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112TH CONGRESS REPORT
2d Session HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 112-479

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT FOR FISCAL
YEAR 2013

May 11, 2012.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union and ordered to be printed

Mr. McKEON, from the Committee on Armed Services,
submitted the following

REPORT
together with
ADDITIONAL AND DISSENTING VIEWS

[To accompany H.R. 4310]

[Including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget Office]

The Committee on Armed Services, to whom was referred the bill
(H.R. 4310) to authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for
military activities of the Department of Defense, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for fiscal year 2013, and for other pur-
poses, having considered the same, reports favorably thereon with
amendments and recommends that the bill as amended do pass.

The amendments are as follows:

The amendment strikes all after the enacting clause of the bill
%Iﬁl inserts a new text which appears in italic type in the reported

ill.

The title of the bill is amended to reflect the amendment to the

text of the bill.

PURPOSE OF THE LEGISLATION

The bill would, (1) Authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2013
for procurement and for research, development, test, and evalua-
tion (RDT&E); (2) Authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for
operation and maintenance (O&M) and for working capital funds;
(38) Authorize for fiscal year 2013: (a) the personnel strength for
each active duty component of the military departments; (b) the
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personnel strength for the Selected Reserve for each Reserve Com-
ponent of the Armed Forces; (c) the military training student loads
for each of the active and Reserve Components of the military de-
partments; (4) Modify various elements of compensation for mili-
tary personnel and impose certain requirements and limitations on
personnel actions in the defense establishment; (5) Authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2013 for military construction and fam-
ily housing; (6) Authorize appropriations for Overseas Contingency
Operations; (7) Authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for the
Department of Energy national security programs; (8) Modify pro-
visions related to the National Defense Stockpile; and (9) Authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2013 for the Maritime Administra-
tion.

RATIONALE FOR THE COMMITTEE BILL

H.R. 4310, the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013, is a key mechanism through which the Congress of the
United States fulfills one of its primary responsibilities as man-
dated in Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution of the United
States, which grants Congress the power to raise and support an
Army; to provide and maintain a Navy; and to make rules for the
government and regulation of the land and naval forces. Rule X of
the House of Representatives provides jurisdiction over the Depart-
ment of Defense (DOD) generally, and over the military application
of nuclear energy, to the House Committee on Armed Services. The
committee bill includes the large majority of the findings and rec-
ommendations resulting from its oversight activities in the current
year, as informed by the experience gained over the previous dec-
ades of the committee’s existence.

The bill reflects the House Armed Services Committee’s steadfast
support of the courageous, professional, and dedicated men and
women of the United States Armed Forces and the committee’s ap-
preciation for the sacrifices they make to accomplish their required
missions. Events of the last year—ranging from on-going oper-
ations in Afghanistan, support to Operation Odyssey Dawn in
Libya, robust counter-terrorism efforts around the globe, to time-
sensitive disaster and humanitarian responses—serve to highlight
the United States military’s flexibility and responsiveness in de-
fending our nation’s interests and addressing security challenges,
wherever and whenever they may arise. The committee under-
stands that the capabilities of our Armed Forces are underpinned
by the dedicated civilian employees of the Department of Defense
(DOD) and the Department of Energy’s National Nuclear Security
Administration, as well as the defense industrial base. Each of
these elements is required to enable the U.S. military to be the
guarantor of peace and economic security that it has been for gen-
erations. The committee is deeply committed to providing full au-
thorization for the funding required to restore the readiness of our
military; enhance the quality of life of military service members
and their families; sustain and improve the Armed Forces; and
properly safeguard the national security of the United States.

In addition to providing authorization of appropriations, the com-
mittee bill ensures our troops deployed in Afghanistan and around
the world have the equipment, resources, authorities, training, and
time needed to successfully complete their missions and return
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home; provides our warfighters and their families with the re-
sources and support they need, deserve, and have earned; invests
in the capabilities and force structure needed to protect the United
States from current and future threats; mandates fiscal responsi-
bility, transparency and accountability within the Department of
Defense; and incentivizes competition for every tax-payer dollar as-
sociated with funding Department of Defense requirements.

Equipment, Resources, Authorities, Training, and Time to Accom-
plish Missions

The committee considers it critical that the capabilities and ca-
pacity of the armed forces continue to improve so they can accom-
plish the full range of diverse 21st century missions, minimize
risks associated with such challenges and effectively engage in hos-
tilities, when necessary, as far from American shores as possible.
Thus, the committee’s top priority remains ensuring that our mili-
tary personnel receive the best equipment, weapons systems and
training possible. As such, H.R. 4310 would provide for both near
and longer-term military personnel and force structure require-
ments.

As terrorists have decentralized and sought new safe havens
from which to carry out attacks on U.S. soil, Congress acted last
year to ensure our military men and women risking their lives to
defend us from such attacks are on solid legal ground. The Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
112-81) reaffirmed the military’s authority to detain terrorists who
are part of or substantially supporting al Qaeda, the Taliban, or as-
sociated forces. This year, through the incorporation of the Right
to Habeas Corpus Act, the bill makes clear beyond a shadow of a
doubt that any person detained in the United States pursuant to
the Authorization for Use of Military Force will have his day in
court. The committee bill also includes several additional provi-
sions to strengthen detention policies and procedures.

The committee bill also includes a subtitle regarding the Islamic
Republic of Iran. The committee is concerned about Iranian actions
that may destabilize the security situation in the Islamic Republic
of Afghanistan, the Republic of Iraq, and the Syrian Arab Republic.
Moreover, the committee is discouraged by Iran’s continuing com-
mitment to its nuclear weapon program, in spite of increasing
international pressure and sanctions. Therefore, the bill seeks to
clarify that the United States should use all elements of national
power, including military force, if necessary, to prevent Iran from
threatening the United States, our allies, or its neighbors with a
nuclear weapon. Moreover, the bill requires the President to de-
velop a plan to enhance the credibility of U.S. military capabilities
to counter Iranian military aggression and its nuclear weapon pro-
gram, including military exercises and the prepositioning of sup-
plies.

The committee is increasingly concerned about instability on the
Korean peninsula, particularly given anticipated leadership
changes within the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK).
Therefore, the committee extends the requirement for a detailed re-
port on the military and security developments involving the DPRK
in order to more accurately assess the U.S. capabilities required in
the western Pacific. The bill also includes a requirement for the
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Commander of U.S. Pacific Command to provide an annex to this
report that identifies any gaps in intelligence, capabilities, capac-
ity, or authority to address threats from DPRK.

As in previous years, the committee bill continues to address the
Department of Defense’s global train and equip authorities, to en-
sure that the United States has willing and capable partners in the
war against terrorism and radical extremism.

The committee bill authorizes appropriations for aircraft, ground
vehicles, shipbuilding, missile defense, military space assets, force
protection equipment. The bill further enables and fully funds U.S.
Special Operations Forces. The committee also authorizes robust
funding for defense research and development to ensure the De-
partment meets future defense needs.

With the nation at war, but still preparing for an uncertain fu-
ture security environment, the committee further addresses adver-
sarial use of the internet as a new battlespace. The committee in-
cludes a provision that would affirm the Defense Department’s au-
thority to use cyberspace to confront certain threats. The com-
mittee also maintains a focus on increasing oversight of cyberspace
operations, as well as fostering a better understanding of the chal-
lenges facing the Department when operating in cyberspace by also
calling for quarterly operational briefings, an assessment of the
legal authorities and policy challenges in conducting full spectrum
cyber operations, and a briefing on the National Guard’s role in
providing cyber defense capabilities.

The ballistic missile threat continues to increase both quali-
tatively and quantitatively. The committee bill would provide addi-
tional resources for development, testing and fielding of missile de-
fenses to protect the U.S. homeland, including a new East Coast
site for missile defense, and support the implementation of the Ad-
ministration’s European phased adaptive approach for missile de-
fense, with increased focus on equitable distribution of the costs of
{,)hle system with our allies who would benefit from its defense capa-

ility.

A credible and reliable nuclear deterrent has been fundamental
to U.S. security for decades and will continue to be for the foresee-
able future. As such, the committee provides additional funds be-
yond the Administration’s budget request to meet the promised
level of funding for nuclear modernization activities, including nu-
clear warhead life extension programs, consistent with the Admin-
istration’s pledge during ratification of the New START treaty. The
committee bill would also hold the Administration to its promises
for the next generation ballistic missile submarine, would require
the next generation bomber to be nuclear-capable, and would re-
quire that the Administration ensure the next generation cruise
missile be nuclear capable. Moreover, the bill would address long-
standing and well-documented problems related to governance,
management, and oversight of the nation’s nuclear security enter-
prise.

Preserving Key Capabilities in a Time of Fiscal Austerity

In April, 2011, the President announced his intention to seek
over $400.0 billion in savings within the Department of Defense
over the next decade. Subsequently, the Congress passed the Budg-
et Control Act of 2011 (BCA) in August, 2011. The BCA signifi-
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cantly reduced discretionary spending across the Federal Govern-
ment and for the military in particular. The President’s budget re-
quest for national defense for fiscal year 2013 is $51.0 billion less
than the President’s estimated fiscal year 2013 requirement for na-
tional defense contained in last year’s budget request.

The committee acknowledges that hard choices will have to be
made to prioritize capabilities that allow our military to remain
flexible, responsive, and decisive in any engagement. However, the
committee recommends changes to the President’s proposed force
structure, in order to preserve depth and capacity within the force.
For example, the committee is concerned with the Navy’s overall
size of the fleet and sustained demand for naval forces, particularly
in light of the strategic pivot to the Asia-Pacific. In fiscal year
2013, the budget request proposed to retire four additional Ticon-
deroga-class guided missile cruisers well before the end of their ex-
pected service life. The committee has reinstated the requisite
funding to operate and maintain, modernize and upgrade the
U.S.S. Cowpens (CG 63), U.S.S. Anzio (CG 68), and the U.S.S.
Vicksburg (CG 69) in fiscal year 2013 and expects the Navy to
properly maintain these critical assets in the fleet in the future.
The committee notes that it is less costly to maintain existing as-
sets and supports providing the correct naval capabilities and fleet
mix through a balance of new procurement and adequately main-
taining the existing force structure for the length of time for which
assets were initially programmed. In keeping with these concerns,
the committee also authorizes a multi-year procurement for up to
10 Virginia-class submarines and a multi-year procurement for up
to 10 DDG-51 Arleigh Burke class destroyers.

Likewise, the committee preserves tactical airlift crucial to the
military’s ability to support warfighters on the ground with agile
combat support, such as C-130 Hercules, C—23 Sherpas, and C-27J
Spartan aircraft, which were also proposed for early retirement.
H.R. 4310 would also maintain close air support and ground inter-
diction capabilities provided by A-10 Warthogs and F-16 Fighting
Falcons slated for premature divestment prior to end of the fore-
casted service-life of each aircraft. The bill would retain the Air
Force’s Global Hawk Block 30 unmanned intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance aircraft as they support the deployed
warfighter, rather than shifting these assets to storage, as pro-
posed by the budget request. The committee recommends maintain-
ing the option for additional airborne electronic warfare capabilities
by supporting advance procurement for the EA-18G Growler. The
committee also recommends sustaining America’s heavy armored
production base by maintaining minimum sustained production of
Abrams tanks, Bradley fighting vehicles, and Hercules recovery ve-
hicles. These changes preserve capability in the Active Component,
as well as the Guard and Reserve, but not at the expense of the
readiness of the Active Component.

In making these changes, the committee heeded the testimony of
the service chiefs, who stressed the importance of ensuring the
United States does not repeat the mistakes of the past by
hollowing force structure in response to budget cuts. Therefore, for
every change to force structure recommended by this bill includes
funding for military personnel and operation and maintenance
costs associated with such force structure. Moreover, each of these
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changes was funded within the top line funding allocation provided
by the House-passed fiscal year 2013 budget resolution, H. Con.
Res. 112.

Resources for Warfighters and Families

Recognizing that the service and sacrifice of our military men
and women is a down payment on future health care benefits, the
committee bill takes a sensible approach to TRICARE. The bill in-
cludes a provision that would allow for a modest fee increase in
pharmacy fees, while protecting military families from steep fee in-
creases in other TRICARE programs. The bill also provides a 1.7
percent increase in military basic pay.

The committee is concerned with the pace of the reductions while
the United States is still decisively engaged in armed conflict in
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, and required to maintain a ro-
bust global security posture. The Army and the Marine Corps will
make the largest reductions over the next 5 years of 72,000 and
20,000, respectively, from their fiscal year 2012 authorization lev-
els. This bill would limit the reduction for the Regular Component
of the Army and Marine Corps by no more than 15,000 and 5,000
a year, respectively, during fiscal years 2014 through 2017.

The committee is also concerned with the reductions in the Re-
serve Components. The services have relied heavily on their respec-
tive Reserve Components over the past 10 years of conflict and
have embraced the operational reserve as a practice versus a con-
cept. It is imperative the Active and Reserve Components work to-
gether as a total force to maintain the All-Volunteer Force. The
committee believes that the Reserve Components must be an oper-
ational reserve, mobilized periodically for real-world operational
missions to maintain and sustain the level of skills and competence
so that they are capable of responding to crises or combat require-
ments. To achieve this objective, the committee supports sustaining
a robust and viable force structure mix between the Active and Re-
serves to ensure the dwell time goals of 1 to 3 for Active and 1 to
5 for Reserves are met during peace and war.

The committee bill provides additional services and protections
for service members who have been the victim of sexual assault.
The committee bill also includes language that would make mental
health assessments available for members of the reserve compo-
]rollents at the location of their unit during unit training and assem-

ies.

Fiscal Responsibility, Transparency, and Accountability

The committee scrutinized the Department of Defense’s budget
and identified inefficiencies to invest those savings into higher na-
tional security priorities. The committee bill reflects the fact that
as a nation, we must make tough choices in order to provide for
America’s common defense by examining every aspect of the de-
fense enterprise to find ways that we can accomplish the mission
of providing for the common defense more effectively. Over the past
year, in order to enhance the committee’s oversight of fiscal respon-
sibility within the Department of Defense and to identify opportu-
nities to prevent waste, fraud, and abuse, the committee estab-
lished both the Panel on Defense Financial Management and
Auditability Reform and the Panel on Business Challenges within
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the Defense Industry, which examined the role of defense regula-
tions and the defense auditing agencies. The findings of both pan-
els have guided the committee’s consideration of legislation in-
cluded in this bill.

Incentivizing Competition

The committee remains steadfast in its belief that competition
reduces costs, increases quality, and improves vendor performance.
For this reason, the committee recommends a provision that would
prohibit the Secretary of Defense from obligating or expending
more than 80 percent of the funds authorized to be appropriated
for the Office of the Secretary of Defense for fiscal year 2013 until
such time as the Secretary certifies to the congressional defense
committees that the Department of Defense is implementing the
requirements of section 202(d) of the Weapon Systems Acquisition
Reform Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-23), as amended. This section
would also require that the certification be accompanied by a brief-
ing to the congressional defense committees on the processes and
procedures that have been implemented across the military depart-
ments and defense agencies to maximize competition throughout
the life-cycle of major defense acquisition programs.

Similarly, the committee expresses that assured access to space
remains critical to national security and the Air Force’s launch
plan should maintain mission assurance, stabilize the industrial
base, reduce costs, and provide opportunities for competition.

Furthermore, the Panel on Business Challenges in the Defense
Industry, appointed by Chairman Howard P. “Buck” McKeon and
Ranking Member Adam Smith, specifically examined barriers to
entry, contracting and regulatory burdens, and opportunities to
strengthen the defense industrial base. As a result of the Panel’s
efforts, H.R. 4310 includes several provisions that are specifically
aimed at fostering the defense industrial base and increasing op-
portunities for small and midsize businesses in order to increase
competition.

HEARINGS

Committee consideration of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 results from hearings that began on Feb-
ruary 15, 2012, and that were completed on March 29, 2012. The
full committee conducted 9 sessions. In addition, a total of 15 ses-
sions were conducted by 6 different subcommittees.

COMMITTEE POSITION

On May 9, 2012, the Committee on Armed Services, a quorum
being present, approved H.R. 4310, as amended, by a vote of 56—
5.

EXPLANATION OF THE COMMITTEE AMENDMENTS

The committee adopted an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute during the consideration of H.R. 4310. The title of the bill
is amended to reflect the amendment to the text of the bill. The
remainder of the report discusses the bill, as amended.
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RELATIONSHIP OF AUTHORIZATION TO APPROPRIATIONS

The bill does not generally provide budget authority. This bill au-
thorizes appropriations; subsequent appropriation acts will provide
budget authority. However, the committee strives to adhere to the
recommendations as issued by the Committee on the Budget as it
relates to the jurisdiction of this committee.

The bill addresses the following categories in the Department of
Defense budget: procurement; research, development, test and eval-
uation; operation and maintenance; military personnel; working
capital funds; and military construction and family housing. The
bill also addresses the Armed Forces Retirement Home, Depart-
ment of Energy National Security Programs, the Naval Petroleum
Reserve and the Maritime Administration.

Active Duty and Reserve personnel strengths authorized in this
bill and legislation affecting compensation for military personnel
determine the remaining appropriation requirements of the Depart-
ment of Defense. However, this bill does not provide authorization
of specific dollar amounts for military personnel.

SUMMARY OF DISCRETIONARY AUTHORIZATIONS IN THE
BILL

The President requested discretionary budget authority of $631.6
billion for programs within the jurisdiction of the Armed Services
Committee for fiscal year 2013. Of this amount, $525.3 billion was
requested for “base” Department of Defense programs, $88.5 billion
was requested for the overseas contingency operations require-
ments covering the entire fiscal year, and $17.8 billion was re-
quested for Department of Energy national security programs and
the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board.

The committee recommends an overall discretionary authoriza-
tion of $635.2 billion in fiscal year 2013, including $88.5 billion for
overseas contingency operations. The base committee authorization
of $546.8 billion is a $0.2 billion decrease below the levels provided
for in the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81).

The following table summarizes the committee’s recommended
discretionary authorizations by appropriation account for fiscal
year 2013 and compares these amounts to the President’s request.
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BUDGET AUTHORITY IMPLICATION

The President’s total request for the national defense budget
function (050) in fiscal year 2013 is $650.6 billion, as estimated by
the Congressional Budget Office. In addition to funding for pro-
grams addressed in this bill, the total 050 request includes discre-
tionary funding for national defense programs not in the commit-
tee’s jurisdiction, discretionary funding for programs that do not re-
quire additional authorization in fiscal year 2013, and mandatory
programs.

The following table details changes to all aspects of the national
defense budget function.
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DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

OVERVIEW

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $98.8 billion
for procurement. This represents a $4.8 billion increase over the
amount authorized for fiscal year 2012.

The committee recommends authorization of $99.1 billion, an in-
crease of $1.7 billion from the fiscal year 2013 request.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 procure-
ment program are identified in division D of this Act.

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $5.9 billion for
Aircraft Procurement, Army. The committee recommends author-
ization of $5.9 billion, no change to the budget request, for fiscal
year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Aircraft
grocurement, Army program are identified in division D of this

ct.

Items of Special Interest

UH-72A Lakota Helicopter

The committee notes that the UH-72A Lakota Helicopter has
proven to be a capable multi-role aircraft used in support of the
Army National Guard’s unique set of missions including, border se-
curity, disaster response, medical evacuation, and troop transport.
The committee is aware that the Army has completed a surviv-
ability analysis and initial cost assessment on modifications that,
if made, would allow the UH-72 to operate in non-permissive envi-
ronments. The results of the analysis indicate that the UH-72A
could be an effective and cost-efficient option to be used in support
of additional operations in the continental United States (CONUS)
and outside the continental United States (OCONUS), and in com-
bat zones in support of contingency operations. The committee be-
lieves that further assessment should be conducted to evaluate po-
tential courses of action for expanding the operational spectrum for
the utilization of the Light UH-72A.

Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary of Defense, in co-
ordination with the Secretaries of the military departments, to in-
clude the Chief of the National Guard Bureau, to submit a report
to the congressional defense committees by February 15, 2013, that
identifies where the UH-72A could provide operational efficiencies
in support of permissive and non-permissive CONUS, OCONUS,
and contingency missions. The report should include, at a min-
imum, a cost assessment that includes the costs associated with in-
tegrating aircraft survivability systems, testing costs to qualify the
aircraft to operate in non-permissive environments, and costs asso-
ciated with sustaining the aircraft in non-permissive environments.
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MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $1.3 billion for
Missile Procurement, Army. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $1.4 billion, an increase of $60.0 million, for fiscal year
2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Missile
Procurement, Army program are identified in division D of this
Act.

Items of Special Interest

Patriot Mods

The budget request contained $199.6 million for Patriot Mods in
Missile Procurement, Army.

In view of the Department of Defense’s decision regarding the
Medium Extended Altitude Defense System as noted elsewhere in
this title, the committee remains interested in ensuring that the
Department takes all necessary and appropriate steps to maintain
and improve the Patriot program.

The committee recommends $199.6 million, the full amount re-
quested, for Patriot Mods.

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES,
ARMY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $1.5 billion for
Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army. The
committee recommends authorization of $1.9 billion, an increase of
$382.5 million, for fiscal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army pro-
gram are identified in division D of this Act.

Items of Special Interest

Heavy Brigade Combat Team Force Structure and Industrial Base

The committee notes that the Army has announced that it will
decrease end strength over the next 5 years. The decrease in end
strength has forced the Army to also announce plans to eliminate
at least eight active component Brigade Combat Teams (BCT), re-
ducing the total number from 45 to 37. The active Army has 17
Heavy BCTs (HBCT), 20 Infantry BCTs, and 8 Stryker BCTs. The
Army has stated that at least two of the eight BCTs eliminated will
be HBCTs. The committee notes that the HBCT, which is com-
prised of Abrams tanks and Bradley fighting vehicles, is the only
full-spectrum force in the Army’s force structure. With regard to
the future utility of heavy forces, the committee notes a Rand Cor-
poration report from 2010 that concluded, “Heavy forces—based on
tanks and infantry fighting vehicles—are key elements of any force
that will fight hybrid enemies that have a modicum of training, or-
ganization, and advanced weapons. Light and medium forces can
complement heavy forces, particularly in urban and other complex
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terrain; they do not provide the survivability, lethality, or mobility
inherent in heavy forces. Quite simply, heavy forces reduce oper-
ational risks and minimize friendly casualties.”

The committee is concerned that the Army may eliminate too
many HBCTs based on resource constraints rather than meeting
the needs of combatant commanders. The committee understands
the Army is currently conducting a force structure and BCT mix
analysis, however, it does not believe the results will be available
in time to inform the committee. The committee also understands
the Army is considering adding a third maneuver battalion back
into the Heavy and Infantry BCTs which may also impact the total
amount of BCTs. The committee is supportive of all BCTs having
a third maneuver battalion and notes that the committee opposed
the Army’s original decision of two maneuver battalions per BCT
in the committee report (H. Rept. 109—452) accompanying the John
Warner National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007.

In addition to the mix of BCTs, the committee is also concerned
about the Army’s proposal to let the HBCT vehicle production lines
go “cold” for 3-to-4 years, beginning in fiscal year 2013, and the as-
sociated impact this decision will have on the industrial base at
both the prime contractor and vendor level. The HBCT industrial
base is not dependent upon one platform. The committee believes
insufficient information is available to the Army and Congress to
make an informed decision on what the potential risks would be of
closing HBCT production lines. The committee needs to understand
the ramifications to the future HBCT industrial base capabilities
regarding the Abrams tank, Bradley fighting vehicle, Paladin how-
itzer, Hercules recovery vehicle, Armored Multi-Purpose Vehicle,
and the Ground Combat Vehicle. The committee needs to be in-
formed of the Army’s projected requirements in fiscal year 2017 to
maintain a public and private workforce to sustain the current
level of HBCTs, and what capabilities the Army will need in the
future to produce new platforms. The committee also believes that
Foreign Military Sales (FMS) may help to mitigate some of the risk
to the industrial base, but believes FMS alone will not be enough
to ensure that the HBCT industrial base is maintained at viable
levels in the near term. In the absence of a force mix BCT analysis,
and a detailed quantitative analysis of the impacts to the HBCT in-
dustrial base, the committee recommends adjustments to the
Army’s budget request elsewhere in this report.

Accordingly, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army, or
his designee, to brief the congressional defense committees within
60 days after the date of the enactment of this Act, on the results
of the recent force mix analysis. At a minimum, the briefing should
include the assumptions and scenarios used to determine the type
and mix of Brigade Combat Teams, the rationale for the force mix,
and the risks involved with the recommended force mix. The com-
mittee also directs the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, or his
designee, to brief the congressional defense committees within 60
days after the date of the enactment of this Act, on how the Army’s
recent force structure and BCT mix analysis meet the needs of the
combatant commanders, and what the Joint Staff believes are the
potential risks regarding the adequacy of the force mix, if the as-
sumptions behind the scenarios used do not materialize. In addi-
tion, the committee further directs the Secretary of the Army, in
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coordination with the Chairman of the Joints Chief of Staff, to sub-
mit a report to the congressional defense committees to accompany
the fiscal year 2014 budget request, on the results and impacts of
the force mix analysis.

Abrams tank upgrades

The budget request contained $74.4 million for the Abrams tank
upgrade program.

The committee notes that the Army must maintain the ability for
its Heavy Brigade Combat Teams (BCT) to overmatch any possible
threat in the future. The committee continues to be concerned that
Abrams tank production is expected to shut down from fiscal year
2014-16, and that the Army is unsure that the production line and
supporting industrial base would be available when it starts future
upgrades to Abrams tanks. The Army has completed limited anal-
ysis of the impact that the shutdown will have on the industrial
base and is scheduled to complete a comprehensive analysis in
summer 2012. However, based on data the Army has provided, the
committee believes that the cost to shut down and restart the
Abrams production line will total almost $1.0 billion, and that the
Army has not yet budgeted these funds. The committee believes
that the best course of action would be a combination of the min-
imum economical sustainment rate and Foreign Military Sales. The
committee notes that the cost of shutting down and then restarting
the Abrams production line would be significant and yield nothing.
However, for almost the same level of funding, the Army could
keep the Abrams production line “warm” while at the same time
modernizing a portion of National Guard Heavy BCTs to a digital
tank capability. Finally, the committee believes that a viable Heavy
BCT industrial base is critical to national security, and therefore
has requested in a standalone letter that the Comptroller General
of the United States review and report to the committee all of the
current and ongoing RAND analyses as they pertain to the Abrams
industrial base.

The committee recommends $255.4 million, an increase of $181.0
million, for the Abrams tank upgrade program.

Bradley fighting vehicle program

The budget request contained $148.2 million for the Bradley
fighting vehicle program for procurement and installation of up-
grade kits for engineering change proposal (ECP) plans.

The committee is concerned that even with the funds requested
for fiscal year 2013, production of the Bradley fighting vehicle will
shut down as early as 2013, for a minimum of 3 years, and that
the Army is unsure that the production line and supporting indus-
trial base will be available when it restarts production of upgraded
Bradley fighting vehicles. Moreover, the committee is concerned
about the Army’s current plan to install ECP components in Brad-
ley fighting vehicles only at unit field locations and its impact on
the industrial base. The committee understands that the Army
may have a fiscal year 2012 funded reset program for the Bradley
fighting vehicle that will take place at the contractor’s industrial
base facility. The committee believes that the most prudent course
of action is to execute a portion of the funds for installation of ECP
components at the production base facility in conjunction with the
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planned fiscal year 2012 funded reset program. The Army should
also explore opportunities for accelerating some follow-on ECP ca-
pabilities into the current ECP plan. Additionally, the committee
suggests that any Bradley fighting vehicles in storage at the con-
tractor’s facility, and not yet delivered to the Army, should be pro-
grammed to receive ECP Kkits prior to delivery to unit locations.
The committee also believes that as part of the production contract
any further production of the Bradley Operation Desert Storm-Sit-
uational Awareness vehicle for the National Guard should be given
priority in fielding ECP kits.

The committee recommends $288.2 million, an increase of $140.0
million, for the Bradley fighting vehicle program.

Improved recovery vehicle

The budget request contained $107.9 million for the M88A2 im-
proved recovery vehicle program.

The committee is aware that in order to provide greater protec-
tion for soldiers, the Army’s current and future fleet of combat ve-
hicles has grown significantly in weight. As a result, the M88A1 re-
covery vehicles are approaching their maximum capability with the
current fleet, and its capability will be greatly exceeded by the fu-
ture fleet. While the Army is examining the need to increase the
number of M88A2 recovery vehicles to support these heavier com-
bat vehicles, with the potential of adjusting their acquisition objec-
tive for M88A2’s based on future force structure, the committee is
concerned that a delay in a decision to either add to the M88A2
inventory or to completely pure-fleet the vehicles to an all-A2 con-
figuration, could come after the M88 industrial base is closed. The
committee supports the Army’s decision to include funds in the
budget request for the procurement of an additional 31 M88A2 ve-
hicles, but believes additional funds are necessary to maintain pro-
duction and reduce the impacts of stopping production. The com-
mittee believes this will provide the Army with ample time to final-
ize its force structure and Brigade Combat Team adjustments and
to determine a more accurate requirement for the procurement of
additional M88AZ2s.

The committee recommends $169.9 million, an increase of $62.0
million, for the M88A2 improved recovery vehicle program.

Paladin integrated management program

The budget request contained $206.1 million for the Paladin inte-
grated management (PIM) program.

The PIM program is scheduled to receive milestone C authority
in June 2013. The current acquisition strategy includes four years
of low-rate initial production (LRIP), followed by eight years of full-
rate production (FRP). The committee notes that the first FRP is
not planned for delivery until fiscal year 2019, which is more than
6 years after the milestone C decision, and the last FRP is not
planned for completion until fiscal year 2028. The committee be-
lieves this protracted build and fielding schedule will likely add sig-
nificant cost to the overall program.

Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to
submit a report to the congressional defense committees within 90
days after the date of the enactment of this Act on various courses
of actions for possible acceleration of the PIM program. At a min-
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imum, the report should include the possibility and ramifications
of a more realistic production schedule, and the associated funding
requirements, that includes moving from 4 years of LRIP down to
2 years, and the acceleration of FRP to less than the planned 8
years of procurement. The report should also identify potential test
efficiencies for efforts required, prior to a full-rate production deci-
sion, to move the FRP decision sooner than currently planned.

The committee recommends $206.1 million, the full amount re-
quested, for the PIM program.

Small Arms Modernization and Sustainment

The budget request contained $4.9 million for M249 squad auto-
matic weapons and modifications, and contained $6.8 million for
M240 medium machine guns and modifications.

The committee understands that small arms modernization is a
component of the U.S. Army’s continued effort to modernize key
weapon systems, including the M249 squad automatic weapon
(SAW) and the M240 medium machine gun. The committee be-
lieves the Army has the responsibility to provide the soldier with
the best individual and crew-served weapons, and to continuously
modernize, adapt, and incrementally improve small arms weapon
systems as the threat to deployed military personnel evolves. The
committee notes that small arms are key components to the surviv-
ability and lethality of the warfighter. The committee is aware that
most small arms programs are nearing the end of their procure-
ment objectives. The committee notes the M249 SAW and M240
machine guns will complete procurement in fiscal year 2013, and
the committee is concerned about the perceived lack of a long-term
sustainment strategy for the small arms industrial base, specifi-
cally the light and medium machine gun industrial base.

The committee understands there has been significant invest-
ment by industry and the Army in training, infrastructure, and
material required to develop and produce the highest quality light
and medium machine gun weapon systems. The committee is con-
cerned that any significant break in production could be detri-
mental to the small arms industrial base, and in turn to the readi-
ness of the military services. The committee needs to better under-
stand the ramifications to the small arms industrial base capabili-
ties across the Future Years Defense Program in light of the con-
straints of the current fiscal environment. The committee encour-
ages the Secretary of the Army to adequately resource the small
arms industrial base in order to prevent any unnecessary breaks
in production.

In addition, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to
perform an objective assessment of the Army’s approach to satis-
fying light and medium machine gun capability requirements. The
assessment should include a review of current and projected light-
weight and medium machine gun requirements; assess perform-
ance of current systems against requirements; establish acquisition
and life-cycle costs; evaluate cost and capability of current develop-
ment and procurement plans; and consider future requirements
and capabilities that can be acquired today, and those which re-
quire research and development. The committee further directs the
Secretary of the Army to provide a briefing to the congressional de-
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fense committees within 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act on the results of the assessment.

The committee recommends $4.9 million, the full amount of the
request, for M249 squad automatic weapons and modifications, and
$6.8 million, the full amount of the request, for M240 medium ma-
chine guns and modifications.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $1.7 billion for
Procurement of Ammunition, Army. The committee recommends
authorization of $1.6 billion, a decrease of $107.8 million, for fiscal
year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Army program are identified in division
D of this Act.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $6.3 billion for
Other Procurement, Army. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $6.2 billion, a decrease of $80.0 million, for fiscal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Other
Procurement, Army program are identified in division D of this
Act.

Items of Special Interest

Army and Marine Corps Multi-Mission Radar Development

The budget request contained $316.3 million for development and
procurement of 15 Enhanced AN/TPQ-36 (EQ-36) counterfire
radar systems. The budget request also contained $33.4 million for
upgrades to the AN/MPQ-64 Sentinel air surveillance radar sys-
tem. Elsewhere in this title, the budget request also contained
$165.4 million for development and procurement of the Ground/Air
Task Oriented Radar (G/ATOR) program.

The committee notes that between fiscal years 2014-17, the
Army plans to allocate $1.0 billion for the EQ-36 system, and
$190.8 million for AN/MPQ-64 Sentinel radar upgrades. During
that same time period, the Marine Corps plans to also allocate $1.0
billion for the G/ATOR program, which will perform both counter-
fire and air surveillance missions.

The committee notes that the Army and Marine Corps have very
similar requirements for radars to perform counter-fire and air sur-
veillance missions. The committee is concerned, however, that the
Army remains committed to procuring and maintaining two sepa-
rate radars to perform these tasks, while the Marine Corps is pur-
suing a single multi-mission radar system. The committee believes
that the Marine Corps’ approach could yield substantial operations
and sustainment savings over the long-term.

The committee notes that the EQ-36 system is currently in low-
rate initial production, and the G/ATOR program is just entering
low-rate initial production. Therefore, the committee encourages
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the Army and the Marine Corps to collaborate and identity overlap-
ping requirements and determine if at some point in the future, the
Army could shift to procurement of the G/ATOR multi-mission
radar rather than having the each service continue to procure and
maintain separate radar systems.

The committee recommends the full amount requested for Army
and Marine Corps multi-mission radar development.

Civil Support Team Information Management System

The committee is aware that the National Guard Bureau Weap-
ons of Mass Destruction Civil Support Teams (WMD CST) cur-
rently field an information management system that provides a
common operating picture, promotes information sharing and real-
time collaboration in an emergency situation, and supports the
CST mission of assisting and advising first responders and facili-
tating communications with other Federal resources. The com-
mittee believes that this system should be expanded to follow-on
forces, such as the Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear, and
High Explosive Enhanced Response Force Package and Homeland
Defense Response Force units, to ensure the safety of military per-
sonnel and first responders, while supporting the interoperability
necessary to effectively communicate and operate during large-
scale domestic events.

Joint Tactical Radio System Handheld, Manpack, and Small Form
Fit Radio Program

The budget request included $482.2 million for procurement of
Joint Tactical Radio System (JTRS) Handheld, Manpack, and
Small Form Fit (HMS) radios.

The committee understands that the JTRS HMS program of
record includes full and open competition as part of the program’s
initial full-rate production. The committee believes that in the in-
terest of increased competition, it is imperative that subsequent
full-rate production procurements include a strategy for including
any non-program of record vendors that meet appropriate qualifica-
tion standards in accordance with section 141 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81).
The committee encourages the Army to continue to assess perform-
ance requirements. The committee directs the Secretary of the
Army to ensure that all qualification standards are documented
and approved by the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Acquisi-
tion, Logistics, and Technology and available to vendors prior to
any additional full-rate procurements. In addition, the committee
directs the Secretary of the Army to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees by July 31, 2012, on the Army’s plan for
production competition for each element of the JTRS program in-
cluding potential acquisition strategies for JTRS-tested capabilities
that allow JTRS-tested products from non-program of record sup-
pliers to be contracted through full and open competition with the
Government in a streamlined manner.

The committee recommends $482.2 million, the full amount of
the request, for JTRS HMS radios.
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Network Integration Exercises

The committee applauds the Army’s effort to encourage commer-
cial solutions and innovation through Network Integration Exer-
cises (NIE). The committee encourages the other military services
to leverage the information gained from the Army’s efforts and con-
sider participating in future NIEs. The committee also believes
that as a result of the lessons learned from NIEs, additional im-
provements in acquisition policy should be made to couple innova-
tive testing with reduced acquisition time frames. Therefore, the
committee directs the Secretary of the Army to submit a report to
the congressional defense committees by February 15, 2013, that
considers potential acquisition strategies for NIE-tested capabilities
that allow Army NIE-tested products from non-program of record
suppliers to be contracted through full and open competition with
the Government in a streamlined manner.

Spider Alpha Remote Control Units

The budget request contained $36.4 million for procurement of
Spider Alpha Remote Control Units for the Spider Networked Mu-
nitions (Spider) program.

The Spider program is the Army’s next generation alternative
anti-personnel landmine, specifically designed to provide improved
flexible force protection capabilities to the warfighter and to mini-
mize and/or eliminate non-combatant injuries or deaths resulting
from landmines.

The committee notes the Spider Networked Munitions System
program has experienced operational suitability problems during
initial testing and operational evaluations conducted by the Office
of the Director, Operational Test and Evaluation. The committee
notes that these problems have been primarily the result of soft-
ware issues. The committee is aware that the most recent limited
user test demonstrated progress toward resolving these defi-
ciencies, but that follow-on operational tests (FOT) are still re-
quired. The committee also notes that the Spider program’s full-
rate production decision shifted from fiscal year 2008 to the third
quarter of fiscal year 2012 and could be further delayed due to
scheduled FOTs that resulted from recurring demonstrated per-
formance deficiencies.

The committee recommends $21.4 million, a decrease of $15.0
million, for procurement of Spider Alpha Remote Control Units.

JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT FUND

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $227.4 million
for the Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund. The com-
mittee recommends a transfer of this funding to title XV of this
Act.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Joint
Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund are identified in division
D of this Act.
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AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $17.1 billion
for Aircraft Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $17.2 billion, an increase of $99.0 million, for fiscal
year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Aircraft
Procurement, Navy program are identified in division D of this Act.

Items of Special Interest

EA-18G Advance Procurement

The budget request contained no funds for advance procurement
of EA-18G aircraft.

The EA-18G is an electronic attack aircraft that is replacing the
EA-6B aircraft. The committee notes that the budget request in-
cluded 12 EA-18G aircraft, which would complete the current De-
partment of the Navy requirement for an inventory of 114 EA-
18Gs. However, the committee understands that while the 114 EA-
18Gs would replace Navy sea-based and shore-based EA-6B squad-
rons, it would not replace the Marine Corps four shore-based EA—
6B squadrons which are planned to be inactivated by fiscal year
2019. Consequently, the committee believes the absence of a re-
placement for the Marine Corps EA-6B squadrons could result in
a shortfall in the Department of Defense’s airborne electronic at-
tack capability, and the committee encourages the Department of
the Navy to include additional EA-18G aircraft in its budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2014.

The committee recommends $45.0 million for advance procure-
ment of additional EA-18G aircraft.

Reporting of the April 8, 2000, MV-22 Mishap at Marana, Arizona

The committee notes that subsequent to an April 8, 2000, MV-
22 mishap at Marana Northwest Regional Airport, Arizona, the
Marine Corps released information on July 27, 2000, regarding the
MV-22 accident investigation report. The statement indicated that
a combination of “human factors” had caused the crash of a MV-
22 tilt-rotor aircraft, which resulted in the loss of 19 Marines, and
that, “Although the report stops short of specifying pilot error as
a cause, it notes that the pilot of the ill-fated aircraft significantly
exceeded the rate of descent established by regulations for safe
flight.” The committee understands that subsequent to the release
of the July 27, 2000, statement, many media reports did not make
a distinction between “human factors” and “pilot error” and re-
ported that the mishap was the result of “pilot error” which, ac-
cording to the Marine Corps July 27, 2000, public release, does not
accurately describe the combination of human factors which caused
the mishap. The result is potentially more of the causal factors
being attributed to the pilot than “human factors” would warrant.

Consequently, the committee encourages the Commandant of the
Marine Corps to continue to work with the committee to further
clarify Marine Corps public statements about the April 8, 2000,
MV-22 mishap at Marana Northwest Regional Airport, Arizona, so
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that media reporting of the accident more accurately portrays the
causal factors of the accident.

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $3.1 billion for
Weapons Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends author-
ization of $3.2 billion, an increase of $55.6 million, for fiscal year
2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Weap-
ons Procurement, Navy program are identified in division D of this
Act.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $759.5 million
for Procurement of Ammunition, Navy and Marine Corps. The com-
mittee recommends authorization of $747.0 million, a decrease of
$12.5 million, for fiscal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Navy and Marine Corps program are
identified in division D of this Act.

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $13.6 billion
for Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy. The committee rec-
ommends authorization of $14.5 billion, an increase of $893.0 mil-
lion, for fiscal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Ship-
building and Conversion, Navy program are identified in division
D of this Act.

Items of Special Interest

Littoral Combat Ship

The committee is aware of considerable issues that have plagued
the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program over recent years. While
the Navy has briefed the congressional defense committees on prob-
lems involving the LCS program, the committee believes that the
Navy has not adequately informed Congress to the full extent pos-
sible on program deficiencies, including mechanical and structural
failures. The committee is also concerned with the lack of trans-
parency regarding these significant issues as was addressed in the
annual report by the Director, Operational Test and Evaluation
which stated that its assessment of the program was limited be-
cause the “program offices have not released any formal develop-
mental T&E reports.” Therefore, the committee directs the Sec-
retary of the Navy to provide a comprehensive briefing to the
House Committee on Armed Services within 30 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act on the LCS program, in a classified
or unclassified session.
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Mine Warfare

The committee notes that at a recent symposium, the Chief of
Naval Operations stated that over the years, the Navy’s ability to
counter mine warfare threats had “atrophied,” and went on to say
the testing of the counter-mine warfare module for the Littoral
1(\JIombat Ship is re-establishing a capability in this area for the

avy.

The committee is pleased this capability is receiving added inter-
est, but is concerned that the ability to conduct offensive mine war-
fare has atrophied as well. The committee encourages the Secretary
of the Navy to review the Navy’s offensive mine warfare capabili-
ties and establish an appropriate course of action to re-establish
this capability in a cost-effective manner.

Navy Shipbuilding Program

The committee is concerned with the Navy’s shipbuilding pro-
gram. The budget request for fiscal year 2013 Shipbuilding and
Conversion (SCN) account contained $13.7 billion, which is signifi-
cantly lower than the $14.9 billion level appropriated for fiscal year
2012. In fiscal year 2012, it was forecast that the Future Years De-
fense Program (FYDP) would include the start of construction of 57
ships. However, 16 of those ships have fallen out of the FYDP, re-
ducing new construction starts to 41 ships. The Navy has indicated
that they will no longer seek to build a 313 ship fleet. Additionally,
the Navy has proposed retiring nine additional ships during the
FYDP before the end of their service lives. The committee believes
the following programs are crucial.

CVN-T78 is the lead ship of the Ford class aircraft carrier. It in-
corporates improved performance and cost saving technologies, de-
creases the crew size by 1,200 personnel, and saves the Navy over
$5.0 billion in total ownership costs for each ship. The Navy in-
tends to start construction of the first three ships of the Ford class
on a 5-year basis. The committee encourages the Navy to maintain
this schedule with fiscal year 2013 as the first year of incremental
funding for CVN-79. Elsewhere in this Act, the committee includes
a provision that would authorize an extension from the current 5-
year period to 6 years for the incremental funding of CVN-79 and
CVN-80. The committee also believes it is essential to keep the
Nimitz class aircraft carriers on schedule for their mid-life Refuel-
ing and Complex Overhauls to ensure these ships reach their
planned service life.

The Virginia class submarine program continues to deliver on
cost and well ahead of contractual schedule. Having achieved a rate
of two submarines a year starting in fiscal year 2011, the com-
mittee was concerned to see the rate decrease to one submarine in
fiscal year 2014, and believes this would inject instability into a
stable program. The committee recommends an increase in fiscal
year 2013 advance procurement funds to facilitate restoring the
second submarine in fiscal year 2014. To achieve that end, else-
where in this Act, the committee includes a provision that would
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter a multiyear procure-
ment for up to 10 submarines and authorizes the Secretary to in-
crementally fund that multi-year contract.

The Marine Corps has a stated requirement of 38 amphibious
ships but has made an agreement with the Navy that 33 amphib-
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ious ships would be sufficient to provide the lift and forcible entry
capabilities they require. There are currently only 29 amphibious
ships in the fleet. Two large deck amphibious ships are under con-
tract, LHA-6 and LHA-7. The fiscal year 2013 budget request slid
the construction start of the next large deck amphibious ship,
LHA-8, from 2016 to 2017. Prior to LHA-6, these ships had well
decks, which would flood to launch landing craft. LHA-6 and LHA-
7 are designed without well decks, but a well deck is going into
LHA-8. The committee is concerned that the internal arrange-
ments to accommodate a well deck are going to change construction
significantly, requiring many drawing changes. The committee en-
courages the Navy to get an early start on LHA-8 design with the
contractor. It has been proven that the greater the percentage of
a design that is complete at the start of construction, the more suc-
cessful the construction program. The LPD-27 is the last LPD-17
San Antonio class small deck amphibious ship until the replace-
ment for the LSD starts. In the fiscal year 2013 plan, LSD con-
struction has been delayed until after the FYDP. The committee is
concerned that this delay may negatively affect the industrial base.

In the fiscal year 2013 budget request, the Department of the
Navy has requested authority to begin a multi-year program for
nine DDG-51 Arleigh Burke-class destroyers. Elsewhere in this
Act, the committee includes a provision that would authorize the
Secretary of the Navy to award a contract for a multiyear procure-
ment of up to 10 destroyers. In fiscal year 2016, the Navy intends
to start procuring Block III DDG-51 destroyers. This block will in-
corporate the advanced Air and Missile Defense Radar (AMDR),
which is currently being competitively evaluated. The committee
views AMDR as essential to pacing the air and missile threat. The
Navy has stated that the DDG-51 hull is sufficient to accommodate
the increased power generation and cooling requirements that
AMDR will need, yet the committee still views this as an area of
risk.

With the first two Littoral Combat ships (LCS) delivered to the
fleet, each of a different design, each has had various problems
that are being addressed by the Navy. LCS-1 has had some crack-
ing and shaft seal problems and LCS-2 has had problems with gal-
vanic corrosion within the water jets. The committee is aware that
the Navy intends to forward stage up to four LCS to Singapore,
and while supporting the budget request for four LCS in fiscal year
2013, it encourages the Navy to ensure the problems discovered to
date have technical solutions and that these solutions are incor-
porated on forthcoming ships.

Perhaps the most troubling aspect of the Navy shipbuilding plan
is how it will be able to afford the Ohio class replacement ballistic
missile submarine and still have a viable program for other ships.
This will have to be addressed in coming years. The budget request
delayed the start of construction of the first submarine by 2 years
until fiscal year 2021. This delay means that the ballistic missile
submarine force dips to 10 submarines for almost 10 years in a
couple of decades. To maintain a credible undersea nuclear deter-
rent, the committee recommends restoring the research and devel-
opment funding that was reduced in the fiscal year 2013 budget re-
quest to allow the Department of Defense time to determine how
to keep the program on track. Elsewhere in this Act, the committee
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includes a provision that would prevent the Secretary of the Navy
from having fewer than 12 ballistic missile submarines at a time.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $6.2 billion for
Other Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $6.3 billion, an increase of $102.7 million, for fiscal year
2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Other
Procurement, Navy program are identified in division D of this Act.

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $1.6 billion for
Procurement, Marine Corps. The committee recommends author-
ization of $1.5 billion, a decrease of $140.9 million, for fiscal year
2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement, Marine Corps program are identified in division D of
this Act.

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $11.0 billion
for Aircraft Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends
authorization of $11.3 billion, an increase of $313.7 million, for fis-
cal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Aircraft

Procurement, Air Force program are identified in division D of this
Act.

Items of Special Interest

F-35 Aircraft Program

The budget request contained $2.7 billion in PEs 64800F,
64800N, and 64800M for development of the F-35 aircraft. The
budget request also contained $5.5 billion in Aircraft Procurement,
Air Force and Aircraft Procurement, Navy for procurement of 19 F—
35As, 6 F-35Bs, and 4 F-35Cs.

The F-35 aircraft program is the largest acquisition program
within the Department of Defense (DOD), with a current planned
procurement of 2,443 aircraft for the Navy, the Marine Corps, and
the Air Force to meet fifth generation U.S. fighter requirements.
The committee continues to support the requirement for fifth gen-
eration fighter aircraft due to projected increases in the effective-
ness and quantities of threat anti-aircraft systems. The committee
notes that without advanced fifth generation aircraft that the
United States may be significantly limited in its ability to project
power in the future. In addition, the committee believes that the
187 F-22 Raptors currently planned for may not alone provide
enough of this capability.
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The F-35 entered engineering and manufacturing development
(EMD) in the first quarter of fiscal year 2002 and is currently esti-
mated to complete EMD in 2018. Low-rate initial production of the
F-35 began in 2007, with 121 aircraft having been approved by
Congress for production through fiscal year 2012. As the program
has progressed through the EMD phase, a recurring concern of the
committee has been a desire by the Department to begin aircraft
production too early in the EMD phase and to significantly increase
each subsequent year’s production, resulting in a high degree of de-
velopment and production concurrency, and the production of a sig-
nificant number of aircraft before sufficient demonstration of re-
quired technologies, flight testing and aircraft design stability. The
committee notes that for fiscal year 2006, the Department of De-
fense requested $152.4 million for advance procurement for the
first five F-35A aircraft in fiscal year 2007, and that in its report
accompanying the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2006 (H. Rept.109-89), the committee recommended no funds
for this purpose, believing that procurement of F-35A aircraft was
premature.

Subsequently, the F-35 aircraft program has experienced several
changes in the EMD and production schedules due to lagging tech-
nology development, design instability, and late delivery of aircraft.
The result has been a rebase-lining of the program in 2007 and
several cost and schedule changes. The 2012 Government Account-
ability Office analysis of DOD data indicates that the cumulative
number of aircraft projected to be procured through 2017 has been
reduced by 1,226 aircraft, or 77 percent since EMD began in fiscal
year 2002. Further, the committee notes that the most recent F—
35 aircraft program DOD selected acquisition report includes an ac-
quisition program estimate of $395.7 billion. This most recent esti-
mate has increased $13.2 billion since June 2010 and $117.2 billion
since March 2007, when the program’s estimated cost and schedule
was rebase-lined.

The F-35 program is approximately 20 percent through its flight
test program. While remaining technology, design stability, and
software development issues are of significant concern to the com-
mittee, the Department of Defense has made a major reduction in
the research and development and production concurrency in the
program. As a result, the projected reduction in the number of F-
35 aircraft to be produced through 2017 will reduce post-production
modifications that could otherwise need to be accomplished on a
much larger number of aircraft. The committee supports the most
recent actions of the F-35 Joint Program Office leadership to re-
duce development and production concurrency and focus on EMD
issues, but remains concerned about future increases in program
acquisition costs, and expects that the Department of Defense will
continue to take the necessary measures to curtail future increases
in the program’s acquisition cost.

Global Hawk Block 30 Aircraft

The budget request contained no funds for Global Hawk Block 30
unmanned aerial intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance
support for the combatant commanders.

On June 14, 2011, the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi-
tion, Technology, and Logistics provided certification to Congress
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that continuation of the Global Hawk Block 30 program was essen-
tial to national security, and that there were no alternatives to the
program which will provide acceptable capability to meet the joint
military requirement at less cost. Further, the certification indi-
cated that the Global Hawk Block 30 costs $220.0 million per year
less than the U-2 to operate and sustain. Based on this certifi-
cation, the committee provided all requested fiscal year 2012 fund-
ing for the Global Hawk Block 30 Unmanned Aircraft System
(UAS), including $323.9 million for 3 additional systems.

In contrast, the fiscal year 2013 budget would terminate the
Global Hawk Block 30 program and cancel the 10 remaining air-
craft previously planned for procurement. In addition, the Depart-
ment of the Air Force has stated its intention to place the current
14 systems in storage, each aircraft having been procured at a cost
of approximately $100.0 million. Additional information provided
by the Air Force indicates that the 4 additional systems currently
in production would be placed into storage upon delivery. The com-
mittee notes that the Global Hawk Block 30 achieved initial oper-
ability capability in August, 2011. The committee does not believe
there is any precedent for the Department of Defense (DOD) plac-
ing a system this expensive into storage without being used, and
does not support this proposal.

In addition, the committee does not believe that the proposal to
suspend Global Hawk Block 30 operations is consistent with the
Department’s new military strategy. The committee notes that the
Department’s new strategy is focused on operations in the Middle
East and Western Pacific in an anti-access/area-denial environment
that places a premium on long-range, long-duration intelligence,
surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) capability. The Global Hawk
Block 30 aircraft currently in service are in high demand by com-
batant commanders, and are currently flying precisely such mis-
sions for U.S. Central Command, U.S. European Command, and
U.S. Pacific Command. In addition, most missions being flown are
at ranges where the Global Hawk Block 30 is less costly to operate
than the U-2, because of the relatively long mission duration of the
Global Hawk Block 30 aircraft. The committee believes that the
Global Hawk Block 30 aircraft provide a unique capability and
should be retained and operated through at least December 31,
2014, in support of current operational requirements of the combat-
ant commanders. Beyond that date, the committee believes the Air
Force should continue to fund both the Global Hawk Block 30 and
the U-2 if there is sufficient ISR demand from combatant com-
manders.

The committee recommends $105.2 million, an increase of $105.2
million, in Aircraft Procurement Air Force, for maintaining Global
Hawk Block 30 operations. Elsewhere in this Act, the committee
recommends $133.0 million, an increase of $133.0 million, in title
3, and recommends $22.2 million, an increase of $22.2 million in
title 4, for a total of an additional $260.4 million to fund Global
Hawk Block 30 operations for fiscal year 2013. In addition, the
committee expects the Secretary of the Air Force to fully execute
the fiscal year 2012 Global Hawk Block 30 program, including the
procurement of 3 additional aircraft, in accordance with the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
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112-81) and the Consolidated Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year
2012 (Public Law 112-74).

Inter-Theater Airlift Aircraft

The budget request contains $1.7 billion for C-17 and C-5 inter-
theater airlift aircraft programs. The budget request also contains
a legislative proposal from the Department of Defense (DOD) to
lower the inter-theater airlift aircraft minimum floor from 301 to
275 aircraft.

Air Force officials state that “Case 3” of the Mobility Capability
and Requirements Study 2016 (MCRS-16) was the analytical un-
derpinning for the new mobility force structure associated with the
new 2012 Defense Strategy and that a strategic airlift fleet of 275
aircraft would support it. Of note, Case 3 is the least demanding
scenario that was modeled in MCRS-16. The Case 3 results indi-
cated that the Department would be required to provide 29.1 mil-
lion-ton-miles per day (MTM/D). Of note, unlike past studies, the
Department of Defense also levied an additional 5.0 MTM/D on the
Civil Reserve Aircraft Fleet (CRAF) program and increased its re-
quirement of provided airlift to 25.5 MTM/D. Past studies have
only assumed that CRAF could provide 20.5 MTM/D because of the
number of participants and quantity/type of aircraft in the commer-
cial program. No significant improvements have occurred within
the CRAF program that would signify that an increase from 20.5
to 25.5 MTM/D could actually be supported. Furthermore, the larg-
est provider of commercial airlift to DOD as a CRAF participant re-
cently declared bankruptcy.

According to the MCRS-16 summary, the study recognized the
reality of long-term U.S. involvement in globally dispersed oper-
ations which may include lengthy commitments to major cam-
paigns. MCRS-16 realized important fact-of-life changes that
placed new demands on the mobility system since the last mobility
study, MCS-05, completed in 2006. The changes included a higher
level of engagement around the world, increased reliance on the
Reserve Components, increased reliance on airlift to move equip-
ment and supplies that were once moved almost exclusively by sur-
face transport, the introduction of new specialized equipment, the
continued growth of Special Operations Forces, and the establish-
ment of U.S. Africa Command. In response to these changes, the
Department said that MCRS-16 provided an opportunity to make
informed investment decisions designed to maintain the right mix
of strategic and intra-theater transportation capabilities. All of
which remain valid today, and into the foreseeable future, despite
the new 2012 defense strategy.

Officials from the Government Accountability Office noted in tes-
timony on March 7, 2012, before the Subcommittee on Seapower
and Projection Forces that MCRS-16 did not sufficiently charac-
terize incurred operational risk, nor did MCRS-16 adequately ar-
ticulate capability gaps or inventory excesses. Additionally, the
committee notes that certain assumptions regarding prepositioned
stock locations and inter-theater airlift aircraft operational metrics,
such as aircraft availability and mission capability, are no longer
valid and that actual aircraft performance metrics are notably less
than those modeled during MCRS-16 scenario execution.
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During the time period between fiscal year 2002 and 2011, there
has been a heavy demand on mobility airlift. The C-17 has over
flown its planned program of record by 106 percent, or 103,581
hours, and the C-5 fleet has over flown its planned program of
record by 134 percent, or 151,570 hours. An Air Force mobility
study, completed in September 2010 by the Air Force Office of Les-
sons Learned when the Air Force program of record was 316 inter-
theater airlift aircraft, analyzed Afghanistan mobility operations
and found that that “the Air Force does not own enough large and
outsize airlift to execute Operation Enduring Freedom surge and
sustainment without substantial utilization of contracted and ten-
dered commercial carriers. These aircraft, chartered in their en-
tirety by U.S. Transportation Command at a price tag that some-
times exceeded $1.0 million per mission, deliver unmatched and ir-
replaceable outsize commodity capability to the warfighter.” Be-
tween 2006-11, the Department of Defense spent $2.2 billion on
foreign contracted strategic airlift.

In its February 2012 Air Force White Paper provided to Congress
outlining the Air Force’s fiscal year 2013 force structure reorga-
nization, the Air Force stated that “although the U.S. has removed
all combat forces from Iraq and the new strategic guidance reduces
the steady state requirement for ground forces, we expect Air Force
steady state rotational requirements to remain nearly constant, or
perhaps increase, under the new strategy.” DOD officials also stat-
ed to the committee during a briefing on February 23, 2012, that
there will need to be further analysis of what the lift requirement,
both inter-theater and intra-theater, will be for the new force lay-
down plan in the Asia-Pacific Area of Responsibility.

Elsewhere in this title, the committee includes a provision that
would require the Commander, U.S. Transportation Command, to
provide to the congressional defense committees an operational risk
assessment for meeting geographical combatant commander airlift
requirements with an organic fleet of less than 301 inter-theater
airlift aircraft.

Intra-Theater Airlift Aircraft

The budget request contained $234.1 million for C—130 airlift air-
craft and no funding for C—27J aircraft. The budget request also in-
cludes no funding for the C-130 Avionics Modernization Program
(C-130 AMP) and reduces the intra-theater aircraft inventory by
65 C-130H and 38 C-27J aircraft.

For the past 6 years, Air Force leadership has vigorously advo-
cated the need for the C-27J program to meet the Army’s time-sen-
sitive/mission-critical (TS/MC) airlift requirements, in a cost-effec-
tive and efficient manner. On February 27, 2008, the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics cer-
tified to Congress that “there is, within the Department of the
Army, Department of the Air Force, Army National Guard, or Air
National Guard, a capability gap or shortfall with respect to intra-
theater airlift, and validated requirements exist to fill that gap or
shortfall through procurement of the Joint Cargo Aircraft (JCA).”
On the same date, the Chiefs of Staff for both the Air Force and
the Army sent a letter to the congressional defense committees that
stated “[we] stand together in support of the JCA. Time-sensitive/
mission-critical resupply is crucial to our success as warfighters.”
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On March 30, 2011, the Secretary of the Air Force testified to the
Senate Appropriations Committee on Defense that “we continued
C-27J procurement as an investment in overall [tactical airlift]
fleet viability. Efforts to increase direct support airlift continue,
with plans to beddown 38 C—27Js in the Air National Guard.” And
the 2012 Air Mobility Command Master Plan, published November
2011, states that “the C-27J is intended to provide an efficient
means of accomplishing the direct support role for distributed
ground forces . . . lessons learned from Southwest Asia operations
reveal the need for a smaller than C-130 aircraft. It must provide
a responsive, small-scale airlift capability to better support time
sensitive, mission critical needs of Joint operations, deployed Spe-
cial Forces, coalition troops, or host nations. It must also be able
to operate on remote, austere airfields or via airdrop. The C-27J
fulfills these requirements and will be a superb complement to the
C-130 and C-17 fleet capabilities . . . the C—27J’s capabilities are
tailored for these future scenarios.”

Despite the Air Force’s unwavering support for C-27J to date,
the Air Force decided for fiscal year 2013 that the C-27J was no
longer affordable and provided a business-case analysis (BCA) in
February 2011 to the congressional defense committees explaining
the new Air Force position. In the review of the BCA, the com-
mittee notes that the Air Force had to use many assumptions for
estimated costs in lieu of historical and fact-based C-27J cost data.
Without a sufficient amount of reliable program execution data for
C-217J, life-cycle costs per aircraft for personnel, operations, main-
tenance, and depot activities to support the Air Force position that
the C—27J will be more expensive to own and operate than either
the C-130H and C-130J may be premature. Furthermore, the com-
mittee believes that a prudent, cost-effective basing strategy for 38
C-27J aircraft, and a comparison of the C-27J manning estimate
requirement document to actual unit personnel today being used to
own and operate the C-27J, may reduce the projected ownership
costs of the C-27J below the Air Force estimate. Such a review
may assist the Air Force in realizing a tax-payer return on invest-
ment by not having to send brand-new C-27J aircraft from the pro-
duction line directly into long-term storage.

The committee also believes that a large reduction to the intra-
theater airlift inventory puts at significant risk the Air Force’s abil-
ity to meet both title 10 and title 32, United States Code, intra-
theater airlift requirements for both steady-state and contingency
operations. In its February 2012 Air Force White Paper provided
to Congress outlining the Air Force’s fiscal year 2013 force struc-
ture reorganization, the Air Force stated that “although the U.S.
has removed all combat forces from Iraq and the new strategic
guidance reduces the steady state requirement for ground forces,
we expect Air Force steady state rotational requirements to remain
nearly constant, or perhaps increase, under the new strategy.” The
Chief of Staff of the Air Force stated during a briefing to the com-
mittee on January 25, 2012, that his greatest concern with the new
defense strategy was not having the capacity in the mobility and
combat air forces to support and execute the new strategy. Depart-
ment of Defense officials also stated to the committee during a
briefing on February 23, 2012, that there will need to be further
analysis of what the lift requirement, both inter-theater and intra-
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theater, will be for the new force lay-down plan in the Asia-Pacific
Area of Responsibility. Compounding the issue is that fulfillment
of the Army’s direct-support/mission-critical airlift requirements
could be placed at risk given the Army’s plans to divest all of its
C-23 Sherpa inventory over the Future Years Defense Program
and the aged condition of its rotary-wing fleet of CH—47 rotorcraft.

Specifically pertaining to execution of the C—130dJ aircraft acqui-
sition program, the committee is discouraged that the Secretary of
the Air Force continues to foster procurement instability by annu-
ally altering forecasted procurement quantity rates that are signifi-
cantly different from the preceding year’s budget procurement
quantity forecasted in future years. A continuous strategy of incon-
sistent quantity adherence and lack of advance procurement fund-
ing preceding the year of full funding for the aircraft induces: pro-
gram instability; inefficient use of taxpayer’s dollars; second and
third order effects on subcontractor stability; touch-labor workforce
perturbations; and, adverse aircraft pricing fluctuations. The com-
mittee encourages the Secretary of the Air Force to stabilize C—
130J procurement and properly budget for advance procurement
funding in future budget submissions.

Elsewhere in this Act, the committee includes provisions that
would: preclude divestment of any C—27dJ aircraft during fiscal year
2013; require the Secretary of the Air Force, after fiscal year 2013,
to wait 180 days after submitting the report required by section
112 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81) and the Director, Congressional Budget Office
submits a detailed life-cycle cost analysis for C-27J, C-130H and
C-130dJ aircraft, before retirement, divestment or transfer of any
C-27J aircraft; require the Secretary of the Air Force to continue
the C-130 Avionics Modernization Program for the C-130 until the
Institute for Defense Analyses conducts a business-case analysis;
require an annual report from the Secretary of the Army regarding
TS/MC airlift requirements fulfillment by the Air Force; and, re-
quire the Secretary of the Air Force to provide the congressional
defense committees a report by March 1, 2013, that explains the
rationale and planning for any proposed retirement, divestment, or
transfer of any C-130 aircraft in fiscal years 2014 through 2017.

Long Range Stand-Off

The committee notes persistent confusion about whether the next
generation bomber and next-generation cruise missile (otherwise
known as the “Long Range Stand-Off weapon”) will be nuclear ca-
pable in order to preserve the nuclear triad into the future. The
committee addresses the next generation bomber in another section
of this bill.

The committee directs the Secretary of Defense, in consultation
with the Administrator of Nuclear Security, to provide a report to
the congressional defense committees by February 4, 2013, concur-
rent with the delivery of the fiscal year 2014 budget submission,
on the Department’s plans, including costs and program impact, to
ensure that the long-range strike bomber possesses a nuclear war-
head equipped air-launched cruise missile capability, and that such
system is available to be deployed, upon declaration of initial oper-
ating capability of the long-range strike bomber.
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Long-Range Strike Bomber Programs

The budget request contained $983.1 million for B-1, B-2, B-52
and the new long-range strike bomber programs.

The budget request is a decrease of $236.7 million below the
amount the Air Force had planned for the fiscal year 2013 budget
in the Future Years Defense Program. The committee notes signifi-
cant changes to critical bomber modernization programs, such as
B-52 Combat Network Communications Technology (CONECT), B—
52 Strategic Radar Replacement, and B-52 and B-2 Extremely
High Frequency communication upgrades that the Air Force will no
longer undertake due to affordability issues. The committee be-
lieves that as a result of these cancellations, the ability of the Air
Force to meet combatant commander warfighting requirements and
maintain reasonable operations and sustainment costs for the leg-
acy bomber fleet is at risk.

The committee is disappointed that despite the successful com-
pletion of all engineering, manufacturing, and development (EMD)
efforts on the B-52 CONECT program, the Secretary of the Air
Force has decided to forfeit the taxpayer’s investment in EMD by
not continuing the procurement and fielding phases of the program.
The committee believes that if the B-52 CONECT procurement
program is continued, modernization of the B-52 fleet with B-52
CONECT would increase B—-52’s combat capability, flexibility, and
maintainability; reduce in-flight crew workload; and provide the
warfighter with more precise, timely, and effective close-air sup-
port.

The committee is also discouraged that the Air Force is unable
to clearly articulate when the new long-range strike bomber will
become certified for nuclear operations after attaining initial oper-
ating capability status. The committee does not believe that test
and evaluation master plan affordability should be the limiting fac-
tor for certification. However, the committee supports the Air
Force’s plan to maintain the legacy bomber fleet inventory at cur-
rent fiscal year 2012 and fiscal year 2013 combat-coded levels for
each of the bomber fleets.

Elsewhere in this title, the committee includes a provision that
would support the Air Force’s plan to maintain the legacy bomber
fleet inventory at current levels. In addition, elsewhere in this Act,
the committee includes a provision that would require the Air
Force to ensure the new long-range strike bomber is capable of nu-
clear operations upon declaration of the initial operating capability
(IOC) status and certified for nuclear capable operations within two
years after declaration of the IOC status. Furthermore, the com-
mittee encourages the Secretary of the Air Force to obligate fiscal
year 2012 appropriations procurement funds for the B-52
CONECT program, and directs the Secretary to conduct a risk-
based, mission-effectiveness analysis regarding the advantages and
disadvantages of not continuing the B-52 CONECT procurement
program and maintaining the B-52 fleet of aircraft in the current
configuration and to provide a report on the findings to the con-
gressional defense committees by February 5, 2013. The report
should include an evaluation of various procurement quantities and
pricing options that would enhance the affordability of the B—52
CONECT procurement program in order to garner a sufficient re-
turn on investment resulting from the EMD efforts to date.
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The committee recommends $983.1 million, the full amount re-
quested, for B-1, B-2, B-52 and the new long-range strike bomber
programs.

Reaper Unmanned Aircraft System

The budget request contained $553.5 million for 24 Reaper un-
manned aircraft systems (UAS), and also contained $72.3 million
for additional spares in Aircraft Procurement Air Force.

Beginning in fiscal year 2011, the Air Force projected an annual
procurement of 48 Reaper UAS each year through the completion
of procurement in 2016. The committee understands that, as a con-
sequence, this schedule would require the Reaper UAS contractor
to produce 48 aircraft for 2 fiscal years, increase its production ca-
pacity to meet the higher production rate, and would then request
funds for 24 aircraft in the third and subsequent years, through
completion of procurement, in approximately 2020. The committee
understands that procurement of an additional 12 aircraft in fiscal
year 2013 would reduce the unit cost of each vehicle by approxi-
mately $1.0 million.

The committee recommends $712.4 million, an increase of $158.9
million, in Aircraft Procurement Air Force, for 12 additional Reaper
UAS. The committee also recommends $93.9 million, an increase of
$21.6 million, in Aircraft Procurement Air Force, for initial spares
to support the procurement of 36 Reaper UAS.

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $599.2 million
for Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force. The committee rec-
ommends authorization of $599.2 million, no change to the budget
request, for fiscal year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Air Force program are identified in divi-
sion D of this Act.

MissiLE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $5.5 billion for
Missile Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $5.5 billion, an increase of $15.0 million, for fiscal
year 2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Missile
Procurement, Air Force program are identified in division D of this
Act.

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $16.7 billion
for Other Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $16.7 billion, no change to the budget request, for fis-
cal year 2013.
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The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Other
Procurement, Air Force program are identified in division D of this
Act.

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE

Overview

The budget request for fiscal year 2013 contained $4.2 billion for
Procurement, Defense-Wide. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $4.6 billion, an increase of $436.2 million, for fiscal year
2013.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 Pro-
curement, Defense-Wide program are identified in division D of
this Act.

Items of Special Interest
Aircraft Survivability Equipment

The committee is aware that in 2009, in an effort to improve
rotor aircraft safety and survivability, the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics issued an Aircraft
Survivability Equipment (ASE) Acquisition Directive Memorandum
directing the Department of the Navy, as the lead military service
for the program, to develop a modular and open operating system
to enable upgrades and platform integration, and thus promote a
cost-effective common ASE system and eliminate the need for simi-
lar, duplicative systems for each of the military service’s rotorcraft
inventory.

The committee is encouraged that the military services are co-
ordinating on ASE efforts, but is concerned that duplicate efforts
may still exist. Therefore, the committee directs the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics to con-
duct a review of ongoing and planned rotorcraft threat warning and
countermeasure programs, and to brief the congressional defense
committees by September 30, 2012, on specific steps the Depart-
ment will take to ensure that aircraft survivability equipment
meets current military service requirements.

Aviation Foreign Internal Defense and Non-Standard Aviation Pro-
gram

The budget request contained $97.7 million for the Non-Standard
Aviation program, and also contained $7.5 million for the U-28
program.

The committee supports and approves of the recent changes to
the U.S. Special Operations Command Aviation Foreign Internal
Defense (AvFID) program as directed by reporting requirements in
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Pub-
lic Law 112-81). The committee supports combining the Non-
Standard Aviation (NSAv) light program with the AvFID program
and the resultant efficiencies in training, maintaining, and sup-
porting of forward deployed combined units. The committee be-
lieves that combining these two programs will reduce start-up
costs, leverage logistical and operational experiences already
gained in the Air Force Special Operations Active and Reserve
Components, and field more rapidly a persistent and highly capable
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fixed-wing AvFID program. Further, the committee is pleased that
the overall program realignment of assets will result in an esti-
mated reduction of Contractor Logistics Support costs by approxi-
mately $53.0 million between fiscal years 2013-17.

The committee encourages the Commander, U.S. Special Oper-
ations Command and the Commander, Air Force Special Oper-
ations Command to continually and comprehensively validate geo-
graphic combatant commander requirements for AvFID and NSAv,
and to prioritize them in a way that will ensure a globally per-
sistent and effective presence that contributes comprehensively to
security force assistance and national security objectives. The com-
mittee also encourages the Commander, Air Force Special Oper-
ations Command to: refine global site selection to optimize oper-
ational and logistical support; continue efforts to reduce Contracted
Logistics Support across the Future Years Defense Program; and
leverage U.S. Air Force Reserve assets to further reduce
sustainment costs.

To facilitate the implementation of the proposed changes to the
AVFID and NSAv programs the committee supports the proposed
modifications required to convert four Non-Standard Aviation
(NSAv) light PC-12 aircraft into U-28 aircraft and adjusts author-
ized funding levels to permit these changes.

The committee recommends $34.9 million, a decrease of $62.8
million, for the AvFID program, and $70.3 million, an increase of
$62.8 million, for the U-28 program.

Joint Urgent Operational Needs Fund

The budget request contained $99.5 million for the Joint Urgent
Operational Needs (JUON) Fund; $100.0 million for the Overseas
Contingency Operations JUON Fund; $158.3 million in PE
63648D8Z for Joint Capability Technology Demonstrations; $227.4
million for the Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat (JIEDD)
Fund; and $1.7 billion for the Overseas Contingency Operations
JIEDD Fund.

The Office of the Secretary of Defense and the military services
have established a number of organizations and programs to re-
spond to requests from units in Operation Iraqi Freedom, Oper-
ation New Dawn, and Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF), units
supporting other combatant commands, and from combatant com-
manders to rapidly develop and field solutions to a variety of capa-
bilities, including development and transition of new technologies
to the warfighter; support for Joint Experimentation Range Com-
plexes; counter-improvised explosive detection and destroy; and in-
telligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance sensors and systems.
The committee notes each of these programs requests amounts for
unspecified purposes for hundreds of projects in anticipation of re-
quests from OEF units, other units in other combatant commands,
and combatant commanders. The committee believes that this re-
quest lacks proper justification and is duplicative with other re-
quests for rapid acquisition capabilities to address urgent oper-
ational needs.

At the request of Congress, the Government Accountability Office
(GAO) has completed a number of reviews of Department of De-
fense (DOD) rapid acquisition, quick reaction, and counter-impro-
vised explosive device (C-IED) programs. In each review, GAO con-
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cluded that the Department does not have a comprehensive policy
or process to oversee the variety of programs and projects estab-
lished to respond to OEF requested capabilities. The committee
notes that GAO has identified 31 entities and over one thousand
projects within the Department of Defense, the military services,
and U.S. Special Operations Command to respond to urgent oper-
ational needs from combat theaters of operation and each have sep-
arate budgets used to develop equip and field solutions to the
warfighter. The committee believes that significant efficiencies
could be achieved by consolidating these accounts and instituting
processes and systems that provide visibility of all projects being
considered for funding.

Section 804 of the Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383) required the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a comprehensive review of the Depart-
ment’s urgent operational needs and rapid acquisition processes
and report the findings to the congressional defense committees by
January 2012. The committee notes this review is still ongoing and
is scheduled to be complete by August 2012. The committee be-
lieves that the Department should complete this required com-
prehensive evaluation of its urgent operational needs processes be-
fore requesting approval for a separate funding account such as the
JUON Fund. The committee also expects the Secretary of Defense
to establish policies and processes to provide comprehensive over-
sight of these programs as part of this required review. Further,
the committee recommends consolidating programs established to
rapidly develop and field solutions for units in combat and combat-
ant commanders.

The committee appreciates that the Department must find ways
to rapidly fund urgent needs to address near-term and high-risk
scenarios. As such, Congress provided the Department with Rapid
Acquisition Authority in section 806(c) of the Bob Stump National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107—
314), as amended by section 811 of the Ronald W. Reagan National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108-
375) and section 803 of Public Law 111-383 which provides the
Secretary of Defense $200.0 million in authority, per fiscal year, to
waive any statute hindering quick response to immediate
warfighter capability requirements in response to combat fatalities.
The committee understands the Department has rarely used this
authority.

The committee recommends no funds, a decrease of $99.5 million,
for the JUON Fund. In title XV of this Act, the committee rec-
ommends $50.0 million, a decrease of $50.0 million, for the JUON
fund within the budget request for Overseas Contingency Oper-
ations. In title II in this Act, the committee recommends $158.3
million, the full amount requested, in PE 63648D8Z for Joint Capa-
bility Technology Demonstrations. In title XV of this Act, the com-
mittee recommends $1.9 billion, the full amount requested, within
the budget request for Overseas Contingency Operations for the
JIEDD Fund.
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Metrics for Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance Capabili-
ties for Manned and Unmanned Medium Altitude Systems

The committee notes the significant differences among and with-
in the military services for measuring, evaluating, and describing
the level of capability provided by their manned and unmanned
system of intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) for
medium altitude systems. The metric often used is combat air pa-
trol (CAP), but definitions vary for CAP for different aircraft types,
even within the military services, and provides limited utility as a
metric in describing system capability, utility, or relative capabili-
ties. The committee also notes that the Army has made significant
progress in defining its ISR requirements in terms of capability to
satisfy its mission by developing the Integrated Sensor Coverage
Area construct.

The committee understands the Joint Staff intends to complete
a strategic portfolio review of the Department of Defense’s current
and programmed medium altitude ISR systems portfolio. In com-
pleting this strategic portfolio review, the committee recommends
the Director of the Joint Staff develop and use a common set of
metrics that will provide a common measurement of manned and
unmanned system capabilities for each medium altitude platform
and differing sensor configurations within platforms, within each of
the ISR primary mission areas to include, but not limited to, full
motion electro-optical-infrared (EO-IR) video, EO-IR imagery, wide
area surveillance, synthetic aperture radar, signals intelligence,
hyper-spectral imagery, moving target indicator, dismounted mov-
ing target indicator, and foliage penetration.

Terminal High Altitude Area Defense

The committee is concerned that the budget request results in a
reduction of 3 Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) bat-
teries and 66 interceptors across the Future Years Defense Pro-
gram when compared to the fiscal year 2012 budget request.

The committee is also concerned that their decrease in intercep-
tors and the current production rate, which is below capacity, cre-
ates a gap between the time when six fully operational THAAD
batteries are delivered to the U.S. Army, and when those batteries
will be fully outfitted with interceptors. The committee rec-
ommends the full amount requested for procurement of THAAD
interceptors. The committee also recommends an increase of $127.0
million, to increase the production in fiscal year 2013 by 12 inter-
ceptors to a total of 48 interceptors. The committee also urges the
Missile Defense Agency to realign interceptor production to better
match the availability of THAAD batteries in its future budget sub-
missions.

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS
SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

Section 101—Authorization of Appropriations

This section would authorize appropriations for Procurement at
the levels identified in section 4101 of division D of this Act.
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SUBTITLE B—ARMY PROGRAMS

Section 111—Multiyear Procurement Authority for Army CH—47
Helicopters

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Army to enter
into one or more multiyear procurement contracts in accordance
with section 2306b of title 10, United States Code, for up to 5 years
for CH-47F helicopters.

Section 112—Reports on Airlift Requirements of the Army

This section would require the Secretary of the Army to provide
a report to the congressional defense committees by October 31,
2012, and annually thereafter until 2017, a report that shall in-
clude the following information from the preceding fiscal year: (1)
the total number of Time-Sensitive/Mission-Critical cargo airlift
movements that were required for training, steady-state and con-
tingency operations; (2) the total number of Time-Sensitive/Mis-
sion-Critical cargo airlift sorties executed for training, steady-state,
and contingency operations; and (3) the total number of Time-Sen-
sitive/Mission-Critical cargo sorties executed for training, steady-
state, and contingency operations, aggregated by Department of the
Army aircraft, Department of the Air Force aircraft, and con-
tractor-provided airlift aircraft. This section would also require the
Secretary of the Army to provide for each Time-Sensitive/Mission-
Critical cargo airlift sortie not executed by Department of the Air
Force aircraft, the reason(s) Department of the Air Force aircraft
were not utilized to support the mission.

SUBTITLE C—NAVY PROGRAMS

Section 121—Retirement of Nuclear-Powered Ballistic Submarines

This section would require the Secretary of the Navy to maintain
a minimum of 12 ballistic missile submarines in the fleet.

Section 122—Extension of Ford-Class Aircraft Carrier Construction
Authority

This section would amend the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81) by extending the in-
cremental funding of the Ford class aircraft carriers (CVN-79 and
CVN-80) from a 5-year period to a 6—year period.

Section 123—Extension of Multiyear Procurement Authority for F/
A-18E, F/A-18F, and EA-18G Aircraft

This section would amend section 128 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84), as
amended by the Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-238), to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Navy to add a fifth production year to the multiyear
procurement contract for F/A-18E, F/A-18F, and EA-18G aircraft.
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Section 124—Multiyear Procurement Authority for V-22 Joint
Aircraft Program

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter
into a multiyear contract, beginning with the fiscal year 2013 pro-
gram year, for the procurement of V-22 aircraft for the Depart-
ment of the Navy, the Department of the Air Force, and U.S. Spe-
cial Operations Command. This section would also require that the
V-22 multiyear contract provide that any obligation of the United
States to make a payment under the contract for a fiscal year, after
fiscal year 2013, be subject to the availability of appropriations for
that purpose for such later fiscal year.

Section 125—Multiyear Procurement Authority for Arleigh Burke
Class Destroyers and Associated Systems

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter
into a multiyear procurement contract for up to 10 Arleigh Burke
class destroyers (DDG-51). The budget request included $3.0 bil-
lion for the procurement of two Arleigh Burke class destroyers. For
many years, this class of ships was efficiently procured through
multiyear procurement contracts, until the restart of production.
The DDG-51 Flight IIA possesses a stable design and the com-
mittee supports the budget request to continue DDG-51 production
through the Future Years Defense Program.

Section 126—Multiyear Procurement Authority for Virginia-Class
Submarine Program

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter
into a multiyear contract for the procurement of up to 10 Virginia
class submarines beginning in fiscal year 2014. This section would
also authorize the Secretary of the Navy to fund this contract
through the use of incremental funding.

Section 127—Refueling and Complex Overhaul of the U.S.S.
Abraham Lincoln

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter
into a contract for the refueling and complex overhaul of the USS
Abraham Lincoln (CVN-72). This section would also set a limit of
$1.6 billion for this purpose in fiscal year 2013, since it is the first
year of 2-year incremental funding.

Section 128—Report on Littoral Combat Ship Designs

This section would require a report on the two Littoral Combat
Ship designs for comparative cost and effectiveness.

Section 129—Comptroller General Reviews of Littoral Combat Ship
Program

The section would require the Comptroller General of the United
States to conduct a review of the Littoral Combat Ship program’s
quality, and a review of the U.S. Navy’s operational and
sustainment support strategy for the program.
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Section 130—Sense of Congress on Importance of Engineering in
Early Stages of Shipbuilding

This section would state the sense of Congress encouraging the
Navy to prioritize early engineering in large ship construction.

Section 131—Sense of Congress on Marine Corps Amphibious Lift
and Presence Requirements

This section would provide the sense of Congress on Amphibious
Lift and Presence Requirements.

SUBTITLE D—AIR FORCE PROGRAMS
Section 141—Retirement of B—1 Bomber Aircraft

This section would require the Secretary of the Air Force to
maintain 36 combat-coded B—1 bomber aircraft beyond fiscal year
2013.

Section 142—Maintenance of Strategic Airlift Aircraft

This section would also require the Commander, U.S. Transpor-
tation Command to submit to the congressional defense committees
by February 1, 2013, a report assessing the operational risk for
meeting the geographical combatant commanders’ airlift require-
ments with a fleet of less than 301 inter-theater airlift aircraft.

Section 143—Limitation on Availability of Funds for Divestment or
Retirement of C—27J Aircraft

This section would prevent the Secretary of the Air Force from
divesting or retiring C—27J aircraft from the Air Force’s inventory
after fiscal year 2013 until 180 days after the date on which the
Secretary of the Air Force submits the report required by section
112 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81), and the Director of the Congressional Budget
Office (CBO) submits to the congressional defense committees a
life-cycle cost analysis of C-27J aircraft, C~130H aircraft, and C—
130J aircraft. This section would also require the Director to con-
duct the analysis, which would take into account all upgrades and
modifications required to sustain the aircraft through a 40-year
service-life. The Director would also provide an assessment of the
most cost-effective and mission-effective options for which C-27J
aircraft could be affordably fielded by the Air National Guard with
regard to the number of basing locations, the number of authorized
personnel associated with a unit’s manning document, and the
maintenance and sustainment strategy. The cost-analysis would
also outline any limiting factors regarding the assessment of the
C-27J aircraft cost data as it relates to deriving cost ground rules
and assumptions, and actual data derived from costs incurred for
currently fielded aircraft. The Department of Defense would also be
required to provide to the Director of the Congressional Budget Of-
fice all requested and all original source documentation needed to
conduct the life-cycle cost analyses in a prompt and timely manner.
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Section 144—Limitation on Availability of Funds for Termination
of C-130 Avionics Modernization Program

This section would prevent the Secretary of the Air Force from
terminating the C-130 Avionics Modernization Program (AMP)
until 180 days after the Institute for Defense Analyses submits to
the congressional defense committees a cost-benefit analysis of
modernizing the legacy C—130 airlift fleet with C-130 AMP as com-
pared to only modernizing the legacy C-130 airlift fleet with a re-
duced scope program for avionics and mission planning systems.
The cost-benefit analysis would take into account the impact of
lifecycle costs for both C-130s upgraded with C-130 AMP and C-
130s not upgraded with C-130 AMP, and for legacy C-130 aircraft
that are not upgraded with C-130 AMP, the impacts to future
sustainment and maintenance costs associated with certain avi-
onics and mission systems upgrades that may be required in the
future for legacy C—130 aircraft to remain relevant and mission ef-
fective throughout the full service-life of the aircraft.

Section 145—Review of C—130 Force Structure

This section would require the Secretary of the Air Force to con-
duct a review of current and future plans for C-130 force structure
and provide a report to the congressional defense committees no
later than the date upon which the President submits the fiscal
year 2014 budget request to Congress. This section would also re-
quire the Comptroller General of the United States to conduct a
sufficiency review of the Secretary’s report and provide the results
of that review to the congressional defense committees no later
than 60 days after submission of the Secretary’s report to the con-
gressional defense committees.

Section 146—Limitation on Availability of Funds for the Evolved
Expendable Launch Vehicle Program

This section would express the sense of Congress that assured
access to space remains critical to national security, and that the
United States Air Force plan, starting in fiscal year 2013, to com-
mit to an annual production rate of launch vehicle booster cores
should maintain mission assurance, stabilize the industrial base,
reduce costs, and provide opportunities for competition.

The committee notes that the cost of space launch has increased
significantly and it believes that economic order quantity purchases
and opportunities for competition will help secure the most cost-ef-
fective high mission assurance space launch capability for the tax-
payer. The committee notes that the Air Force’s detailed acquisi-
tion strategy will not be finalized at the time of publication. The
committee expects this acquisition strategy will adequately balance
mission assurance, cost savings, and opportunities for certified new
entrants to compete.

This section would limit 10 percent of the obligation or expendi-
ture of funds authorized to be appropriated or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2013 for the evolved expendable launch ve-
hicle program until the Secretary of the Air Force submits a report
to the appropriate congressional committees describing the details
of the acquisition approach. The report should include the antici-
pated savings, the planned number of launch vehicle booster cores
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to be procured, the number of years that the contract will last, an
assessment of when new entrants will be certified to compete for
evolved expendable launch vehicle class launches, the projected
launch manifest with possible opportunities for new entrants to
compete, and any other relevant analysis used to inform the acqui-
sition strategy. The Secretary of the Air Force should also provide
written certification that the strategy maintains assured access to
space, achieves substantial cost savings, and provides opportunities
for competition.

The committee also directs the Comptroller General of the
United States to review the final acquisition plan and submit its
findings to the appropriate congressional committees, within 30
days of the Air Force submittal. The findings may be commu-
nicated to these committees in the form of a briefing.

In this section, the appropriate congressional committees are de-
fined as the congressional defense committees, the Senate Select
Committee on Intelligence and the House Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence.

Section 147—Procurement of Space-Based Infrared Systems

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Air Force to
enter into a fixed price contract to procure two Space Based Infra-
red System (SBIRS) satellites, authorize incremental funding of the
two SBIRS satellites over a period not to exceed 6 years, and estab-
lish a limitation on the total funds to be obligated and expended
for the procurement. This section would also require the Secretary
of the Air Force to submit a report to the congressional defense
committees on contract details, cost savings, and plans for rein-
vesting the cost savings into capability improvements for future
blocks of SBIRS satellites.

The Air Force proposes to procure two SBIRS satellites over 6
years using advanced appropriations authority as part of its Effi-
cient Space Procurement (ESP), formerly Evolutionary Acquisition
for Space Efficiency, approach to space acquisition. The Air Force
believes a block buy of two satellites can drive down costs, improve
stability in the space industrial base, and allow for investments in
technology that will lower risk for future programs. However, such
an approach, if fully funded in a single fiscal year, would consume
a large portion of the overall space budget and negatively impact
other mission-critical programs.

While the committee supports the objectives of ESP, it has res-
ervations about its implementation. The committee does not sup-
port the request for advanced appropriations authority and notes
that such authority has not been provided to the Department in
the past and would limit the oversight ability of future Congresses.
Therefore, the committee recommends incremental funding author-
ity over a period not to exceed 6 years for the procurement of the
two SBIRS satellites.

The committee expects the Air Force to realize substantial sav-
ings from the ESP block buy approach, enabled by a fixed-price
contract and fixed requirements. The committee also expects the
Air Force to reinvest any savings into a spacecraft modernization
initiative, where research and development activities are competi-
tively awarded and new technologies are matured for insertion into
future blocks of SBIRS satellites or other space-based infrared sen-
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sors. Further, the committee believes that the ESP approach must
be viewed as a longer-term strategy for space acquisition to fully
realize the benefits of the spacecraft modernization initiative and
to provide longer-term stability in the industrial base.

The committee discourages the use of advanced appropriations in
future budget requests for space programs.

SUBTITLE E—JOINT AND MULTISERVICE MATTERS

Section 151—Requirement To Set F-35 Aircraft Initial Operational
Capability Dates

This section would require the Secretary of the Air Force to es-
tablish the initial operational capability date for the F-35A aircraft
and submit a report on the details of such initial operational capa-
bility to the congressional defense committees not later than De-
cember 31, 2012. This section would also require the Secretary of
the Navy to establish initial operational capability dates for the F—
35B and F-35C aircraft and submit a report on the details of such
initial operational capabilities for both variants not later than De-
cember 31, 2012.

Section 152—Limitation on Availability of Funds for Retirement of
RQ-4 Global Hawk Unmanned Aircraft Systems

This section would limit the use of funds to retire Global Hawk
Block 30 Unmanned Aircraft Systems and require the Secretary of
the Air Force to take all actions necessary to maintain RQ-4 Block
30 Global Hawk operational capability through December 31, 2014.

Section 153—Common Data Link for Manned and Unmanned
Intelligence, Surveillance, and Reconnaissance Systems

This section would amend section 141 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public Law 109-163), as
amended by section 143 of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84), to require that in car-
rying out a solicitation for a common data link (CDL), the Sec-
retary of Defense shall ensure that such solicitation complies with
the most recently issued CDL specification standard of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and does not include any proprietary or undocu-
mented interface or waveform as a requirement or evaluation cri-
terion of such solicitation.

The committee is aware that the Department continues to imple-
ment a standard specification for CDL for manned and unmanned
intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance systems. In his
March 29, 2012, confirmation hearing before the Senate Committee
on Armed Services, the Acting Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics reiterated the Department’s
advocacy for open competition in system procurements. The Acting
Under Secretary also noted that an assessment was underway to
examine CDL procurements over the next 2 years to find ways to
improve competition, increase qualified vendors, eliminate the use
of proprietary interfaces, and promote open standards, interfaces,
and interoperability between vendor products. The committee sup-
ports the goals of this assessment, and encourages the Department
to implement this policy as expeditiously as possible.
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TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND
EVALUATION

OVERVIEW

The budget request contained $69.4 billion for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation.

The committee recommends $70.4 billion, an increase of $979.5
million to the budget request.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 re-
search, development, test, and evaluation program are identified in
division D of this Act.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION, ARMY

Overview

The budget request contained $8.9 billion for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation, Army. The committee recommends $8.5
billion, a decrease of $472.1 million to the budget request.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 re-
search, development, test, and evaluation, Army program are iden-
tified in division D of this Act.

Items of Special Interest

Acute Lung Injury Medical Research

The committee is aware that acute lung injury and acute res-
piratory distress are significant and growing challenges for combat
casualty care caused in large part by the increasing survival rate
of combatants surviving the initial blasts from improvised explosive
devices. Existing technology such as mechanical ventilators and
extracorporeal membrane oxygenation are too complicated for bat-
tlefield use. The committee is aware that an artificial lung replace-
ment technology, known as an extracorporeal lung support has
been demonstrated as an effective, less expensive, and safer alter-
native. The committee encourages the Department of Defense to
explore the possibility of developing alternative lung support de-
vices rugged, portable, and minimally invasive enough for use in a
battlefield environment.

Armored Multi-Purpose Vehicle

The budget request contained $74.1 million in PE 23735A for the
Combat Vehicle Improvement Program to continue the Armored
Multi-Purpose Vehicle (AMPV) program.

The House of Representatives continues to support the AMPV
program and notes that in the conference report (H. Rept. 112-329)
accompanying the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012, the conferees provided numerous options for consider-
ation by the Army to accelerate the program. The committee is dis-
appointed that the Army has elected not to accelerate the program.

The committee understands that the budget request would slip
low-rate initial procurement of the AMPV by an additional year to
fiscal year 2017. The committee believes that the acceleration of
the AMPV program, which would use tracked and/or wheeled
variants of systems already fielded, is not a high-risk endeavor and
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could also serve to partially mitigate the proposed 3-year break in
production of the combat vehicle production base. In addition, the
committee is aware that existing manufacturers in the combat ve-
hicle production base have already produced working prototypes of
the AMPV. Furthermore, the committee recognizes that the AMPV
has many of the attributes of the successful “Interim Armored Ve-
hicle” competitive acquisition, which was fielded 2 years after it
was first announced by the Chief of Staff of the Army. The com-
mittee encourages the Army to consider modifying its current ac-
quisition strategy and explore the feasibility of beginning low-rate
initial procurement of the AMPV in calendar year 2015.

The committee recommends $74.1 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 23735A for the AMPV program.

Autonomous Sustainment Cargo Container

The committee recognizes the importance of safely moving con-
tainerized supplies from ship-to-shore during contingency oper-
ations. The committee has encouraged the development of new
robotic concepts for this logistics operation and, in previous years,
has supported investments in field-test data for an Autonomous
Sustainment Cargo Container (ASCC).

The committee understands, however, that the Army has stated
that it does not have a capability gap in its ability to move contain-
erized cargo from ship to shore that the ASCC would address.
Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to fur-
ther assess incorporating the ASCC into the Army’s current and
near-future logistics operations at the off-shore distances in accord-
ance with Army doctrine (including future sea basing). At a min-
imum, this analysis should review:

(1) The military utility of using an autonomous cargo con-
tainer across a range of military operations and in various en-
vironments including adverse weather/terrain, hostile asym-
metrical warfare, and Humanitarian Assistance/Disaster Relief
operations;

(2) How ASCC’s capabilities would be incorporated into the
Army’s logistics operations, from point of supply through deliv-
ery to point of need;

(3) The cost estimates to procure, operate, and sustain ASCC
in comparison to the lifecycle costs of current manned capabili-
ties; and

(4) If applicable, additional operational and logistics impacts
to the Army of incorporating ASCC into its processes.

Additionally, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to
submit a report on the Army’s findings to the congressional defense
committees within 180 days after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

Body Armor Enhancements and Personnel Protection Equipment for
Female Soldiers

The budget request contained $32.0 million in PE 63827A for sol-
dier systems-advanced development. Of this amount, $15.0 million
was requested for the development of improved soldier personnel

rotective equipment efforts. The budget request also contained
596.4 million in PE 64601A for infantry support weapons. Of this
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amount, $11.9 million was requested for the development and test-
ing of prototypes for improved personnel protective equipment.

Section 216 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84) required the Secretary of Defense
to establish separate research and development program elements
for body armor. The committee notes that while science and tech-
nology (S&T) funds and projects for body armor activities have
been reasonably robust, there has been no significant advanced
component development, prototype development, and system devel-
opment and demonstration (RDT&E) budget activities from which
successful S&T projects could be transitioned. The committee is en-
couraged by the budget request for fiscal year 2013. The committee
expects these RDT&E programs to include: female body armor to
ensure the warfighter is equipped with the most current individual
protection gear; develop ways to reduce weight with current tech-
nologies; and increased investment in promising technologies that
would eventually achieve reduced weight and increased protection
together, as well as maximize flexibility and modularity. The com-
mittee also notes that the tradeoff between protection capabilities
and weight is a major cost driver in body armor procurements and
that this has become a major source of contention related to the
measures of protection body armor must provide. The committee
further notes available technology has not been able to keep the
system within the user’s desired weight without sacrificing per-
formance. The committee expects the Secretary of the Army to ade-
quately resource these RDT&E efforts in order to improve perform-
ance and reduce the weight of systems.

The committee is also aware of concerns expressed by female
members of the Armed Forces deployed in support of Operation
New Dawn (OND) and Operation Enduring Freedom (OEF) that
the current interceptor body armor system’s design may not be as
ergonomically effective for female soldiers. The committee notes
that the current counter-insurgency and dismounted operations in
support of OND and OEF place female service members in direct
combat action with the enemy. The committee understands the
U.S. Army is currently pursuing several S&T and RDT&E pro-
grams to improve upon organizational clothing and individual
equipment (OCIE) for soldiers to include programs specifically fo-
cused on female soldiers. The committee commends the Army for
recognizing this issue and encourages the acceleration of these ef-
forts to help determine the most effective OCIE to include body
armor and associated components, for military service members.
The committee also encourages the Army to continue to improve
upon the partnerships and coordination of efforts between the S&T
and acquisition OCIE communities in order to help streamline the
transition of technologies into a readily available solution that
could be used in the field by the warfighter.

The committee directs the Secretary of the Army to conduct an
assessment as to whether there is an operational need to tailor the
interceptor body armor systems fielded to female service members
specifically for the physical requirements of women. This assess-
ment should include a comprehensive market survey of commercial
body armor system designs specifically tailored for female body
types. The committee further directs the Secretary of the Army to
provide a briefing to the congressional defense committees within
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180 days after the date of the enactment of this Act on the results
of the assessment, as well as to provide an update on all other cur-
rently funded programs addressing personnel protection equipment
for female soldiers.

The committee recommends $32.0 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 63827A for soldier systems-advanced development,
and $96.4 million, the full amount requested, in PE 64601A for in-
fantry weapons program project for development and testing of pro-
totypes for improved personnel protective equipment.

Cellular Networking to the Tactical Edge

The committee recognizes the Department of Defense has suc-
cessfully deployed a secure third-generation (3G) cellular network
in the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan to provide commanders with
enhanced situational awareness and intelligence capabilities as
part of its Last Tactical Mile program. By enabling seamless real-
time communication between troops in the field and in-theater, this
capability has increased operational effectiveness by generating ac-
tionable intelligence while enhancing unit mobility.

The committee commends the Army for its effort to deploy a mo-
bile, secure cellular network to facilitate collection of multi-modal
biometrics and identity information. Further, the committee en-
courages the Department of Defense to incorporate the lessons
learned from the Last Tactical Mile program and consider wider
application of these capabilities as it continues to improve the qual-
ity and security of its communications systems.

Efforts to Improve the Sustainment of Body Armor

The committee notes that the domestic body armor industrial
base has expanded significantly since 2003 after procurement ob-
jectives were increased significantly to outfit all U.S. Armed Forces
and Department of Defense (DOD) civilian personnel in the U.S.
Central Command’s area of responsibility. The committee notes
that the total body armor program evolved from a $40.0 million
program in 1999, to over $6.0 billion through 2012. This represents
a significant investment by the military services for individual per-
sonnel protection, and the committee recognizes the importance of
this program.

Current overseas contingency operations have demonstrated that
body armor has become a critical item on the battlefield. Therefore,
maintaining a reliable and cost-effective body armor industrial ca-
pability sufficient to meet strategic objectives should continue to be
an important consideration when developing current and future ac-
quisition strategies for all body armor components. Currently, the
industrial base is approaching an inflection point due to uncer-
tainty of future demand and associated procurement of body armor.
The rate of procurements has dramatically slowed. The committee
notes that industry has been willing to absorb the cost of non-uti-
lized and underutilized manufacturing capacity in the hope that
DOD contracts will continue; however, this cannot be sustained in-
definitely. The potential dynamic nature of current and future
threats has increased the challenge to forecast requirements and
inform industry in advance.

The committee notes that the military services are resourcing on-
going projects and initiatives to understand and improve the life-
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span of soft body armor components. The committee understands
that current efforts are examining environmental effects, ballistic
fiber accelerated aging, and fiber/fabric surface treatment during
the weaving process. The committee notes that there is also re-
search into three-dimensional weaving technology, and that mod-
eling and simulation on soft armor architecture is also being inves-
tigated for more durable materials. The committee supports these
initiatives.

In addition, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to
provide a briefing to the congressional defense committees within
180 days after the date of the enactment of this Act that provides
an assessment of the long-term sustainment requirements for the
body armor industrial base in the United States, to include supply
chains for hard and soft body armor. The briefing should also in-
clude an assessment of body armor and related research, develop-
ment, and acquisition objectives, priorities, and funding profiles for
hard and soft body armor components in the following areas: (1)
advances in the level of protection; (2) weight reduction; (3) manu-
facturing productivity and capability; and (4) efforts and new tech-
nologies that could currently be used to extend the lifespan of hard
and soft body armor components.

Ground Robotic Vehicle Development

The committee is aware that the first generation of robotic
ground vehicles helped to counter the threat of improvised explo-
sive devices to both mounted and dismounted forces in support of
Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi Freedom. The
committee notes that a key performance requirement for the next
generation of robotic ground vehicles is the transportation of infan-
try equipment and supplies, and to provide the warfighter with in-
creased situational awareness capability. Ground vehicle robots
also have the potential to improve the speed and accuracy with
which supplies are delivered to warfighters operating in a combat
zone. The committee notes that multiple ground robotic develop-
ment efforts are currently funded by the military services and
other Department of Defense agencies and organizations. The com-
mittee notes that many of these efforts could potentially overlap
and currently appear to lack coordination. Therefore, the committee
encourages the Department to maintain a coordinated effort in ad-
vancing ground robotic research, development, and acquisition in
order to improve cost, schedule, and performance of current and fu-
ture initiatives.

Joint Air-to-Ground Missile Program

The budget request included $10.0 million in PE 65450A for
Joint Air-to-Ground Missile (JAGM) research and development.

The committee supports the JAGM program and approves of the
decision to continue the program as outlined in the revised Acquisi-
tion Decision Memorandum (ADM) issued by the Under Secretary
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics on March 20,
2012. The committee notes that significant prior-year funding is
available to continue the program and encourages expedited con-
tracting actions to ensure that these funds can be obligated in fis-
cal year 2012. While the committee agrees with the decision in the
ADM to explore technical trades to achieve a more affordable solu-
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tion, the committee recommends that the Army retain a require-
ment for an all-weather, moving target-capable missile, with an
emphasis on missile solutions capable of being fielded within 3
years of contract award. Therefore, the committee directs the Sec-
retary of the Army to provide a briefing to the congressional de-
fense committees by August 1, 2012, on the revised acquisition
plar(li, anticipated requirements, and program schedule and funding
needs.

The committee recommends $10.0 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 65450A for JAGM research and development.

M4 Carbine Product Improvement Program

The budget request contained $96.5 million in PE 64601A for In-
fantry Support Weapons. Of this amount, $9.6 million was re-
quested for the Individual Carbine competition and $9.2 million
was )requested for the M4 carbine product improvement program
(PIP).

The committee notes that U.S. Army officials have informed the
committee that the Army would resource a three-phase acquisition
strategy to review potential upgrades to the M4 carbine. Section
212 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012
(Public Law 112-81) required the Secretary of the Army to submit
to the congressional defense committees a business case assess-
ment of commercially available upgrade kits and weapon systems
before allowing the next generation Individual Carbine to enter
full-rate production. The committee is concerned that the budget
request does not contain the necessary resources to conduct the
evaluation of commercial-off-the-shelf upgrade kits despite the
Army’s stated intent to do so in phase III of the PIP acquisition
strategy.

Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to
submit a report to the congressional defense committees within 180
days after the date of enactment of this Act that outlines the
Army’s plan to evaluate commercial-off-the-shelf upgrade kits to
the M4 carbine in the product improvement program. This report
should include the business case assessment comparing the capa-
bilities and costs of commercial-off-the-shelf upgrade kits to the en-
hanced M4/A1 carbine.

The committee recommends $9.6 million, the full amount re-

uested, in PE 64601A for the Individual Carbine competition, and
%9.2 million, the full amount requested, for the M4 PIP program.

Occupant-Centric Survivability Technology Development Program

The committee understands that the U.S. Army Tank Auto-
motive Research, Development and Engineering Center (TARDEC)
has established the occupant centric survivability program, with a
goal of examining technologies that can significantly protect vehicle
occupant casualties. The committee supports this effort. The com-
mittee understands that as part of its effort to improve occupant
survivability, TARDEC is reviewing industry-derived integrated so-
lutions, such as rapid occupant evacuation systems, modular com-
posite armor and rocket-propelled grenade mitigation, exterior
underbody and interior floor improvised explosive device blast miti-
gation solutions, roof-mounted blast seating and restraint systems,
and thermal injury prevention to include fuel containment systems.
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The committee notes that the Marine Corps used a similar and in-
novative “kit” approach that tightly integrated numerous surviv-
ability technologies in an effort to significantly upgrade the occu-
pant protection of Marine Corps’ Light Armored Vehicles. The com-
mittee understands that such an integrated occupant-centric sur-
vivability system is potentially applicable to a wide-range of exist-
ing and future Army and Marine Corps vehicles and could be in-
stalled on current platforms in the near-term during depot reset,
or in theater.

Therefore, the committee directs the Director, U.S. Army Tank
Automotive Research, Development and Engineering Center to pro-
vide a report to the congressional defense committees by January
1, 2013, on the status of evaluating candidate occupant-centric sur-
vivability systems to include: prototyping and testing activities; the
potential for integrating candidate technologies on existing vehi-
cles, such as the Stryker vehicle, the Bradley Fighting Vehicle, the
Armored Multi-Purpose Vehicle, and the high mobility, multi-pur-
pose wheeled vehicle; and the status of coordinating findings with
the Marine Corps.

Patriot Product Improvement Program

The budget request contained $110.0 million in PE 67865A for
the Patriot Product Improvement Program.

The committee is concerned that the Army has not yet presented
to Congress a prioritized plan to support the long term require-
ments of a modification program for a system that will be oper-
ational through at least 2035. Therefore, the committee directs the
Secretary of the Army to submit a report not later than October 31,
2012, that provides a prioritized modernization plan for the Patriot
system which addresses replacement of obsolete components and
subsystems, development and insertion of technologies that can ad-
dress evolving threats, including those technologies developed
through the Medium Extended Altitude Defense System (MEADS),
and introduction of life-cycle costs reduction changes.

The committee notes that a plan to harvest technology from
MEADS was a specific requirement of the report mandated in sec-
tion 235 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2012 (Public Law 112-81), which has not yet been fulfilled. The
committee believes such plan should be included in the fiscal year
2014 budget request and beyond.

The committee recommends $110.0 million, the amount re-
quested, in PE 67865A for the Patriot Product Improvement Pro-
gram.

Pilot Aid for Helicopter Landing and Cargo Handling

The committee is aware of the Army’s need to improve mission
safety for helicopter air and ground crews involved in landing and
cargo handling, particularly in limited visibility conditions. The
Army Aviation and Missile Research, Development, and Engineer-
ing Center has already demonstrated this capability. In addition,
the Navy and Marine Corps have deployed, on unmanned heli-
copter systems, technology to autonomously deliver cargo on un-
manned rotorcraft that could be adapted for use as a cognitive deci-
sion aid, freeing pilots to concentrate on flight safety. The com-
mittee recommends that the Army evaluate the potential contribu-
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tion of autonomous cargo delivery technology as a cognitive pilot
aid on its manned rotorcraft, for landing and cargo handling.

Research, Development, and Engineering Command

The committee is aware that the Department of the Army is as-
sessing the role of the Research, Development, and Engineering
Command (RDECOM) in an ongoing Material Development and
Sustainment study. In the committee report (H. Rept. 112-78) ac-
companying the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2012, the committee also requested a study by the Army to exam-
ine the potential impact of disestablishing RDECOM. The com-
mittee strongly supports the RDECOM mission to prevent unneces-
sary duplication of research and development, while ensuring inte-
gration and coordination of various efforts. The committee believes
that the level of oversight and discipline that RDECOM brings to
the Army acquisition enterprise is vital to the effective stewardship
of the taxpayer’s investment, and necessary to implement a sys-
tematized engineering approach as required by the Weapon Sys-
tems and Acquisition Reform Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-23).
Therefore, the committee urges the Army to refrain from any effort
to disestablish, relocate, or devolve any RDECOM functions, includ-
ing the reassignment of personnel, until these studies have been
completed and thoroughly reviewed by the committee.

Robotics for Surgical Procedures

The committee notes that emerging robotics applications have
the potential to improve minimally invasive surgery techniques.
The committee supports continued research by the Army’s Tele-
medicine and Advanced Technology Research Center (TATRC) into
surgical robotics technologies that could lead to greater remote-sur-
gery capability and surgical capability in non-sterile environments.
The committee further believes that such robotics applications for
forward-deployed and combat situations, like those used in
transluminal endoscopic oral surgery, reduce the risk of life-threat-
ening internal infection associated with accidental injury during
surgical procedures.

Rotary-Wing Performance Surface

The committee recognizes the need for the development of a ro-
tary wing performance mission planning tool that improves avia-
tion safety and survivability. Such a system could provide mission
planners and air crews with the capability to display specific air-
frame performance characteristics that take into account terrain
and soil features, and other performance factors to provide quali-
tative assessments of flight routes and landing zones. Such a sys-
tem could also provide mission planners and aircrews with the ca-
pability to rapidly assess an area-of-operation for a forecasted time.
This type of capability should be interoperable with existing avia-
tion mission planning decision making tools and have the potential
to be integrated with technologies facilitating operations in de-
graded visual environments.

The committee directs the Secretary of the Army to submit a re-
port to the congressional defense committees by February 28, 2013,
assessing the current capabilities and capability gaps in Army
Aviation mission planning tools that would provide aircrews with
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enroute and landing zone assessments. The report should also take
into consideration available empirical data derived from aircraft
performance attributes, weather and environmental conditions, and
known terrain conditions.

Shadow Unmanned Aerial System Alternative Engine

The committee notes that the Army’s Shadow unmanned aerial
system (UAS) has accumulated over 1 million flight hours in sup-
port of Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Iraqi Freedom.
The committee understands that a planned upgrade of the Shadow
may enable it to perform longer-range and higher-altitude mis-
sions. The committee also notes that the Shadow’s current engine
runs on high-octane gasoline, which creates a significant logistics
burden for the Army. The committee is also aware that the Army
is pursuing an alternative engine to enhance UAS performance.
The committee encourages the Army to continue development of al-
ternative engine solutions and encourages the Army to consider
high-efficiency, air-breathing turbine engine technologies. The com-
mittee directs the Secretary of the Army to provide a report to the
congressional defense committees within 90 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act that details the Army’s plans to mod-
ernize the Shadow platform’s propulsion system.

Smartphone Application Development for the Battlefield

The budget request contained $50.7 million in PE 63008A for
electronic warfare advanced technology.

The committee notes that this program matures technologies
that address the seamless integrated tactical communications chal-
lenge with distributed, secure, mobile, wireless, and self-organizing
communications networks that will operate reliably in diverse and
complex terrains, in all environments. Within this program ele-
ment, the committee urges the Army to also focus research and de-
velopment efforts on smartphone applications that support battle
command planning and information interoperability, including
those used with coalition partners.

The committee recommends $50.7 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 63008A for electronic warfare advanced technology.

Turbo Fuel Cell Advanced Technology Development

The budget request contained $69.0 million in PE 62601A for
combat vehicle and automotive technology. Of this amount, $24.4
million was requested for ground vehicle technology.

The committee believes the integration of mature, advanced fuel
cell technologies into an engine that could effectively meet military
logistic requirements should be adequately resourced. The com-
mittee is encouraged by the work being done at the Army’s Re-
search, Development and Engineering Command-Tank Automotive
Research, Development and Engineering Center (RDECOM-
TARDEC), where engineers are developing a turbo fuel cell engine
for the Heavy Expanded Mobility Tactical Truck, which is the pri-
mary logistics vehicle being used in support of Operation New
Dawn and Operation Enduring Freedom. The committee notes that
funding at RDECOM-TARDEC has been used to manufacture tu-
bular air electrodes for stable, high-performance solid oxide fuel
cells. The committee encourages RDECOM-TARDEC to continue
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its work in the development of the turbo fuel cell engine and sup-
ports its efforts to increase energy efficiency utilizing renewable
and alternative sources of energy.

The committee recommends $69.0 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 62601A for combat vehicle and automotive tech-
nology.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TEST, AND EVALUATION, NAVY

Overview

The budget request contained $16.9 billion for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation, Navy. The committee recommends
$17.7 billion, an increase of $835.5 million to the budget request.

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2013 re-
search, development, test, and evaluation, Navy are identified in
division D of this Act.

Items of Special Interest

Defense University Research Instrumentation Program

The budget request contained $113.7 million in PE 61103N for
University Research Initiatives. Of that amount, $19.4 million was
requested for the Defense University Research Instrumentation
Program (DURIP).

The committee notes that DURIP grants are awarded exclusively
on Department of Defense (DOD)-relevant projects that have un-
dergone a rigorous and competitive application process adminis-
tered by the Office of Naval Research. This process identifies the
winning proposals as fulfilling vital and immediate research needs
for which investments in instrumentation and infrastructure are
critical.

As the Navy protects its investment in basic research, it is vital
to ensure that researchers have access to state-of-the-art research
instrumentation to carry out transformative oceanographic re-
search in support of Navy programs.

The committee recommends, $123.7 million, an increase of $10.0
million, in PE 61103N for the DURIP.

Development of Unmanned Systems Weapon, Sensor, and Payload
Integration and Interoperability Capabilities

The committee recognizes that providing unmanned aircraft sys-
tems (UAS) to the warfighters has been a high priority require-
ment for each of the military services. However, quick reaction pro-
grams for the purpose of fielding UAS on an expedited basis has
frequently resulted in acquisition of UAS with proprietary software
and subsystems, unique to specific UAS, making it costly to update
UAS capabilities.

The Office of the Secretary of Defense and the Department of the
Navy are on record citing the importance of the integration and
interoperability of UAS sensors and ordnance. The Department of
the Navy is therefore encouraged to select an organization within
the Department of the Navy best-suited to conduct a review of its
UAS to determine appropriate courses of action; including consoli-
dation of integration and interoperability efforts and an investment
strategy to achieve further integration and interoperability of UAS
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sensors and various types of ordnance. Further, recommendations
for consolidation of the integration and interoperability efforts
should give site priority to existing scientific research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation centers of excellence with experience
working with the other military services and with personnel whose
intellectual capital and background expertise is hardware-in-the-
loop and system-integration of weapons, sensors, and payload sys-
tems onto various types of manned and unmanned aircraft sys-
tems. Finally, consolidation sites considered should have real-time
modeling and simulation weapons laboratories and instrumented
weapons-open-air ranges, within military restricted airspace.

The committee recommends that this review be coordinated with
the appropriate Department of the Navy weapon system develop-
ment centers, with participation of personnel from UAS operational
units and industry providers of current and planned UAS sensors
and ordnance. The committee also recommends that the Depart-
ment of the Navy provide a briefing on the results of its review to
the congressional defense committees, the Senate Select Committee
on Intelligence, and the House Permanent Select Committee on In-
telligence, within 180 days after the date of enactment of this Act.

Electromagnetic Railgun

The budget request included $89.2 million in PE 62114N for
power projection applied research, including funds for the Navy’s
electromagnetic railgun (EMRG) Innovative Naval Prototype (INP).

The committee is aware that the Navy EMRG program has the
potential to provide significant benefits over conventional guns by
utilizing electricity to create launch projectiles at speeds more than
twice of that achievable by conventional guns. In addition, the
elimination of the chemical propellant could allow for much deeper
magazines due to a smaller round and provides warfighter safety
and logistic benefits through the elimination of a large fraction of
the energetic material from the magazine. The committee believes
that such advances will provide naval vessels with increased strike
capability and longer time on-station, as well as provide necessary
capabilities to operate effectively in anti-access, area denial envi-
ronments. The committee is also aware that the electromagnetic
railgun has the potential to be useful in a land-based defense mode
against missile threats. For both land and sea based options, the
committee believes that the Navy should work toward rapidly de-
ploying this technology as soon as practicable.

The committee recommends $89.2 million, the full amount re-
quested, in PE 62114N for power projection applied research.

Marine Corps Early Transition Activities

The committee is aware that the replacement program for Navy’s
current enterprise intranet, the Next Generation Enterprise Net-
work (NGEN), is expected to be one of the most complex informa-
tion technology (IT) systems in the Department of Defense. NGEN
is expected to supply a secure IT infrastructure for the continental
United States and select locations overseas, providing the founda-
tion for a future Naval Networking Environment. The committee
recognizes that such a complex system poses management and ac-
quisition challenges unlike those seen by other defense IT systems.
Despite these challenges, the committee is aware that the Marine
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Corps has made exceptional strides in executing early transition
activities to better position the Marine Corps to move to NGEN.
The committee applauds the Marine Corps for quickly and effi-
ciently implementing changes to move from contractor-owned-and-
controlled to Marine-owned-and-operated infrastructure, and to
help implement lessons on behalf of the entire Department of the
Navy.

Naval Use of Non-Lethal Systems

The committee is aware that the Navy has explored the use of
non-lethal systems to protect naval vessels, such as using laser
dazzlers or high-frequency acoustic hailing devices. The committee
has approved previous requests by the Navy to reprogram funds to
support urgent operational needs for non-lethal systems. The com-
mittee also notes that the President’s budget requested $177.1 mil-
lion for Navy physical security equipment procurement, which in-
cludes acoustic hailing devices and laser dazzlers. The committee
i