

(2) On September 14, 2010, the Federal Avia-
tion Administration issued a Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking titled ‘‘Flightcrew Member Duty
and Rest Requirements’’.

(3) Between March 2010 and March 2011, the
Air Mobility Command and its Civil Reserve Air
Fleet partners airlifted more than 2,000,000 pas-
sengers and 848,000 tons of cargo around the
world in support of the missions of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

(4) An Air Force Institute of Technology study
titled ‘‘Civil Reserve Airlift Fleet (CRAF) Crew
Rest Study’ analyzed 2264 missions flown by
Civil Reserve Air Fleet carriers under contract
with the Department of Defense between May
and September 2011, and concluded that over 80
percent of those missions may have been infeasi-
ble had the proposed rule referred to in para-
graph (2) been in effect during such period.

(5) On February 15, 2011, General Duncan J.
McNabb, Commander of the United States
Transportation Command, wrote to the Adminis-
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trator of the Federal Aviation Administration
expressing significant concern about the pro-
posed rule change and stating that the Oper-
ational Risk Management approach of the
United States Transportation Command miti-
gated operational hazards and included ‘‘rea-
sonable measures to reduce risk to personnel,
equipment and the mission’’. In the letter, Gen-
eral McNabb noted that he believes there is room
for proper exceptions to the proposed rule and
went on to write that ‘‘through cooperation, we
can develop mutually acceptable guidelines that
not only mitigate the impact of crew fatigue, but
afford all carriers the flexibility to implement
safer aircrew processes’’.

(6) The United States Transportation Com-
mand is relying heavily on the Civil Reserve Air
Fleet as a critical partner as they effectively
and efficiently deploy and sustain the
warfighter in simultaneous operations in Af-
ghanistan, Iraq, and Libya and in relief oper-
ations in Japan.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) when faced with immediate and long-term
world events, the superb team of the United
States Transportation Command successfully
overcomes many obstacles to support the na-
tional security objectives of the United States
with world-class logistics and the Civil Reserve
Air Fleet program is one of the major reasons
they deliver both combat power and humani-
tarian relief on time, on target, and at best
value to the taxpayer;

(2) the Administrator of the Federal Aviation
Administration should make every effort to en-
sure that any changes to guidelines, regula-
tions, and rules of the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, including changes to the Flightcrew
Member Duty and Rest Requirements, fully con-
sider the impact of such changes on Civil Re-
serve Air Fleet carriers, the United States
Transportation Command, and the Department
of Defense; and

(3) the Administrator of the Federal Aviation
Administration, in consultation with the Com-
mander of the United States Transportation
Command, should develop guidelines that ad-
dress not only crew fatigue, but also enhance
safety while minimizing the impact on the mis-
sion of the United States Transportation Com-
mand and the Department of Defense.

SEC. 369. POLICY ON ACTIVE SHOOTER TRAINING
FOR CERTAIN LAW ENFORCEMENT
PERSONNEL.

The Secretary of Defense shall establish policy
and promulgate guidelines to ensure civilian
and military law enforcement personnel charged
with security functions on military installations
shall receive Active Shooter Training as de-
scribed in finding 4.3 of the document entitled
“Protecting the Force: Lessons From Fort
Hood”.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces
SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authorized strengths
for active duty personnel as of September 30,
2012, as follows:

(1) The Army, 562,000.

(2) The Navy, 325,739.

(3) The Marine Corps, 202,100.

(4) The Air Force, 332,800.

SEC. 402. REVISION IN PERMANENT ACTIVE DUTY
END STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS.

Section 691(b) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended by striking paragraphs (1) through
(4) and inserting the following new paragraphs:

“(1) For the Army, 562,000.

‘“(2) For the Navy, 325,739.

“(3) For the Marine Corps, 202,100.

““(4) For the Air Force, 332,800.”".
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Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2012, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 358,200.

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 66,200.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,600.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 106,700.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 71,400.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 10,000.

(b) END STRENGTH REDUCTIONS.—The end
strengths prescribed by subsection (a) for the Se-
lected Reserve of any reserve component shall be
proportionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units orga-
nized to serve as units of the Selected Reserve of
such component which are on active duty (other
than for training) at the end of the fiscal year;
and

(2) the total number of individual members not
in units organized to serve as units of the Se-
lected Reserve of such component who are on
active duty (other than for training or for un-
satisfactory participation in training) without
their consent at the end of the fiscal year.

(¢c) END STRENGTH INCREASES.—Whenever
units or individual members of the Selected Re-
serve of any reserve component are released
from active duty during any fiscal year, the end
strength prescribed for such fiscal year for the
Selected Reserve of such reserve component
shall be increased proportionately by the total
authorized strengths of such units and by the
total number of such individual members.

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in section
411(a), the reserve components of the Armed
Forces are authoriced, as of September 30, 2012,
the following number of Reserves to be serving
on full-time active duty or full-time duty, in the
case of members of the National Guard, for the
purpose of organizing, administering, recruiting,
instructing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 32,060.

(2) The Army Reserve, 16,261.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 10,337.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 14,833.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 2,662.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military technicians
(dual status) as of the last day of fiscal year
2012 for the reserve components of the Army and
the Air Force (notwithstanding section 129 of
title 10, United States Code) shall be the fol-
lowing:

(1) For the Army Reserve, 8,395.

(2) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 27,210.

(3) For the Air Force Reserve, 10,777.

(4) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 22,509.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2012 LIMITATION ON NUM-
BER OF NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI-
CIANS.

(a) LIMITATIONS.—

(1) NATIONAL GUARD.—Within the limitation
provided in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10, United
States Code, the number of mon-dual status
technicians employed by the National Guard as
of September 30, 2012, may not exceed the fol-
lowing:

(A) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 1,600.

(B) For the Air National Guard of the United
States, 350.
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(2) ARMY RESERVE.—The number of non-dual
status technicians employed by the Army Re-
serve as of September 30, 2012, may not exceed
595.

(3) AIR FORCE RESERVE.—The number of non-
dual status technicians employed by the Air
Force Reserve as of September 30, 2012, may not
exceed 90.

(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual sta-
tus technician’ has the meaning given that term
in section 10217(a) of title 10, United States
Code.

SEC. 415. MAXIMUM NUMBER OF RESERVE PER-
SONNEL AUTHORIZED TO BE ON AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR OPERATIONAL SUP-
PORT.

During fiscal year 2012, the maximum number
of members of the reserve components of the
Armed Forces who may be serving at any time
on full-time operational support duty under sec-
tion 115(b) of title 10, United States Code, is the
following:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 17,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 6,200.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 3,000.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 16,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 14,000.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 421. MILITARY PERSONNEL.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appropriated
for fiscal year 2012 for the use of the Armed
Forces and other activities and agencies of the
Department of Defense for expenses, not other-
wise provided for, for military personnel, as
specified in the funding table in section 4401.

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.—The
authorization of appropriations in subsection
(a) supersedes any other authorization of appro-
priations (definite or indefinite) for such pur-
pose for fiscal year 2012.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY
Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy Generally
SEC. 501. INCREASE IN AUTHORIZED STRENGTHS

FOR MARINE CORPS OFFICERS ON
ACTIVE DUTY IN GRADES OF MAJOR,
LIEUTENANT COLONEL, AND COLO-
NEL.

The table in subsection (a)(1) of section 523 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by strik-
ing the items relating to the total mumber of
commissioned officers (excluding officers in cat-
egories specified in subsection (b) of such sec-
tion) serving on active duty in the Marine Corps
in the grades of major, lieutenant colonel, and
colonel, respectively, and inserting the following
new items:

10,000 2,802 1,615 633
12,500 3,247 1,768 658
15,000 3,691 1,922 684
17,500 4,135 2,076 710
20,000 4,579 2,230 736
22,500 5,024 2,383 762
25,000 5,468 2,537 787,
SEC. 502. GENERAL OFFICER AND FLAG OFFICER
REFORM.

(a) REMOVAL OF CERTAIN POSITIONS FROM
EXCEPTION TO DISTRIBUTION LIMITS.—

(1) REMOVAL OF POSITIONS.—Subsection (b) of
section 525 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended to read as follows:

“(b) The limitations of subsection (a) do not
include the following:

“(1) An officer released from a joint duty as-
signment, but only during the 60-day period be-
ginning on the date the officer departs the joint
duty assignment, except that the Secretary of
Defense may authorize the Secretary of a mili-
tary department to extend the 60-day period by
an additional 120 days, but no more than three
officers from each armed forces may be on active
duty who are excluded under this paragraph.

“(2) The number of officers required to serve
in joint duty assignments as authoriced by the
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Secretary of Defense under section 526(b) for

each military service.”’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1,
2012.

(b) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF AIR FORCE
GENERAL OFFICERS ON ACTIVE DUTY.—

(1) LIMITATION; EXCLUSION FOR JOINT DUTY
REQUIREMENTS.—Section 526 of such title is
amended—

(A) in subsection (a)(3), by striking ‘208"’ and
inserting ““197”’; and

(B) in subsection (b)(2)(C), by striking 76
and inserting “‘73”’.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by paragraph (1) shall take effect on October 1,
2013.

(c) LIMITED EXCLUSION FOR JOINT DUTY AS-
SIGNMENTS FROM AUTHORIZED STRENGTH LIMI-
TATION.—

(1) EXCLUSION.—Subsection (b) of section 526
of such title is amended by striking ‘324’ and
inserting ‘310”°.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by paragraph (1) shall take effect on January 1,
2012.

(d) ELIMINATION OF COMPLETE EXCLUSION FOR
OFFICERS SERVING IN CERTAIN INTELLIGENCE PO-
SITIONS.—

(1) ELIMINATION OF CURRENT BROAD EXCLU-
SION.—Section 528 of such title is amended by
striking subsections (b), (c), and (d) and insert-
ing the following new subsections:

““(b) DIRECTOR AND DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF
CIA.—When the position of Director or Deputy
Director of the Central Intelligence Agency is
held by an officer of the armed forces, the posi-
tion, so long as the officer serves in the position,
shall be designated, pursuant to subsection (b)
of section 526 of this title, as one of the general
officer and flag officer positions to be excluded
from the limitations in subsection (a) of such
section.

“(c) ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR OF MILITARY AF-
FAIRS, CIA.—When the position of Associate Di-
rector of Military Affairs, Central Intelligence
Agency, or any successor position, is held by an
officer of the armed forces, the position, so long
as the officer serves in the position, shall be des-
ignated, pursuant to subsection (b) of section
526 of this title, as one of the general officer and
flag officer positions to be excluded from the
limitations in subsection (a) of such section.

“(d) OFFICERS SERVING IN OFFICE OF DNI.—
When a position in the Office of the Director of
National Intelligence designated by agreement
between the Secretary of Defense and the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence is held by a general
officer or flag officer of the armed forces, the po-
sition, so long as the officer serves in the posi-
tion, shall be designated, pursuant to subsection
(b) of section 526 of this title, as one of the gen-
eral officer and flag officer positions to be ex-
cluded from the limitations in subsection (a) of
such section. However, mot more than five of
such positions may be included among the ex-
cluded positions at any time.’’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(A) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“§528. Officers serving in certain intelligence
positions: military status; application of
distribution and strength limitations; pay
and allowances”.

(B) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 32 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
528 and inserting the following new item:

““528. Officers serving in certain intelligence po-
sitions: military status; applica-
tion of distribution and strength
limitations; pay and allow-
ances.”’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management

SEC. 511. LEADERSHIP OF NATIONAL GUARD BU-

REAU.
(a) CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU.—
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(1) GRADE AND EXCLUSION FROM GENERAL AND
FLAG OFFICER AUTHORIZED STRENGTH.—Sub-
section (d) of section 10502 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended to read as follows:

““(d) GRADE AND EXCLUSION FROM GENERAL
AND FLAG OFFICER AUTHORIZED STRENGTH.—(1)
The Chief of the National Guard Bureau shall
be appointed to serve in the grade of general.

““(2) The Secretary of Defense shall designate,
pursuant to subsection (b) of section 526 of this
title, the position of Chief of the National Guard
Bureau as one of the general officer and flag of-
ficer positions to be excluded from the limita-
tions in subsection (a) of such section.”’.

(2) SUCCESSION.—Subsection (e) of such sec-
tion is amended to read as follows:

‘““(e) SUCCESSION.—(1) When there is a va-
cancy in the office of the Chief of the National
Guard Bureau or in the absence or disability of
the Chief, the Vice Chief of the National Guard
Bureau acts as Chief and performs the duties of
the Chief until a successor is appointed or the
absence or disability ceases.

““(2) When there is a vacancy in the offices of
both the Chief and the Vice Chief of the Na-
tional Guard Bureau or in the absence or dis-
ability of both the Chief and the Vice Chief of
the National Guard Bureau, or when there is a
vacancy in one such office and in the absence or
disability of the officer holding the other, the
senior officer of the Army National Guard of the
United States or the Air National Guard of the
United States on duty with the National Guard
Bureau shall perform the duties of the Chief
until a successor to the Chief or Vice Chief is
appointed or the absence or disability of the
Chief or Vice Chief ceases, as the case may be.”’.

(3) EXCLUSION FOR CHIEF OF NATIONAL GUARD
BUREAU FROM GENERAL OFFICER DISTRIBUTION
LIMITATIONS.—Section 525 of such title is
amended—

(4) in subsection (b)(1), by striking subpara-
graph (D); and

(B) in subsection (g)—

(i) by striking paragraph (2); and

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

(b) VICE CHIEF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BU-
REAU.—

(1) REDESIGNATION OF DIRECTOR OF THE JOINT
STAFF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU.—Sub-
section (a)(1) of section 10505 of such title is
amended by striking ‘‘Director of the Joint Staff
of the National Guard Bureau, selected by the
Secretary of Defense from’ and inserting ‘‘Vice
Chief of the National Guard Bureau, appointed
by the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate. The appointment shall be
made from’’.

(2) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—Subsection
(a)(1) of such section is further amended—

(4) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘rec-
ommended’’ and inserting ‘‘nominated’’;

(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and
(C) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respectively;

(C) in subparagraph (E), as so redesignated,
by striking ‘‘colonel’” and inserting ‘‘brigadier
general’’; and

(D) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraphs:

‘““(B) are recommended by the Secretary of the
Army, in the case of officers of the Army Na-
tional Guard of the United States, or by the Sec-
retary of the Air Force, in the case of officers of
the Air National Guard of the United States,
and by the Secretary of Defense;

‘“(C) are determined by the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, in accordance with criteria
and as a result of a process established by the
Chairman, to have significant joint duty experi-
ence;’’.

(3) GRADE AND EXCLUSION FROM GENERAL AND
FLAG OFFICER AUTHORIZED STRENGTH.—Sub-
section (c) of such section is amended to read as
follows:

“(c) GRADE AND EXCLUSION FROM GENERAL
AND FLAG OFFICER AUTHORIZED STRENGTH.—(1)
The Vice Chief of the National Guard Bureau
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shall be appointed to serve in the grade of lieu-
tenant general.

““(2) The Secretary of Defense shall designate,
pursuant to subsection (b) of section 526 of this
title, the position of Vice Chief of the National
Guard Bureau as one of the general officer and
flag officer positions to be excluded from the
limitations in subsection (a) of such section.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS REGARDING
REFERENCES TO DIRECTOR.—

(1) CROSS REFERENCES IN SECTION 10505.—Sec-
tion 10505 of such title is further amended—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), by striking
“Director of the Joint Staff’’ each place in ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘Vice Chief’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘“‘as the
Director” and inserting ‘“‘as the Vice Chief’’;
and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘Director of
the Joint Staff’’ and inserting ‘‘Vice Chief”’.

(2) CROSS REFERENCES IN SECTION 10506.—Sec-
tion 10506(a)(1) of such title is amended by strik-
ing ““‘Chief of the National Guard Bureau and
the Director of the Joint Staff’’ and inserting
“Chief and Vice Chief”’.

(3) OTHER REFERENCES.—Any reference in any
law, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the Director of the
Joint Staff of the National Guard Bureau shall
be deemed to be a reference to the Vice Chief of
the National Guard Bureau.

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of section
10505 of such title is amended to read as follows:
“§10505. Vice Chief of the National Guard Bu-

reau”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The item relating to
such section in the table of sections at the be-
ginning of chapter 1011 of such title is amended
to read as follows:

“10505. Vice Chief of the National Guard Bu-
reau.”’.

(e) TREATMENT OF CURRENT DIRECTOR OF THE
JOINT STAFF OF THE NATIONAL GUARD BU-
REAU.—The officer who is serving as Director of
the Joint Staff of the National Guard Bureau on
the date of the enactment of this Act shall serve,
in the grade of major general, as acting Vice
Chief of the National Guard Bureau until the
appointment of a Vice Chief of the National
Guard Bureau in accordance with subsection
(a) of section 10505 of title 10, United States
Code, as amended by subsection (b). Notwith-
standing the amendment made by subsection
(b)(3), the acting Vice Chief of the National
Guard Bureau shall not be excluded from the
limitations in section 526(a) of such title.

SEC. 512. PRESEPARATION COUNSELING FOR
MEMBERS OF THE RESERVE COMPO-
NENTS.

(a) REQUIREMENT; EXCEPTION.—Subsection
(a)(1) of section 1142 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in the first sentence—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Within’’ and inserting ‘“‘(A4)
Within’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘of each member’’ and all that
follows through the period at the end of the sen-
tence and inserting the following: “‘of—

‘(i) each member of the armed forces whose
discharge or release from active duty is antici-
pated as of a specific date; and

“‘(ii) each member of a reserve component not
covered by clause (i) whose discharge or release
from service is anticipated as of a specific
date.”’; and

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘A no-
tation of the provision of such counseling’’ and
inserting the following:

‘“‘B) A notation of
preseparation counseling’’.

(b) MODIFICATION OF TIME PERIOD IN WHICH
PRESEPARATION COUNSELING MUST BE PRO-
VIDED.—Subsection (a)(3) of such section is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sub-
paragraph (B)” and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs
(B) and (C)”’; and
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(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘“(C) In the event that a member of a reserve
component is being released from active duty for
a period of more than 30 days wunder cir-
cumstances in which the Secretary concerned
determines operational requirements make com-
pliance with the 90-day requirement under sub-
paragraph (A) unfeasible, preseparation coun-
seling shall begin as soon as possible within the
remaining period of service.”.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT REGARDING COV-
ERED MATTERS.—Subsection (b)(7) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘from active duty’’.
SEC. 513. CLARIFICATION OF APPLICABILITY OF

AUTHORITY FOR DEFERRAL OF MAN-
DATORY SEPARATION OF MILITARY
TECHNICIANS (DUAL STATUS) UNTIL
AGE 60.

(a) DISCRETIONARY DEFERRAL OF MANDATORY
SEPARATION.—Section 10216(f) of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by inserting
“AUTHORITY FOR’’ before ‘‘DEFERRAL OF MAN-
DATORY SEPARATION’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘shall implement’”’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘may each implement’’;

(3) by inserting ‘‘, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary concerned,’” after ‘‘so as to allow’; and

(4) by striking “‘for officers’’.

() CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
10218(a)(3)(A)(i) of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘if qualified be appointed’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘if qualified may be appointed’’.

SEC. 514. MODIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR
CONSIDERATION FOR PROMOTION
FOR RESERVE OFFICERS EMPLOYED
AS MILITARY TECHNICIANS (DUAL
STATUS).

Section 14301 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(i) RESERVE OFFICERS EMPLOYED AS MILI-
TARY TECHNICIAN (DUAL STATUS).—A reserve of-
ficer of the Army or Air Force employed as a
military technician (dual status) under section
10216 of this title who has been retained beyond
the mandatory removal date for years of service
pursuant to subsection (f) of such section or sec-
tion 14702(a)(2) of this title is not eligible for
consideration for promotion by a mandatory
promotion board convened under Ssection
14101(a) of this title.”’.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities
SEC. 521. FINDINGS REGARDING UNIQUE NA-
TURE, DEMANDS, AND HARDSHIPS
OF MILITARY SERVICE.

(a) CODIFICATION.—Chapter 37 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting be-
fore section 651 the following new section:
“§650. Findings regarding unique nature, de-

mands, and hardships of service in the

armed forces

“Congress makes the following findings:

““(1) Section 8 (clauses 12, 13, and 14) of Arti-
cle I of the Constitution of the United States
commits exclusively to Congress the powers to
raise and support armies, provide and maintain
a Navy, and make rules for the government and
regulation of the land and naval forces.

““(2) There is no constitutional right to serve
in the armed forces.

““(3) Pursuant to the powers conferred by sec-
tion 8 of article I of the Constitution of the
United States, it lies within the discretion of the
Congress to establish qualifications for and con-
ditions of service in the armed forces.

‘““(4) The primary purpose of the armed forces
is to prepare for and to prevail in combat should
the need arise.

‘““(5) The conduct of military operations re-
quires members of the armed forces to make ex-
traordinary sacrifices, including the ultimate
sacrifice, in order to provide for the common de-
fense.

““(6) Success in combat requires military units
that are characterized by high morale, good
order and discipline, and unit cohesion.
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““(7) One of the most critical elements in com-
bat capability is unit cohesion, that is, the
bonds of trust among individual service members
that make the combat effectiveness of a military
unit greater than the sum of the combat effec-
tiveness of the individual unit members.

‘“(8) Military life is fundamentally different
from civilian life in that—

‘“(A) the extraordinary responsibilities of the
armed forces, the unique conditions of military
service, and the critical role of unit cohesion, re-
quire that the military community, while subject
to civilian control, exist as a specialized society;
and

‘““(B) the military society is characterized by
its own laws, rules, customs, and traditions, in-
cluding numerous restrictions on personal be-
havior, that would not be acceptable in civilian
society.

‘““(9) The standards of conduct for members of
the armed forces regulate a member’s life for 24
hours each day beginning at the moment the
member enters military status and not ending
until that person is discharged or otherwise sep-
arated from the armed forces.

‘““(10) Those standards of conduct, including
the Uniform Code of Military Justice, apply to a
member of the armed forces at all times that the
member has a military status, whether the mem-
ber is on base or off base, and whether the mem-
ber is on duty or off duty.

‘““(11) The pervasive application of the stand-
ards of conduct is necessary because members of
the armed forces must be ready at all times for
worldwide deployment to a combat environment.

‘““(12) The worldwide deployment of United
States military forces, the international respon-
sibilities of the United States, and the potential
for involvement of the armed forces in actual
combat routinely make it necessary for members
of the armed forces involuntarily to accept liv-
ing conditions and working conditions that are
often spartan, primitive, and characterized by
forced intimacy with little or no privacy.

‘“(13) The armed forces must maintain per-
sonnel policies that are intended to recruit and
retain only those persons whose presence in the
armed forces serve the needs of the armed forces,
contribute to the accomplishment of the missions
of the armed forces, and maintain the armed
forces’ high standards of morale, good order and
discipline, and unit cohesion that are the es-
sence of military capability.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of such chapter is amended by
inserting before the item relating to section 651
the following new item:

““650. Findings regarding unique nature, de-
mands, and hardships of service
in the armed forces.”’.

(2) TABLE OF CHAPTERS.—The table of chap-
ters at the beginning of subtitle A of such title
and at the beginning of part II of such subtitle
are amended by striking the item relating to
chapter 37 and inserting the following new item:
“‘37. General Service Requirements ........ 650,
SEC. 522. POLICY ADDRESSING DWELL TIME AND

MEASUREMENT AND DATA COLLEC-
TION REGARDING UNIT OPERATING
TEMPO AND PERSONNEL TEMPO.

(a) PoOLICY ADDRESSING DWELL TIME.—Sub-
section (a) of section 991 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new paragraph:

‘““(4) The Secretary of Defense shall prescribe
a policy that addresses the amount of dwell time
a member of the armed forces or unit remains at
the member’s or unit’s permanent duty station
or home port, as the case may be, between de-
ployments.”’.

(b) UNIT OPERATING TEMPO AND PERSONNEL
TEMPO RECORDKEEPING.—Subsection (c) of such
section is amended to read as follows:

“(c) RECORDKEEPING.—(1) The Secretary of
Defense shall—

‘““(A) establish a system for tracking and re-
cording the number of days that each member of
the armed forces is deployed;
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“(B) prescribe policies and procedures for
measuring operating tempo and personnel
tempo; and

“(C) maintain a central data collection reposi-
tory to provide information for research, actu-
arial analysis, interagency reporting and eval-
uation of Department of Defense programs and
policies.

“(2) The data collection repository shall be
able to identify—

““(A) the active and reserve component units
of the armed forces that are participating at the
battalion, squadron, or an equivalent level (or a
higher level) in contingency operations, major
training events, and other exercises and contin-
gencies of such a scale that the exercises and
contingencies receive an official designation;
and

“(B) the duration of their participation.

“(3) For each of the armed forces, the data
collection repository shall be able to indicate,
for a fiscal year—

““(A) the number of members who received the
high-deployment allowance under section 436 of
title 37 (or who would have been eligible to re-
ceive the allowance if the duty assignment was
not excluded by the Secretary of Defense);

‘“‘(B) the number of members who received
each rate of allowance paid (estimated in the
case of members described in the parenthetical
phrase in subparagraph (4));

“(C) the number of months each member re-
ceived the allowance (or would have received it
in the case of members described in the par-
enthetical phrase in subparagraph (4)); and

“(D) the total amount expended on the allow-
ance.

‘““(4) For each of the armed forces, the data
collection repository shall be able to indicate,
for a fiscal year, the number of days that high
demand, low density units (as defined by the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff) were de-
ployed, and whether these units met the force
goals for limiting deployments, as described in
the personnel tempo policies applicable to that
armed force.”’.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—Such section is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(f) OTHER DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

“(1)(A) Subject to subparagraph (B), the term
‘dwell time’ means the time a member of the
armed forces or a unit spends at the permanent
duty station or home port after returning from
a deployment.

““(B) The Secretary of Defense may modify the
definition of dwell time specified in subpara-
graph (A). If the Secretary establishes a dif-
ferent definition of such term, the Secretary
shall transmit the new definition to Congress.

“(2) The term ‘operating tempo’ means the
rate at which units of the armed forces are in-
volved in all military activities, including con-
tingency operations, exercises, and training de-
ployments.

“(3) The term ‘personnel tempo’ means the
amount of time members of the armed forces are
engaged in their official duties at a location or
under circumstances that make it infeasible for
a member to spend off-duty time in the housing
in which the member resides.”.

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) SECTION HEADING.—The heading of section
991 of such title is amended to read as follows:
“§991. Manag t of deploy ts of mem

bers and measurement and data collection

of unit operating and personnel tempo”.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
at the beginning of chapter 50 of such title is
amended by striking the item relating to section
991 and inserting the following new item:

“991. Management of deployments of members
and measurement and data collec-
tion of unit operating and per-
sonnel tempo.”’.
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SEC. 523. AUTHORIZED LEAVE AVAILABLE FOR
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES
UPON BIRTH OR ADOPTION OF A
CHILD.

Section 701 of title 10, United State Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking subsections (i) and (5) and in-
serting the following new subsection:

“(i)(1) A member of the armed forces who
gives birth to a child or who adopts a child in
a qualifying child adoption and will be primary
caregiver for the adopted child shall receive 42
days of leave after the birth or adoption to be
used in connection with the birth or adoption of
the child.

“(2) A married member of the armed forces on
active duty whose wife gives birth to a child or
who adopts a child in a qualifying child adop-
tion, but will not be primary caregiver for the
adopted child, shall receive 10 days of leave to
be used in connection with the birth or adoption
of the child.

“(3) If two members of the armed forces who
are married to each other adopt a child in a
qualifying child adoption, only one of the mem-
bers may be designated as primary caregiver for
purposes of paragraph (1). In the case of a dual-
military couple, the member authorized leave
under paragraph (1) and the member authorized
leave under paragraph (2) may utilize the leave
at the same time.

‘““(4) For the purpose of this subsection, an
adoption of a child by a member is a qualifying
child adoption if the member is eligible for reim-
bursement of qualified adoption expenses for
such adoption under section 1052 of this title.

““(5) Leave authorized under this subsection is
in addition to other leave provided under other
provisions of this section.

‘““(6) The Secretary of Defense may prescribe
such regulations as may be mecessary to carry
out this subsection.’’; and

(2) by redesignating subsection (k) as sub-
section (7).

SEC. 524. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO CON-
DUCT PROGRAMS ON CAREER FLEXI-
BILITY TO ENHANCE RETENTION OF
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) DURATION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (1) of section 533 of the Duncan Hunter
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 701
note) is amended to read as follows:

‘““(1) DURATION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—No
member of the Armed Forces may be released
from active duty under a pilot program con-
ducted under this section after December 31,
2015.”°.

(b) CONTINUATION OF ANNUAL LIMITATION ON
SELECTION OF PARTICIPANTS.—Subsection (c) of
such section is amended by striking ‘‘each of
calendar years 2009 through 2012 and inserting
“‘a calendar year’’.

(c) ADDITIONAL REPORTS REQUIRED.—Sub-
section (k) of such section is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ““June 1, 2011,
and June 1, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘June 1 of 2011,
2013, 2015, and 2017”°; and

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking “March 1,
2016’ and inserting “March 1, 2019
SEC. 525. POLICY ON MILITARY RECRUITMENT

AND ENLISTMENT OF GRADUATES
OF SECONDARY SCHOOLS.

(a) EQUAL TREATMENT FOR SECONDARY
SCHOOL GRADUATES.—

(1) EQUAL TREATMENT.—For the purposes of
recruitment and enlistment in the Armed Forces,
the Secretary of a military department shall
treat a graduate described in paragraph (2) in
the same manner as a graduate of a secondary
school (as defined in section 9101(38) of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 7801(38)).

(2) COVERED GRADUATES.—Paragraph (1) ap-
plies with respect to person who—

(A) receives a diploma from a secondary
school that is legally operating; or
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(B) otherwise completes a program of sec-
ondary education in compliance with the edu-
cation laws of the State in which the person re-
sides.

(b) POLICY ON RECRUITMENT AND ENLIST-
MENT.—Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall prescribe a policy on recruitment and
enlistment that incorporates the following:

(1) Means for identifying persons described in
subsection (a)(2) who are qualified recruitment
and enlistment in the Armed Forces, which may
include the use of a non-cognitive aptitude test,
adaptive personality assessment, or other oper-
ational attrition screening tool to predict per-
formance, behaviors, and attitudes of potential
recruits that influence attrition and the ability
to adapt to a regimented life in the Armed
Forces.

(2) Means for assessing how qualified persons
fulfill their enlistment obligation.

(3) Means for maintaining data, by each di-
ploma source, which can be used to analyze at-
trition rates among qualified persons.

(c) RECRUITMENT PLAN.—As part of the policy
required by subsection (b), the Secretary of each
of the military departments shall develop a re-
cruitment plan that includes a marketing strat-
egy for targeting various segments of potential
recruits with all types of secondary education
credentials.

(d) COMMUNICATION PLAN.—The Secretary of
each of the military departments shall develop a
communication plan to ensure that the policy
and recruitment plan are understood by military
recruiters.

SEC. 526. NAVY RECRUITING AND ADVERTISING.
(a) ADDITIONAL, DISCRETIONARY BUDGET AU-

THORITY.—In the budget submitted to Congress
under section 1105 of title 31, United States
Code, for fiscal year 2012, the President re-
quested $254,860,000 for Recruiting and Adver-
tising. Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated by section 301, as specified in the cor-
responding funding table in division D, the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall obligate an additional
$983,000 for the professional development of
youth ages 11 to 17, to promote interest and skill
in seamanship and aviation while instilling
qualities that mold strong moral character in an
anti-drug and anti-gang environment in fur-
therance of national security objectives.

(b) MERIT-BASED OR COMPETITIVE DECI-
SIONS.—A decision to commit, obligate, or ex-
pend funds referred to in the second sentence of
subsection (a) with or to a specific entity shall—

(1) be based on merit-based selection proce-
dures in accordance with the requirements of
sections 2304(k) and 2374 of title 10, United
States Code, or on competitive procedures; and

(2) comply with other applicable provisions of
law.

Subtitle D—Military Justice and Legal
Matters
SEC. 531. PROCEDURES FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OF
MILITARY PERSONNEL DECISIONS
RELATING TO CORRECTION OF MILI-
TARY RECORDS.

(a) JUDICIAL REVIEW PROCEDURES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 79 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after sec-
tion 1558 the following new section:

“§1558a. Judicial review of certain decisions
relating to correction of military records
“(a) AVAILABILITY OF JUDICIAL REVIEW.—

After a final decision is issued by the Secretary

concerned pursuant to section 1552 of this title

or by the Secretary of Homeland Security or the

Secretary of Defense pursuant to subsections (f)

or (g) of section 1034 of this title, any person ag-

grieved by such a decision may obtain judicial
review of the decision.

‘““(b) BASIS TO SET-ASIDE DECISION.—In exer-
cising its authority under this section, the re-
viewing court shall review the record of the de-
cision and may hold unlawful and set aside any
decision demonstrated by the petitioner in the
record to be—

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“(1) arbitrary or capricious;

““(2) not based on substantial evidence;

“(3) a result of material error of fact or mate-
rial administrative error, but only if the peti-
tioner identified to the correction board how the
failure to follow such procedures substantially
prejudiced the petitioner’s right to relief, and
shows to the reviewing court by a preponder-
ance of the evidence that the error was harmful;
or

““(4) otherwise contrary to law.

‘““(c) RELIEF.—In ezxercising its authority
under this section, the reviewing court shall af-
firm, modify, vacate, or reverse the decision, or
remand the matter, as appropriate.

“(d) MATTERS MUST BE JUSTICIABLE.—Not-
withstanding subsections (a), (b), and (c), the
reviewing court does not have jurisdiction to en-
tertain any matter or issue raised in a petition
of review that is not justiciable.

““(e) DECISION MUST BE FINAL.—(1) No judi-
cial review may be made under this section un-
less the petitioner shall first have requested a
correction under section 1552 of this title, and
the Secretary concerned shall have rendered a
final decision denying that correction in whole
or in part. In a case in which the final decision
of the Secretary concerned is subject to review
by the Secretary of Defense under section
1034(g) of this title, the petitioner is not required
to seek such review by the Secretary of Defense
before obtaining judicial review under this sec-
tion. If the petitioner seeks review by the Sec-
retary of Defense under section 1034(g) of this
title, no judicial review may be made until the
Secretary of Defense shall have rendered a final
decision denying that request in whole or in
part.

“(2) In the case of a final decision described
in subsection (a) made after the end of the one-
year period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2012, a petition for judicial re-
view under this section must be filed within one
year after the date of that final decision.

“(f) EXCEPTIONS.—(1) A decision by a board
established under section 1552(a)(1) of this title
declining to excuse the untimely filing of a re-
quest for correction of military records is nmot
subject to judicial review under this section or
otherwise subject to review in any court.

“(2) A decision by a board established under
section 1552(a)(1) of this title declining to recon-
sider or reopen a previous denial or partial de-
nial of a request for correction of military
records is not subject to judicial review under
this section or otherwise subject to review in
any court.

“(3) Notwithstanding subsection (e)(2), a deci-
sion by a board established under section
1552(a)(1) of this title that results in denial, in
whole or in part, of any request for correction of
military records that is received by the board
movre than sir years after the date of discharge,
retirement, release from active duty, or death
while on active duty of the person whose mili-
tary records are the subject of the correction re-
quest is not subject to judicial review under this
section or otherwise subject to review in any
court.

““(9) SOLE BASIS FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW.—(1) In
the case of a cause of action arising after the
end of the one-year period beginning on the
date of the enactment of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012, no court
shall have jurisdiction to entertain any request
for correction of records cognizable under sub-
section (f) or (g9) of section 1034 or section 1552
of this title except as provided in this section.

“(2) In the case of a cause of action arising
after the end of such one-year period, except as
provided by chapter 153 of title 28 and chapter
79 of this title, no court shall have jurisdiction
over any civil action or claim seeking, in whole
or in part, to challenge any decision for which
administrative review is available under section
1552 of this title.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
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ed by inserting after the item relating to section
1558 the following new item:

“1558a. Judicial review of certain decisions re-
lating to correction of military
records.”’.

(b) EFFECT OF DENIAL OF REQUEST FOR COR-
RECTION OF RECORDS WHEN PROHIBITED PER-
SONNEL ACTION ALLEGED.—

(1) NOTICE OF DENIAL; PROCEDURES FOR JUDI-
CIAL REVIEW.—Subsection (f) of section 1034 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

‘“(7) In any case in which the final decision of
the Secretary concerned results in denial, in
whole or in part, of any requested correction of
the record of the member or former member, the
Secretary concerned shall provide the member or
former member a concise written statement of
the factual and legal basis for the decision, to-
gether with a statement of the procedure and
time for obtaining review of the decision pursu-
ant to section 1558a of this title.”.

(2) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REVIEW; NOTICE OF
DENIAL.—Subsection (g) of such section is
amended—

(A) by inserting ‘““(1)”’ before ‘“Upon the com-
pletion of all”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(2) The submittal of a matter to the Secretary
of Defense by the member or former member
under paragraph (1) must be made within 90
days of the receipt by the member or former
member of the final decision of the Secretary of
the military department concerned in the mat-
ter. In any case in which the final decision of
the Secretary of Defense results in denial, in
whole or in part, of any requested correction of
the record of the member or former member, the
Secretary of Defense shall provide the member
or former member a concise written statement of
the basis for the decision, together with a state-
ment of the procedure and time for obtaining re-
view of the decision pursuant to section 1558a of
this title.”’.

(3) SOLE BASIS FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW.—Such
section is further amended—

(4) by redesignating subsections (h) and (i) as
subsections (i) and (j), respectively; and

(B) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing new subsection (h):

‘““(h) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—(1) A decision of the
Secretary of Defense under subsection (g) shall
be subject to judicial review only as provided in
section 1558a of this title.

“(2) In a case in which review by the Sec-
retary of Defense under subsection (g) was not
sought, a decision of the Secretary of a military
department under subsection (f) shall be subject
to judicial review only as provided in Ssection
1558a of this title.

““(3) A decision of the Secretary of Homeland
Security under subsection (f) shall be subject to
judicial review only as provided in section 1558a
of this title.”’.

(c) EFFECT OF DENIAL OF OTHER REQUESTS
FOR CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS.—Sec-
tion 1552 of such title is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsections:

‘“(h) In any case in which the final decision
of the Secretary concerned results in denial, in
whole or in part, of any requested correction,
the Secretary concerned shall provide the claim-
ant a concise written statement of the factual
and legal basis for the decision, together with a
statement of the procedure and time for obtain-
ing review of the decision pursuant to section
1558a of this title.

‘““(¢i) A decision by the Secretary concerned
under this section shall be subject to judicial re-
view only as provided in Ssection 1558a of this
title.”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE AND RETROACTIVE APPLI-
CATION.—

(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall take effect one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.
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(2) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION.—The amend-
ments made by this section shall apply to all
final decisions of the Secretary of Defense under
section 1034(g) of title 10, United States Code,
and of the Secretary of a military department or
the Secretary of Homeland Security under sec-
tions 1034(f) or 1552 of such title, whether ren-
dered before, on, or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(3) TRANSITION.—During the period between
the date of the enactment of this Act and the ef-
fective date specified in paragraph (1), in any
case in which the final decision of the Secretary
of Defense under section 1034 of title 10, United
States Code, or the Secretary concerned under
section 1552 of title 10, United States Code, re-
sults in denial, in whole or in part, of any re-
quested correction of the record of a member or
former member of the Armed Forces or the
record of a claimant under such section 1552,
the individual shall be informed in writing of
the time for obtaining review of the decision
pursuant to section 1558a of such title as pro-
vided therein.

(4) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretaries con-
cerned may prescribe appropriate regulations,
and interim guidance before prescribing such
regulations, to implement the amendments made
by this section. In the case of the Secretary of
a military department, such regulations may not
take effect until approved by the Secretary of
Defense.

(5) CONSTRUCTION.—This section and the
amendments made by this section do not affect
the authority of any court to exercise jurisdic-
tion over any case that was properly before the
court before the effective date specified in para-
graph (1).

(6) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘‘Secretary concerned’ has the
meaning given that term in section 101(a)(9) of
title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 532. CLARIFICATION OF APPLICATION AND
EXTENT OF DIRECT ACCEPTANCE OF
GIFTS AUTHORITY.

Section 2601a of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘or’’ at the end of paragraph

);

(B) by redesignating paragraph (2) as para-
graph (3); and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

“(2) in an operation or area designated as a
combat operation or a combat zone, respectively,
by the Secretary of Defense in accordance with
the regulations prescribed under subsection (a);
or’’;

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘paragraph
(1) or (2) of subsection (c)’’ and inserting “‘para-
graph (1), (2) or (3) of subsection (b)”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

‘“(e) RETROACTIVE APPLICATION OF REGULA-
TIONS.—To the extent provided in the regula-
tions issued under subsection (a), the regula-
tions shall also apply to the acceptance of gifts
for injuries or illnesses incurred on or after Sep-
tember 11, 2001, through the effective date of the
regulations.”.

SEC. 533. ADDITIONAL CONDITION ON REPEAL OF
DON’T ASK, DON’T TELL POLICY.

Effective as of December 22, 2010, and as if in-
cluded therein as enacted, section 2(b) of Public
Law 111-321 (124 Stat. 3516) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

“(3) The Chief of Staff of the Army, the Chief
of Naval Operations, the Commandant of the
Marine Corps, and the Chief of Staff of the Air
Force each submit to the congressional defense
committees the officer’s written certification
that repeal of section 654 of title 10, United
States Code, will not degrade the readiness, ef-
fectiveness, cohesion, and morale of combat
arms units and personnel of the Armed Force
under the officer’s jurisdiction engaged in com-
bat, deployed to a combat theater, or preparing
for deployment to a combat theater.”’.
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SEC. 534. MILITARY REGULATIONS REGARDING
MARRIAGE.

Congress reaffirms the policy of section 3 of
the Defense of Marriage Act, codified as section
7 of title 1, United States Code. In determining
the meaning of any Act of Congress, or of any
ruling, regulation, or interpretation of the De-
partment of Defense applicable to members of
the Armed Forces or civilian employees of the
Department of Defense, the word ‘‘marriage’’
means only a legal union between one man and
one woman as husband and wife, and the word
“‘spouse’’ refers only to a person of the opposite
sex who is a husband or a wife.

SEC. 535. USE OF MILITARY INSTALLATIONS AS
SITE FOR MARRIAGE CEREMONIES
AND PARTICIPATION OF CHAPLAINS
AND OTHER MILITARY AND CIVILIAN
PERSONNEL IN THEIR OFFICIAL CA-
PACITY.

(a) LIMITATION ON USE.—A military installa-
tion or other property under the jurisdiction of
the Department of Defense may be used as the
site for a marriage ceremony only if the mar-
riage complies with the definition of marriage in
section 7 of title 1, United States Code.

(b) LIMITATION ON PARTICIPATION.—A member
of the Armed Forces, including a chaplain, or
civilian employee of the Department of Defense
acting in an official capacity may assist in or
perform a marriage ceremony only if the mar-
riage complies with the definition of marriage in
section 7 of title 1, United States Code.

Subtitle E—Member Education and Training
Opportunities and Administration
SEC. 541. IMPROVED ACCESS TO APPRENTICE-
SHIP PROGRAMS FOR MEMBERS OF
THE ARMED FORCES WHO ARE
BEING SEPARATED FROM ACTIVE
DUTY OR RETIRED.

Section 1144 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

““(e) PARTICIPATION IN APPRENTICESHIP PRO-
GRAMS.—As part of the program carried out
under this section, the Secretary concerned may
permit a member of the armed forces eligible for
assistance under the program to participate in
an apprenticeship program that provides em-
ployment skills training and assists members in
transitioning into new careers in civilian life.”’.
SEC. 542. EXPANSION OF RESERVE HEALTH PRO-

FESSIONALS STIPEND PROGRAM TO
INCLUDE STUDENTS IN MENTAL
HEALTH DEGREE PROGRAMS IN
CRITICAL WARTIME SPECIALTIES.

(a) RESERVE COMPONENT MENTAL HEALTH
STUDENT STIPEND.—Section 16201 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (9); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f):

“(f) MENTAL HEALTH STUDENTS IN CRITICAL
WARTIME SPECIALTIES.—(1) Under the stipend
program under this chapter, the Secretary of the
military department concerned may enter into
an agreement with a person who—

““(A) is eligible to be appointed as an officer in
a reserve component;

““(B) is enrolled or has been accepted for en-
rollment in an institution in a course of study
that results in a degree in clinical psychology or
social work;

“(C) signs an agreement that, unless sooner
separated, the person will—

‘(i) complete the educational phase of the
program;

“(ii) accept a reappointment or redesignation
within the person’s reserve component, if ten-
dered, based upon the person’s health profes-
sion, following satisfactory completion of the
educational and intern programs; and

““(iii) participate in a residency program if re-
quired for clinical licensure.

““(2) Under the agreement—

““(A) the Secretary of the military department
concerned shall agree to pay the participant a
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stipend, in an amount determined under sub-
section (g), for the period or the remainder of
the period that the student is satisfactorily pro-
gressing toward a degree in clinical psychology
or social work while enrolled in a school accred-
ited in the designated mental health discipline;

‘““(B) the participant shall not be eligible to re-
ceive such stipend before appointment, designa-
tion, or assignment as an officer for service in
the Ready Reserve;

“(C) the participant shall be subject to such
active duty requirements as may be specified in
the agreement and to active duty in time of war
or national emergency as provided by law for
members of the Ready Reserve; and

‘(D) the participant shall agree to serve, upon
successful completion of the program, one year
in the Ready Reserve for each six months, or
part thereof, for which the stipend is provided,
to be served in the Selected Reserve or in the In-
dividual Ready Reserve as specified in the
agreement.’’.

(b) CROSS-REFERENCE AMENDMENTS.—Such
section is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘subsection (f)’’ in subsections
(D)(2)(4), (c)(2)(A), and (d)(2)(A) and inserting
‘“‘subsection (g)’’; and

(2) in subsection (g), as redesignated by sub-
section (a)(1), by striking ‘‘subsection (b) or (c)”’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (b), (c), (d), or (f)”.
SEC. 543. ADMINISTRATION OF UNITED STATES

AIR FORCE INSTITUTE OF TECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 901 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 9314a the following new section:
“§9314b. United States Air Force Institute of

Technology: administration

“(a) COMMANDANT.—

‘““(1) SELECTION.—The Commandant of the
United States Air Force Institute of Technology
shall be selected by the Secretary of the Air
Force.

““(2) ELIGIBILITY.—The Commandant shall be
one of the following:

‘““(A) ACTIVE-DUTY OFFICERS.—An active-duty
officer of the Air Force in a grade not below the
grade of colonel, who is assigned or detailed to
such position.

‘““(B) CIVILIANS.—A civilian individual, in-
cluding an individual who was retired from the
Air Force in a grade mot below brigadier gen-
eral, who has the qualifications appropriate to
the position of Commandant and is selected by
the Secretary as the best qualified from among
candidates for the position in accordance with—

““(i) the criteria specified in paragraph (5);

““(ii)) a process determined by the Secretary;
and

‘‘(iii) other factors the Secretary considers rel-
evant.

““(3) CONSULTATION OF RELEVANT INDIVID-
UALS.—Before making an assignment, detail, or
selection of an individual for the position of
Commandant, the Secretary shall—

“(A) consult with the Air Force Institute of
Technology Subcommittee of the Air University
Board of Visitors;

‘““(B) consider any recommendation of the
leadership and faculty of the Air Force Institute
of Technology regarding the assignment or se-
lection to that position; and

“(C) consider the recommendations of the Air
Force Chief of Staff.

‘““(4) FIVE YEAR TERM FOR CIVILIAN COM-
MANDANT.—An individual selected for the posi-
tion of Commandant under paragraph (1)(B)
shall serve in that position for a term of not
more than five years and may be continued in
that position for an additional term of up to five
years.

“(5) RELEVANT QUALIFICATIONS.—The quali-
fications appropriate for selection of an indi-
vidual for detail or assignment to the position of
Commandant include the following:

“(A) An academic degree that is either—

“(i) a doctorate degree in a field of study rel-
evant to the mission and function of the Air
Force Institute of Technology; or
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““(ii) a master’s degree in a field of study rel-
evant to the mission and function of the Air
Force Institute of Technology, but only if—

“(I) the individual is an active-duty or retired
officer of the Air Force in a grade not below the
grade of brigadier general; and

‘“(II) at the time of the selection of that indi-
vidual as Commandant, the individual perma-
nently appointed to the position of Provost and
Academic Dean has a doctorate degree in a field
of study relevant to the mission and function of
the Air Force Institute of Technology.

‘““B) A comprehensive understanding of the
Department of the Air Force, the Department of
Defense, and joint and combined operations.

“(C) Leadership experience at the senior level
in a large and diverse organization.

‘““(D) Demonstrated ability to foster and en-
courage a program of research in order to sus-
tain academic excellence.

‘““(E) Other qualifications, as determined by
the Secretary.

““(6) SUPPORT.—The Secretary shall detail of-
ficers of the Air Force of appropriate grades and
qualifications to assist the Commandant in—

‘“(A) the advanced instruction and profes-
sional and technical education of students and
the provision of research opportunities for stu-
dents; and

‘““(B) the administration of the Air Force Insti-
tute of Technology.

““(b) PROVOST AND ACADEMIC DEAN.—

‘““(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established at the
Air Force Institute of Technology the civilian
position of Provost and Academic Dean.

““(2) APPOINTMENT.—

““(A) APPOINTMENT BY THE SECRETARY.—The
Provost and Academic Dean shall be appointed
by the Secretary for a term of five years.

‘““(B) CONSULTATION.—Before making an ap-
pointment to the position of Provost and Aca-
demic Dean, the Secretary shall consult with the
Air Force Institute of Technology Subcommittee
of the Air University Board of Visitors and shall
consider any recommendation of the leadership
and faculty of the Air Force Institute of Tech-
nology regarding an appointment to that posi-
tion.

““(3) COMPENSATION.—The Provost and Aca-
demic Dean is entitled to such compensation as
the Secretary prescribes, but not more than the
rate of compensation authorized for level IV of
the Executive Schedule.

““(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(1) COMMANDANT.—The term ‘Commandant’
means the Commandant of the Air Force Insti-
tute of Technology.

““(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Air Force.”’.

(b) TREATMENT OF CURRENT COMMANDANT.—
The officer who is serving as Commandant of
the United States Air Force Institute of Tech-
nology at the time of the enactment of this Act
may serve as acting Commandant until the ap-
pointment of a Commandant in accordance with
section 9314b of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a).

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by inserting after the item relating to section
9314a the following new item:

““9314b. United States Air Force Institute of
Technology: administration.”’.
SEC. 544. APPOINTMENTS TO MILITARY SERVICE
ACADEMIES FROM NOMINATIONS
MADE BY THE GOVERNOR OF PUER-
TO RICO.

(a) UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY.—Sec-
tion 4342(a)(7) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking “‘Six’’ and inserting ‘“‘Eight’’;
and

(2) by striking “‘one who is a native’ and in-
serting ‘‘three who are natives’’.

(b) UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY.—Section
6954(a)(7) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by striking “‘Six’’ and inserting “Eight’’;
and
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(2) by striking ‘‘one who is a native’ and in-
serting ‘‘three who are natives’.

(c) UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY.—
Section 9342(a)(7) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“Six’’ and inserting “Eight’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘‘one who is a native’ and in-
serting ‘‘three who are natives’’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to the
nomination of candidates for appointment to the
United States Military Academy, the United
States Naval Academy, and the United States
Air Force Academy for classes entering these
military service academies after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 545. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO WAIVE
MAXIMUM AGE LIMITATION ON AD-
MISSION TO UNITED STATES MILI-
TARY ACADEMY, UNITED STATES
NAVAL ACADEMY, AND UNITED
STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY.

(a) WAIVER FOR CERTAIN ENLISTED MEM-
BERS.—The Secretary of the military department
concerned may waive the maximum age limita-
tion specified in section 4346(a), 6958(a)(1), or
9346(a) of title 10, United States Code, for the
admission of an enlisted member of the Armed
Forces to the United States Military Academy,
the United States Naval Academy, or the United
States Air Force Academy if the member—

(1) satisfies the eligibility requirements for ad-
mission to that academy (other than the max-
imum age limitation); and

(2) was or is prevented from being admitted to
a military service academy before the member
reached the maximum age specified in such sec-
tions as a result of service on active duty in a
theater of operations for Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, Operation Enduring Freedom, or Oper-
ation New Dawn.

(b) WAIVER FOR EXCEPTIONAL CANDIDATES.—
The Secretary of the military department con-
cerned may waive the maximum age limitation
specified in such sections for the admission of a
candidate to the United States Military Acad-
emy, the United States Naval Academy, or the
United States Air Force Academy if the can-
didate—

(1) satisfies the eligibility requirements for ad-
mission to that academy (other than the max-
imum age limitation); and

(2) possesses an exceptional overall record
that the Secretary concerned determines sets the
candidate apart from all other candidates.

(c) MAXIMUM AGE FOR RECEIPT OF WAIVER.—
A waiver may not be granted under this section
if the candidate would pass the candidate’s
twenty-sirth birthday by July 1 of the year in
which the candidate would enter the military
service academy.

(d) LIMITATION ON NUMBER ADMITTED USING
WAIVER.—No more than five candidates may be
admitted to each of the military service acad-
emies for an academic year pursuant to a waiver
granted under this section.

(e) RECORD KEEPING REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary of each military department shall main-
tain records on the number of graduates of the
military service academy under the jurisdiction
of the Secretary who are admitted pursuant to
a waiver granted under this section and who re-
main in the Armed Forces beyond the active
duty service obligation assumed upon gradua-
tion. The Secretary shall compare their reten-
tion rate to the retention rate of graduates of
that academy generally.

(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later than
April 1, 2016, the Secretary of each military de-
partment shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House of
Representatives a report specifying—

(1) the number of applications for waivers re-
ceived by the Secretary under subsection (a) and
under subsection (b);

(2) the number of waivers granted by the Sec-
retary, including whether the waiver was grant-
ed under subsection (a) or (b);
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(3) the number of candidates actually admit-
ted to the military service academy under the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary pursuant to a waiver
granted by the Secretary under this section; and

(4) beginning with the class of 2009, the num-
ber of graduates of the military service academy
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary who, be-
fore admission to that academy, were enlisted
members of the Armed Forces and who remain in
the Armed Forces beyond the active duty service
obligation assumed upon graduation.

(9) DURATION OF WAIVER AUTHORITY.—The
authority to grant a waiver under this section
expires on September 30, 2016.

SEC. 546. EDUCATION AND EMPLOYMENT ADVO-
CACY PROGRAM FOR WOUNDED
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED; FUNDING
SOURCE.—In the budget submitted to Congress
under section 1105 of title 31, United States
Code, for fiscal year 2012, the President re-
quested $§ 2,201,964 for Operation & Mainte-
nance, Defense-wide, Budget Activity 04, Ad-
ministrative and Service-Wide Activities, Office
of the Secretary of Defense. Of the amounts au-
thorized to be appropriated by section 301, as
specified in the corresponding funding table in
division D, the Secretary of the Defense shall
obligate an additional $15,000,000 for purpose of
an education and employment advocacy pilot
program to engage wounded members of the
Armed Forces early in their recovery. The Sec-
retary may award grants to, or enter into con-
tracts and cooperative agreements with, organi-
zations, which may include non-profit organiza-
tions, that the Secretary determines are eligible
to assist in planning, developing, managing,
and implementing the pilot program.

(b) MERIT-BASED OR COMPETITIVE DECI-
SIONS.—A decision to commit, obligate, or ex-
pend funds referred to in the second sentence of
subsection (a) with or to a specific entity shall—

(1) be based on merit-based selection proce-
dures in accordance with the requirements of
sections 2304(k) and 2374 of title 10, United
States Code, or on competitive procedures; and

(2) comply with other applicable provisions of
law.

Subtitle F—Army National Military
Cemeteries
SEC. 551. ARMY NATIONAL MILITARY CEME-
TERIES.

(a) MANAGEMENT RESPONSIBILITIES AND OVER-
SIGHT.—Title 10, United States Code, is amended
by inserting after chapter 445 the following new
chapter:

“CHAPTER 446—ARMY NATIONAL
MILITARY CEMETERIES

“Sec.

““4721. Authority and responsibilities of the Sec-
retary of the Army.

Interment and inurnment policy.

Advisory committee on Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery.

Executive Director.

“4725. Superintendents.

“4726. Oversight and inspections.

“§4721. Authority and responsibilities of the
Secretary of the Army

‘““(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
the Army shall develop, operate, manage, ad-
minister, oversee, and fund the Army National
Military Cemeteries specified in subsection (b) in
a manner and to standards that fully honor the
service and sacrifices of the deceased members of
the armed forces buried or inurned in the Ceme-
teries.

“(b) ARMY NATIONAL MILITARY CEME-
TERIES.—The Army National Military Ceme-
teries (in this chapter referred to as the ‘Ceme-
teries’) consist of the following:

‘(1) Arlington National Cemetery in Arling-
ton, Virginia.

““(2) The United States Soldiers’ and Airmen’s
Home National Cemetery in the District of Co-
lombia.

““4722.
““4723.

“4724.
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““(c)  ADMINISTRATIVE  JURISDICTION.—The
Cemeteries shall be under the jurisdiction of
Headquarters, Department of the Army.

‘““(d) REGULATIONS AND OTHER POLICIES.—The
Secretary of the Army shall prescribe such regu-
lations and policies as may be necessary admin-
ister the Cemeteries.

‘““(e) BUDGETARY AND REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The Secretary of the Army shall submit
to the congressional defense committees and the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate
and House of Representatives an annual budget
request (and detailed justifications for the
amount of the request) to fund administration,
operation and maintenance, and construction
related to the Cemeteries. The Secretary may in-
clude, as mnecessary, proposals for mnew or
amended statutory authority related to the
Cemeteries.

“§4722. Interment and inurnment policy

“(a) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATIONS GEN-
ERALLY.—The Secretary of the Army, with the
approval of the Secretary of Defense, shall de-
termine eligibility for interment or inurnment in
the Cemeteries.

““(b) REMOVAL OF REMAINS.—Under such reg-
ulations as the Secretary of the Army may pre-
scribe under section 4721(d) of this title, the Sec-
retary of Defense may authorize the removal of
the remains of a person described in subsection
(c) from one of the Cemeteries for re-interment
or re-inurnment if, upon the death of the pri-
mary person eligible for interment or inurnment
in the Cemeteries, the deceased primary eligible
person will not be buried in the same or an ad-
joining grave.

““(c) COVERED PERSONS.—Ezxcept as provided
in subsection (d), the persons whose remains
may be removed pursuant to subsection (b) are
the deceased spouse, a minor child, and, in the
discretion of the Secretary of the Army, an un-
married adult child of a member eligible for in-
terment or inurnment in the Cemeteries.

‘“‘(d) EXCEPTIONS.—The remains of a person
described in subsection (c) may mot be removed
from one of the Cemeteries under subsection (b)
if the primary person eligible for burial in the
Cemeteries is a person—

‘(1) who is missing in action;

““(2) whose remains have not been recovered or
identified;

““(3) whose remains were buried at sea, wheth-
er by the choice of the person or otherwise;

‘““(4) whose remains were donated to science;
or

““(5) whose remains were cremated and whose
ashes were scattered without internment of any
portion of the ashes.

“§4723. Advisory committee on Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery

‘““(a) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary of the
Army shall appoint an advisory committee on
Arlington National Cemetery.

‘““(b) ROLE.—The Secretary of the Army shall
advise and consult with the advisory committee
with respect to the administration of Arlington
National Cemetery, the erection of memorials at
the cemetery, and master planning for the ceme-
tery.

“(c) REPORTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—The
advisory committee shall make periodic reports
and recommendations to the Secretary of the
Army.

“(d) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later
than 90 days after receiving a report or rec-
ommendations from the advisory committee
under subsection (c), the Secretary of the Army
shall submit the report or recommendations to
the congressional defense committees and the
Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate
and House of Representatives and include such
comments and recommendations of the Secretary
as the Secretary considers appropriate.

“§4724. Executive Director

“(a) APPOINTMENT AND QUALIFICATIONS.—(1)
There shall be an Ezxecutive Director of the
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Army National Military Cemeteries who shall
meet such professional qualifications as may be
established by the Secretary of the Army.

““(2) The Executive Director reports directly to
the Secretary.

““(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Ezxecutive Direc-
tor is responsible for the following:

‘(1) Exercising authority, direction and con-
trol over all aspects of the Cemeteries.

““(2) Establishing and maintaining full ac-
countability for all gravesites and inurnment
niches in the Cemeteries.

“(3) Oversight of the construction, operation
and maintenance, and repair of the buildings,
structures, and utilities of the Cemeteries.

““(4) Acquisition and maintenance of real
property and interests in real property for the
Cemeteries.

“(5) Planning and conducting private cere-
monies at the Cemeteries, including funeral and
memorial services for interment and inurnment,
and planning and conducting public ceremonies,
as directed by the Secretary of the Army.

“6) Formulating, promulgating, admin-
istering, and overseeing policies and addressing
proposals for the placement of memorials and
monuments in the Cemeteries.

“(7) Formulating and implementing a master
plan for Arlington National Cemetery that, at a
minimum, addresses interment and inurnment
capacity, visitor accommodation, operation and
maintenance, capital requirements, preservation
of the cemetery’s special features, and other
matters the Executive Director considers appro-
priate.

“(8) Owverseeing the programming, planning,
budgeting, and execution of funds authorized
and appropriated for the Cemeteries.

“(9) Supervising the superintendents of the
Cemeteries.

“(c) DIGITIZATION OF ARLINGTON NATIONAL
CEMETERY  INTERNMENT  AND  INURNMENT
RECORDS.—(1) Not later than June 1, 2012, all
records related to internments and inurnments
at Arlington National Cemetery shall be con-
verted to a digiticed format. Thereafter, use of
the digitized format shall be the method by
which all subsequent records related to intern-
ments and inurnments at Arlington National
Cemetery are preserved and utilized.

“(2) In this subsection, ‘digiticed format’ re-
fers to the use of an electronic database for rec-
ordkeeping and includes the full accounting of
all records of each specific gravesite and niche
location at Arlington National Cemetery and the
identification of the individual interred or
inurned at each specific gravesite and niche lo-
cation.

“§4725. Superintendents

“(a) APPOINTMENT AND QUALIFICATIONS.—An
individual serving as the superintendent of one
of the Cemeteries should be a retired or former
member of the armed forces who served honor-
ably and who—

“(1) has experience in the administration,
management, and operation of cemeteries under
the jurisdiction of the National Cemeteries Sys-
tem administered by the Department of Veterans
Affairs; or

“(2) as determined by the Secretary of the
Army, has experience in the administration,
management, and operation of large civilian
cemeteries equivalent to the experience described
in paragraph (1).

“(b) DUTIES.—The superintendents of the
Cemeteries report directly to the Executive Di-
rector and performs such duties and responsibil-
ities as the Executive Director prescribes.

“§4726. Oversight and inspections

“(a) INSPECTIONS REQUIRED.—(1) The Sec-
retary of the Army shall provide for the over-
sight of the Cemeteries to ensure the highest
quality standards are maintained by providing
for the periodic inspection of the administration,
operation and maintenance, and construction
elements applicable to the Cemeteries. Except as
provided in paragraph (2), the inspections shall
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be conducted by personnel of the Department of
the Army with the assistance, as the Secretary
considers appropriate, of personnel from other
Federal agencies and civilian experts.

‘““(2) The Inspector General of the Department
of Defense shall conduct an inspection of the
Cemeteries during fiscal years 2012 and 2014.

““(b) SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—Not later than
120 days after the completion of an inspection
conducted under subsection (a), the Secretary of
the Army shall submit to the congressional de-
fense committees a report containing the results
of the inspection and recommendations and a
plan for corrective actions to be taken in re-
sponse to the inspection.”.

(b) TABLE OF CHAPTERS.—The table of chap-
ters at the beginning of subtitle B of such title
and at the beginning of part IV of such subtitle
are amended by inserting after the item relating
to chapter 445 the following new item:

“446. Army National Military Ceme-
LOTICS wvvneeiiiieiii i 4721,

(c¢) TIME FOR APPOINTMENT AND FIRST MEET-
ING OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON ARLINGTON NA-
TIONAL CEMETERY.—The advisory committee on
Arlington National Cemetery required by section
4723 of title 10, United States Code, as added by
subsection (a), shall be appointed by the Sec-
retary of the Army and hold its first meeting not
later than 30 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 552. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE INSPECTION OF
MILITARY CEMETERIES.

(a) INSPECTION AND RECOMMENDATIONS RE-
QUIRED.—The Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Defense shall conduct an inspection of
each military cemetery and, based on the find-
ings of those inspections, make recommenda-
tions for the regulation, management, oversight,
and operation of the military cemeteries.

(b) ELEMENTS OF INSPECTION.—Subject to sub-
section (c), the inspection of the military ceme-
teries under subsection (a) shall include an as-
sessment of the following:

(1) The adequacy of the statutes, policies, and
regulations governing the management, over-
sight, operations, and interments or inurnments
(or both) by the military cemeteries and the ad-
herence of each military cemetery to such stat-
utes, policies, and regulations.

(2) The system employed to fully account for
and accurately identify the remains interred or
inurned in the military cemeteries.

(3) The contracts and contracting processes
and oversight of those contracts and processes
with regard to compliance with Department of
Defense and military department guidelines.

(4) The history and adequacy of the oversight
conducted by the Secretaries of the military de-
partments over the military cemeteries under
their jurisdiction and the adequacy of corrective
actions taken as a result of that oversight.

(5) The statutory and policy guidance gov-
erning the authorization for the Secretaries of
the military departments to operate the military
cemeteries and an assessment of the budget and
appropriations structure and history of each
military cemetery.

(6) Such other matters as the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Defense considers to
be appropriate.

(¢) SPECIAL CONSIDERATIONS.—The inspection
under subsection (a) of the cemetery at the
Armed Forces Retirement Home-Washington
shall focus primarily on—

(1) the assessment required by subsection
(b)(5); and

(2) whether the Secretary of the Army has
fully and completely addressed issues raised by,
and the recommendations made with regard to,
such cemetery in the Inspector General of the
Department of Defense 2010 report of the Special
Inspection of Arlington National Cemetery.

(d) INSPECTION OF ADDITIONAL CEMETERIES.—

(1) INSPECTION REQUIRED.—In addition to the
inspection required by subsection (a), the In-
spector General of the Department of Defense
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shall conduct an inspection of a statistically
valid sample of cemeteries located at current or
former military installations inside and outside
the United States that are under the jurisdiction
of the military departments for the purpose of
obtaining an assessment of the adequacy of and
adherence to the statutes, policies, and regula-
tions governing the management, oversight, op-
erations, and interments or inurnments (or both)
by those cemeteries.

(2) EXCLUSION.—Paragraph (1) does not apply
to the cemeteries maintained by the American
Battle Monuments Commission and the military
cemeteries identified in subsection (f).

(e) SUBMISSION OF INSPECTION RESULTS AND
CORRECTIVE ACTION PLANS.—

(1) MILITARY CEMETERY INSPECTIONS.—Not
later than March 31, 2012, the Secretaries of the
military departments shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives a report containing—

(A) the findings of the inspections of the mili-
tary cemeteries conducted under subsection (a);

(B) the recommendations of the Inspector
General of the Department of Defense based on
such inspections; and

(C) a plan for corrective action.

(2) INSPECTION OF ADDITIONAL CEMETERIES.—
Not later than December 31, 2012, the Inspector
General of the Department of Defense shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Armed Services of the
Senate and the House of Representatives a re-
port containing the findings of the inspections
conducted under subsection (d) and the rec-
ommendations of the Inspector General based on
such inspections. Not later than April 1, 2013,
the Secretaries of the military departments shall
submit to such committees a plan for corrective
action.

(f) MILITARY CEMETERY DEFINED.—In sub-
section (a), the term “‘military cemetery’ means
the cemeteries that are under the jurisdiction of
a Secretary of a military department at each of
the following locations:

(1) The Armed Forces Retirement Home-Wash-
ington.

(2) The United States Military Academy.

(3) The United States Naval Academy.

(4) The United States Air Force Academy.
Subtitle G—Armed Forces Retirement Home
SEC. 561. CONTROL AND ADMINISTRATION BY
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE.

Section 1511(d) of the Armed Forces Retire-
ment Home Act of 1991 (24 U.S.C. 411(d)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘““(3) The administration of the Retirement
Home, including administration for the provi-
sion of health care and medical care for resi-
dents, shall remain under the control and ad-
ministration of the Secretary of Defense.’’.

SEC. 562. SENIOR MEDICAL ADVISOR OVERSIGHT
OF HEALTH CARE PROVIDED TO
RESIDENTS OF ARMED FORCES RE-
TIREMENT HOME.

(a) ADVISORY RESPONSIBILITIES OF SENIOR
MEDICAL ADVISOR.—Subsection (b) of section
1513A of the Armed Forces Retirement Home Act
of 1991 (24 U.S.C. 413a) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘(1) The”’; and
“The’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (2); and

(3) by striking “‘and the Chief Operating Offi-
cer’” and all that follows through the period at
the end and inserting the following: ‘‘the Chief
Operating Officer, and the Advisory Council re-
garding the direction and oversight of—

‘“(1) medical administrative matters at each
facility of the Retirement Home; and

““(2) the provision of medical care, preventive
mental health, and dental care services at each
facility of the Retirement Home.”’.

(b) RELATED DUTIES.—Subsection (c) of such
section is amended by striking paragraphs (3),
(4), and (5) and inserting the following new
paragraphs:

“(3) Periodically visit each facility of the Re-
tirement Home to review—
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““(A) the medical facilities, medical operations,
medical records and reports, and the quality of
care provided to residents; and

“(B) inspections and audits to ensure that ap-
propriate follow-up regarding issues and rec-
ommendations raised by such inspections and
audits has occurred.

‘“(4) Report on the findings and recommenda-
tions developed as a result of each review con-
ducted under paragraph (3) to the Chief Oper-
ating Officer, the Advisory Council, and the
Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel and
Readiness.”’.

SEC. 563. ESTABLISHMENT OF ARMED FORCES

RETIREMENT HOME ADVISORY
COUNCIL AND RESIDENT ADVISORY
COMMITTEES.

(a) REPLACEMENT OF LOCAL BOARDS OF
TRUSTEES.—The Armed Forces Retirement Home
Act of 1991 (24 U.S.C. 416) is amended by strik-
ing section 1516 and inserting the following new
sections:

“SEC. 1516. ADVISORY COUNCIL.

‘““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Retirement Home
shall have an Advisory Council, to be known as
the ‘Armed Forces Retirement Home Advisory
Council’. The Advisory Council shall serve the
interests of both facilities of the Retirement
Home.

““(b) DUTIES.—(1) The Advisory Council shall
provide to the Chief Operating Officer and the
Administrator of each facility such guidance
and recommendations on the operation and ad-
ministration of the Retirement Home and the
quality of care provided to residents as the Ad-
visory Council considers appropriate.

““(2) Not less often than annually, the Advi-
sory Council shall submit to the Secretary of De-
fense a report summarizing its activities during
the preceding year and providing such observa-
tions and recommendations with respect to the
Retirement Home as the Advisory Council con-
siders appropriate.

“(3) In carrying out its functions, the Advi-
sory Council shall—

“(A) provide for participation in its activities
by a representative of the Resident Advisory
Committee of each facility of the Retirement
Home; and

“(B) make recommendations to the Inspector
General of the Department of Defense regarding
issues that the Inspector General should inves-
tigate.

““(c) COMPOSITION.—(1) The Advisory Council
shall consist of at least 15 members, each of
whom shall be a full or part-time Federal em-
ployee or a member of the Armed Forces.

““(2) Members of the Advisory Council shall be
designated by the Secretary of Defense, except
that an individual who is not an employee of
the Department of Defense shall be designated,
in consultation with the Secretary of Defense,
by the head of the Federal department or agen-
cy that employs the individual.

“(3) The Advisory Council shall include the
following members:

““(A) One member who is an expert in nursing
home or retirement home administration and fi-
nancing.

“(B) One member who is an expert in geron-
tology.

“(C) One member who is an expert in finan-
cial management.

‘(D) Two representatives of the Department
of Veterans Affairs, one to be designated from
each of the regional offices nearest in proximity
to the facilities of the Retirement Home.

‘““(E) The Chairpersons of the Resident Advi-
sory Committees.

“(F) Ome enlisted representative of the Serv-
ices’ Retiree Advisory Council.

“(G) The senior moncommissioned officer of
one of the Armed Forces.

“(H) Two senior representatives of military
medical treatment facilities, one to be designated
from each of the military hospitals nearest in
proximity to the facilities of the Retirement
Home.
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‘“(I) One senior judge advocate from one of
the Armed Forces.

“(J) One senior representative of one of the
chief personnel officers of the Armed Forces.

‘“(K) Such other members as the Secretary of
Defense may designate.

‘““(4) The Administrator of the each facility of
the Retirement Home shall be a nonvoting mem-
ber of the Advisory Council.

““(5) The Secretary of Defense shall designate
one member of the Advisory Council to serve as
the Chairperson of the Advisory Council. The
Chairperson shall conduct the meetings of the
Advisory Council and be responsible for the op-
eration of the Advisory Council

‘“‘(d) TERM OF SERVICE.—(1) Ezxcept as pro-
vided in paragraphs (2), (3), and (4), the term of
service of a member of the Advisory Council
shall be two years. The Secretary of Defense
may designate a member to serve one additional
term.

““(2) Unless earlier terminated by the Sec-
retary of Defense, a person may continue to
serve as a member of the Advisory Council after
the expiration of the member’s term until a suc-
cessor is designated.

““(3) The Secretary of Defense may terminate
the term of service of a member of the Advisory
Council before the expiration of the member’s
term.

‘“(4) A member of the Advisory Council serves
as a member of the Advisory Council only for as
long as the member is assigned to or serving in
a position for which the duties include the duty
to serve as a member of the Advisory Council.

‘““(e) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Advisory
Council shall be filled in the manner in which
the original designation was made. A member
designated to fill a vacancy occurring before the
end of the term of the predecessor shall be des-
ignated for the remainder of the term of the
predecessor. A vacancy in the Advisory Council
shall not affect its authority to perform its du-
ties.

““(f) COMPENSATION.—(1) Except as provided
in paragraph (2), a member of the Advisory
Council shall—

““(A) be provided a stipend consistent with the
daily government consultant fee for each day on
which the member is engaged in the performance
of services for the Advisory Council; and

‘“‘(B) while away from home or regular place
of business in the performance of services for the
Advisory Council, be allowed travel expenses
(including per diem in lieu of subsistence) in the
same manner as a person employed intermit-
tently in Govermment wunder sections 5701
through 5707 of title 5, United States Code.

“(2) A member of the Advisory Council who is
a member of the Armed Forces on active duty or
a full-time officer or employee of the United
States shall receive no additional pay by reason
of serving as a member of the Advisory Council.
“SEC. 1516A. RESIDENT ADVISORY COMMITTEES.

‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE.—(1) A
Resident Advisory Committee is an elected body
of residents at each facility of the Retirement
Home established to provide a forum for all resi-
dents to express their needs, ideas, and interests
through elected 