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

———————

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 12, 2013.

I hereby appoint the Honorable VIRGINIA
FOXX to act as Speaker pro tempore on this
day.

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

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-

ary 3, 2013, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

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

to insert statements.

Thursday, January 2, 2014.

NOTICE

If the 113th Congress, 1st Session, adjourns sine die on or before December 24, 2013, a final issue of the Congres-
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None of the material printed in the final issue of the Congressional Record may contain subject matter, or relate to
any event, that occurred after the sine die date.
Senators’ statements should also be formatted according to the instructions at http://webster/secretary/cong record.pdf,

and submitted electronically, either on a disk to accompany the signed statement, or by e-mail to the Official Reporters
of Debates at “Record @ Sec.Senate.gov”.

Members of the House of Representatives’ statements may also be submitted electronically by e-mail, to accompany
the signed statement, and formatted according to the instructions for the Extensions of Remarks template at http:/
clerk.house.gov/forms. The Official Reporters will transmit to GPO the template formatted electronic file only after receipt
of, and authentication with, the hard copy, and signed manuscript. Deliver statements to the Official Reporters in Room
HT-59.

Members of Congress desiring to purchase reprints of material submitted for inclusion in the Congressional Record
may do so by contacting the Office of Congressional Publishing Services, at the Government Printing Office, on 512-0224,
between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. daily.

By order of the Joint Committee on Printing.

CHARLES E. SCHUMER, Chairman.

UPDATE THE GAS TAX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
last week I was proud to stand with
representatives of the U.S. Chamber,
the AFL-CIO, contractors, local gov-
ernment, transit, truckers, AAA, engi-
neers, and environmentalists, all sup-

porting my legislation, H.R. 3636, to
update the gas tax.

It inspired the predictable firestorm.
There was a rant from a shouting head
on Fox who thought not only did we
not need transportation money, but
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thought that the previous money had
somehow disappeared. Even the people
who supported the gas tax said it was a
horrible idea, like the article in Slate
saying it is the best least-popular idea
in politics. It provoked a torrent of re-
action—some laudatory, some inflam-
matory. But it boiled down to basically
three major points:

Where did this idea come from?

Well, it came from my decades of
work in transportation, studying, lis-
tening to people from Portland, Maine,
to Portland, Oregon; North Carolina to
Seattle to California. It was 10 years of
experience that I had directing the
transportation functions at the city of
Portland as the Commissioner of Pub-
lic Works where I saw firsthand the im-
pact of poor and declining infrastruc-
ture. It is every single major inde-
pendent study that says we need more
money for transportation, not less, and
it is a disaster that we are poised to
slash transportation funding October 1
unless something happens.

The question was asked: Isn’t this
unfair to lower-income Americans?

Well, actually no. Lower-income
Americans stand to benefit the most,
people who are at the mercy of oil com-
panies and foreign producers who don’t
know how much they will pay for gaso-
line next week, whether it is $3.35 as it
was when I left Portland earlier this
week, or $4.25. That is why they think
the gas tax goes up every year, but it
hasn’t increased since 1993.

Lower-income people are more trans-
portation dependent. They work, in the
main, by the hour. A traffic delay or
deteriorating transit hits them harder
because they have fewer choices. Ter-
rible road conditions costs them money
as it wastes fuel, it damages tires, and
shakes their cars out of alignment.
And lower-income people stand to ben-
efit from the hundreds of thousands of
family-wage jobs that will be created.

Well, my favorite question is: If this
is so unpopular and such a remote pos-
sibility, why even bother?

Well, it is remote, but it is not im-
possible. Look at the user-fee increase
that Ronald Reagan could sign, a nick-
el a gallon in 1982. We need leadership
today if we are going to meet serious
transportation challenges and help
jump-start our economy. It may sound
quaint, but I think leadership is not
what you do when an idea is popular.
Leadership is what you do when it is
needed.

I hope Congress will lead on transpor-
tation funding.

——

OBAMACARE AND IDENTITY
THEFT

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

Mr. HOLDING. Madam Speaker, the
disastrous rollout of ObamaCare has
shown that those who were quick to
sing its praises were not prepared to
actually implement it. It quickly be-
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came apparent after the online ex-
changes opened that healthcare.gov
was unworkable. Folks who were try-
ing to create accounts and pick a plan
were receiving error messages, being
kicked off midway through the process,
only to be sent back to the beginning,
experiencing many glitches.

Madam Speaker, the administration
and the agencies responsible clearly
were not prepared for the launch of
healthcare.gov. They blamed issues
with the Web site on unexpected vol-
ume, which simply does not make
sense. ObamaCare requires all Ameri-
cans to have health insurance or face a
fine. There are over 313 million people
in the United States, so how could they
not expect a high volume?

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple are paying for a Web site that
doesn’t even work, and they are paying
an outrageous amount. In her testi-
mony before the Energy and Commerce
Committee yesterday, Secretary
Sebelius said that the administration
has currently spent $319 million on
healthcare.gov so far, and Health and
Human Services has budgeted $667 mil-
lion for the Web site through October
of next year. At a time when we are
over $17 trillion in debt and the govern-
ment continues to borrow and spend at
an unsustainable rate, this is simply
unacceptable.

Madam Speaker, the unworkability
of this Web site goes beyond error mes-
sages and technical problems; it is vul-
nerable to security breaches as well. In
late October, a Center for Medicare and
Medicaid Services memo showed that
administration officials were con-
cerned, due to a lack of testing,
healthcare.gov had potential high secu-
rity risks. And yet they went ahead
and launched the Web site anyway.

When an individual uses the Web site
to sign up, they enter much of their
personal information such as Social
Security number and address and so
forth. Many individuals who have had
problems with the Web site may have
entered it several times, and they
could be a victim of fraud or identity
theft if the Web site is not secure.

Madam Speaker, it is out of concern
for the security of people’s personal in-
formation on healthcare.gov that I
have introduced H.R. 3652, the No Iden-
tity Theft in Health Care Act, which
would increase penalties for navigators
or other agency employees who commit
identity theft by using information
submitted for the purposes of signing
up for ObamaCare. Under current Fed-
eral law, aggravated identity theft car-
ries a 2-year sentence. My bill would
increase the penalty to 5 years in pris-
on for those who use your sensitive in-
formation that has been submitted for
the purpose of signing up for health
care.

Many agency employees who have
been tasked with implementing the law
and processing Americans’ sensitive
personal information have not gone
through background checks or even
been thoroughly screened. My bill
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would deter navigators and others with
access to sensitive information
through ObamaCare from stealing the
identities of Americans who are simply
trying to pick a health care plan.
Madam Speaker, we need to do what we
can to protect the American people
from this harmful law, starting with
the security of their personal informa-
tion.

The problems with the Web site do
not overshadow the problems with the
law itself, because the real issues with
ObamaCare go far beyond an unwork-
able Web site. I have heard from many
of my constituents about their can-
celed plans, increased costs of pre-
miums, and that they are being offered
less choice about which doctors they
can see. We need to continue to work
toward patient-oriented reforms and
focus on protecting the American peo-
ple from this harmful law.

————
ADDRESSING AIRPORT NOISE

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

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker,
every day nearly 2,500 flights land and
take off at O’Hare International Air-
port at the western edge of the Fifth
Congressional District. More than 66
million passengers boarded or deplaned
at O’Hare in 2012.

On a recent morning, FAA traffic
controllers kept tabs on 7,300 flights in
the immediate area. By any measure,
O’Hare is integral to the Nation’s com-
mercial air traffic network; and just as
it shapes the Nation’s air traffic sys-
tem, O’Hare plays a major role in the
local and regional economies. O’Hare
currently generates 450,000 jobs and $38
billion in economic activity for Chi-
cago and the State of Illinois. And
when the $9 billion effort to modernize
O’Hare is completed in 2020, it will
mean the creation of 195,000 more jobs
and an additional $18 billion in annual
economic activity.

In my district alone, more than 12,000
constituents have jobs tied to the air-
port, but O’Hare’s success comes at a
price. Since the October 17 opening of a
new runway at O’Hare, many constitu-
ents have experienced a dramatic rise
in flights—and noise—over their
homes. Some residents are now dealing
with hundreds more flights over their
homes—all day, every day. It is not
just the new runway that is causing
the increase in noise pollution. Because
of a dramatic reconfiguration of air-
space over O’Hare, a majority of
flights, either arriving or departing
O’Hare, now traverse the skies of the
Fifth District.

I understand and support the need to
modernize O’Hare. The new parallel
runway configuration means safer,
more efficient operations and fewer
delays; but I also understand the im-
portance of livable neighborhoods. The
two are not mutually exclusive.

We are a region of distinctive neigh-
borhoods where hardworking people
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have built their lives and invested
much of their earnings into their
homes in Forest Glen, Sauganash,
North Park, and Harwood Heights. My
constituents worry that their peace of
mind and property values are being
eroded in the name of profits and air
traveler convenience.

As one constituent told me:

We can no longer open our windows, enjoy
eating outside on our new front porch, or
gardening.

Madam Speaker, I agree. Neighbors
should not be exiled from backyards
and gardens because of the ceaseless
din of commercial aircraft. I also be-
lieve that if we take the right steps,
maintaining a vibrant neighborhood
won’t be incompatible with a safe and
efficient O’Hare.

Since O’Hare became part of my dis-
trict in January, I have pushed for im-
portant changes that can bring relief
to residents in the near term. I have
advocated that O’Hare continue to use
all available runways to mitigate the
increase in air traffic, and I have called
for expanding the practice of routing
aircraft over industrial parks, inter-
states, and forest preserves, not over
residents’ backyards.

But we need to do more. The Federal
Aviation Administration needs to over-
haul the metric it uses to determine
how much noise around airports is ac-
ceptable. The FAA’s current measure-
ment—the so-called 656 DNL—is out-
dated and woefully incomplete at
measuring the impact of unabated
noise overhead. I know the FAA has
been studying and reviewing the 65
DNL metric for years. It is time to stop
studying this 30-year-old relic and take
action.

So, too, must the city of Chicago and
the airlines. The city has told us it will
not revisit its Fly Quiet program,
which adjusts runway usage at night,
until the O’Hare modernization is com-
pleted in 2020. There may be obstacles
to reviewing this program, but the city
needs to be more nimble in addressing
the needs of these residents.

The airlines, too, must help. They
will save millions in lower operating
costs as delays at O’Hare decrease. A
portion of these savings should be ear-
marked for neighborhood sound-
proofing efforts. The airlines must also
get quieter quicker. That is why I just
introduced the Silent Skies bill, which
will accelerate the airlines’ use of
newer, quieter aircraft.

Madam Speaker, I know the O’Hare
modernization plan is here to stay; and
I know air traffic noise, like noise from
expressways or the ‘‘el”” is a fact of life
in our metropolitan area. But it is also
a fact that neighborhoods, not noisy
aircraft, make life in Chicago and its
suburbs special. We all need to work
together to ensure the vitality of our
neighborhoods isn’t drowned out in a
roar of aircraft overhead.
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LIEUTENANT COLONEL WILL
VAUGHN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOLDING). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from = Mississippi (Mr.
NUNNELEE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Speaker, the
Legislative Fellowship program is a se-
lective mideducation program where
the Air Force places the very best and
brightest officers and civilians in con-
gressional offices so that they may
learn the legislative process. For this
past year, my office was given the op-
portunity to host Lieutenant Colonel
Will Vaughn.

Prior to the start of serving his fel-
lowship, Lieutenant Colonel Vaughn
was assigned as chief training officer
for the 97th Flying Training Squadron,
an Air Force Reserve associate unit
supporting the multinational Euro-
NATO Joint Jet Pilot Training pro-
gram at Sheppard Air Force Base in
Texas. He also served on a joint, inter-
agency and multinational staff in Jeru-
salem as a plans and programs officer
for the United States security coordi-
nator for Israel and the Palestinian
Authority. He served on Active Duty,
flying the F-16 and T-37 until 2008,
where he transitioned to the Reserves,
instructing in the T-37 and, most re-
cently, the T-6.

Lieutenant Colonel Will Vaughn has
effectively served the people of Mis-
sissippi. Mr. Speaker, I look forward to
watching him do great things for
America.

———————

IT IS TIME TO LEAVE
AFGHANISTAN

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

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, the
time has come for our military to leave
Afghanistan. Afghan President Karzai’s
refusal to sign the bilateral security
agreement should be the last straw in
putting an end to what is becoming
America’s longest war.

After more than 12 years, hundreds of
billions of dollars, and over 2,100 Amer-
ican servicemen and -women Kkilled in
combat, it is time to bring all of our
troops home now. In poll after poll, the
American people have made it clear
that they want our troops home. Cer-
tainly, our brave men and women in
uniform and their families have done
everything that we have asked of them
and more. We must not ask them to
continue to fight, bleed, and die in Af-
ghanistan for another 10 or 12 years to
support a government more interested
in extorting America and ripping off
our tax dollars than working with us to
strengthen its own security.

Mr. Speaker, President Obama needs
to turn this interminable conflict over
to the Afghans. As of yesterday, 2,153
members of our Armed Forces have
died in Afghanistan since 2001; another
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19,5626 have been wounded; and every
Member of this Chamber knows that
tens of thousands of our troops have re-
turned home with invisible wounds to
their minds and spirits. Suicide rates
among our veterans are among the
highest ever, and they continue to
climb. For many, the care required to
help heal these wounds will last a life-
time.

It is estimated that health care and
veteran benefits for the men and
women deployed in Iraq and Afghani-
stan will cost trillions of dollars. In
both human and fiscal terms, we sim-
ply cannot afford to waste more lives
and dollars in Afghanistan.

The President has not made a case
about how any number of troops re-
maining in Afghanistan after 2014 can
improve the confidence of Afghan
forces when our current greater and
more intensive engagement over the
past decade has not been able to do so.
It is completely unclear whether the
April elections will improve the Af-
ghan Government, given its ingrown
corruption, sectarian divisions, and
Taliban insurgency. There are no com-
pelling reasons to remain.

We need to turn Afghanistan over to
the Afghans now, not 10 years from
now. We need to bring our troops home
by no later than the end of 2014, just as
President Obama promised. If this is
the so-called ‘‘zero option,” then it is
the best option. We do not need to keep
another 10,000 to 12,000 American
troops in Afghanistan for another 10
years at the cost of about $80 billion or
more each year. They will continue to
be in harm’s way; they will continue to
be carrying out dangerous operations;
they will continue to be wounded body
and soul; and they will continue to be
killed.

For what? So one of the most corrupt
governments in the world can continue
living off of our blood and treasure? So
military contractors can continue lin-
ing their pockets? We are cutting pro-
grams right and left in the budget, but
we are supposed to keep pouring tens of
billions of dollars into Afghanistan for
another decade? All of it is borrowed
money charged to our national credit
card. I say enough is enough.

In June, 305 Members of this House
voted in support of an amendment that
I offered along with Congressmen WAL-
TER JONES and ADAM SMITH to bring
our troops home by the end of 2014 and
to accelerate that process if possible. It
clearly stated that if the President de-
termined to keep U.S. troops in Af-
ghanistan after 2014, then Congress
should vote on authorizing that mis-
sion. Senators MERKLEY and LEE were
ready to offer a similar amendment in
the Senate when the defense bill was to
be taken up over there. They had more
than a dozen bipartisan cosponsors on
their amendment.

Instead, the FY14 NDAA went into
conference negotiations without debate
by the full Senate. In those negotia-
tions, the principal Senate conferees
demanded that the House amendment
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be completely watered down. The con-
ference language only requires the
President to ‘‘consult’” with Congress
about any post-2014 deployment of
troops. That is worthless. It is abso-
lutely worthless, Mr. Speaker. We
don’t need consultation. What we need
is a vote. I call on Speaker BOEHNER
and Leader PELOSI to take seriously
the call of 306 Members of this House
and schedule a vote next year on keep-
ing thousands of U.S. troops in Afghan-
istan. Whether or not you support such
a decision, the House needs to vote on
it.

It is time for us in Congress to do our
job. It is time we stop asking our
troops and their families to sacrifice
their lives in a war that has outlived
its purpose. It is time to bring our
troops home. It is time to get out of
Afghanistan.

[From the New York Times, Nov. 23, 2013]

THE LONG GOODBYE IN AFGHANISTAN
(By the Editorial Board)

From his first campaign for the White
House, President Obama has vowed to end
more than a decade of war, bring the troops
home and put America on a less militaristic
footing. He has reduced the forces in Afghan-
istan from about 100,000 in 2010 to about
47,000 today and has promised that all Amer-
ican and international combat forces will be
out by the end of 2014.

But he has also indicated that a residual
force of American troops will remain in Af-
ghanistan to train Afghan security forces
and engage in counterterrorism missions. In
all this time, he has not made a clear and co-
gent case for any particular number of
troops or explained how a residual force can
improve the competency of Afghan forces
when a much broader and intensive Amer-
ican engagement over the last decade has
not.

Yet last week the Obama administration
announced that it had reached an agreement
with Afghanistan on a long-term bilateral
security arrangement that, officials say,
would allow up to 12,000 mostly American
troops to be in that country until 2024 and
perhaps beyond—without Mr. Obama offering
any serious accounting to the American peo-
ple for maintaining a sizable military com-
mitment there or offering a clue to when, if
ever, it might conclude.

The administration’s focus, instead, has
been on whether an Afghan tribal council
and the Afghan Parliament will formally ap-
prove the pact and whether President Hamid
Karzai will sign it.

Even now, key details of the security
agreement are unclear. Mr. Karzai has spo-
ken about a force of 10,000 to 15,000 American
and NATO troops; President Obama has not
yet announced a figure, but officials have
talked of 8,000 to 12,000.

Officials have said the troops’ main role
will be to continue to train and assist the
350,000-member Afghan security force. The
capability of the Afghan security force has
improved, but it still cannot defend the
country even after a $43 billion American in-
vestment in weaponry and training. Pro-
ponents of a residual force also argue that it
is needed to protect Kabul, to prove that the
United States is not abandoning Afghanistan
and to pressure the Taliban to negotiate a
political settlement, which military com-
manders say is the only path to stability. In
addition, since Afghanistan cannot finance
its security apparatus, American officials
say Congress is unlikely to keep paying for
the Afghan Army and police, at a cost that
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could range from $4 billion to $6 billion per
year, unless Americans are there to verify
that the money is properly spent.

The American forces are also expected to
conduct counterterrorism missions when
needed. The draft agreement allows United
States Special Operations forces to have lee-
way to conduct antiterrorism raids on pri-
vate Afghan homes. As Mr. Obama’s letter to
Mr. Karzai says, American troops will be
able to carry out the raids only under ‘‘ex-
traordinary circumstances involving urgent
risk to life and limb of U.S. nationals.”
(Under current protocol, Afghan troops take
the lead in entering homes.) The pact also
gives American soldiers immunity from Af-
ghan prosecution for actions taken in the
course of their duties. The failure to reach
agreement on this immunity issue blocked a
long-term security deal between the United
States and Iraq and led to the final with-
drawal of troops there.

President Obama said in May that the
United States needs to “work with the Af-
ghan government to train security forces,
and sustain a counterterrorism force, which
ensures that Al Qaeda can never again estab-
lish a safe haven to launch attacks against
us or our allies.” Managing a productive re-
lationship with Afghanistan has always been
difficult with Mr. Karzai, who is an unpre-
dictable, even dangerous reed on which to
build a cooperative future. And it is unclear
if Afghanistan, driven by corruption, sec-
tarian divisions and the Taliban insurgency
can have any better governance when elec-
tions are held next April.

Mr. Karzai’s long record of duplicitous be-
havior is just one of the many reasons it is
tempting, after a decade of war and tremen-
dous cost in lives and money, to argue that
America should just wash its hands of Af-
ghanistan. There is something unseemly
about the United States having to cajole him
into a military alliance that is intended to
benefit his fragile country.

Regardless of what he, the tribal council
and the Afghan Parliament decide, President
Obama still has to make a case for the deal
to the American people.

[From Politico, Dec. 8, 2013]
CALL KARZAT’'S BLUFF

(By John Paul Schnapper-Casteras and
Lawrence Korb)

When Chuck Hagel, the U.S. secretary of
defense, touched down in Afghanistan on
Saturday for an unannounced visit to U.S.
troops and Afghan officials, it was telling
that he had no plans to meet with Afghan
President Hamid Karzai.

The snub appears deliberate; it reflects
American frustration with Karzai’s recent
decision to place fresh obstacles in front of a
stalled security pact with the United States.
Among other new conditions, Karzai threat-
ened to delay ratification until after April
and demanded that Washington engage the
Taliban and release certain detainees from
the U.S. prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.
Tensions rose further after a U.S. drone
strike killed civilians in Helmand province,
provoking this outburst from Karzai: ‘“‘For as
long as such arbitrary acts and oppression of
foreign forces continue, the security agree-
ment with the United States will not be
signed.”

It’s time to play hardball. If Washington
has any chance of de-escalating the situa-
tion, it should look to the lessons of negoti-
ating a similar agreement in Iraq and pre-
pare in earnest for the ‘‘zero option’ leaving
no troops in Afghanistan after 2014. Hagel’s
visit, unfortunately, has the potential to re-
inforce two unhealthy facets of Karzai’s
thinking: bolstering his fears that the
United States seeks to undermine Afghan
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sovereignty, and underscoring his belief that
he—and Afghanistan—occupies a place of
strategic preeminence in American policy-
makers’ minds.

The lessons from Baghdad are instructive.
Soon after the Iraq invasion, Washington
tried to negotiate a comparable accord,
known as a Status of Forces Agreement, that
authorized the presence of troops and defined
their status and role. But interim Iraqi lead-
ers recoiled, citing sovereignty and legit-
imacy concerns. Instead, coalition officials
summarily granted themselves de facto
SOFA rights—a provisional measure that ac-
tually lasted for years and caused major
blowback after contractors killed civilians
and were subsequently shielded from pros-
ecution. When SOFA talks reopened in 2008,
they were so contentious and destabilizing
that some policymakers murmured about
“replacing”’ Iraq’s Prime Minister Nouri al-
Maliki. In late 2008, the George W. Bush ad-
ministration eventually secured a three-year
deal after substantial compromises: Troops
would withdraw first from cities and then
Iraq entirely, and would nominally be sub-
ject to shared jurisdiction. As that agree-
ment neared its conclusion, the Obama ad-
ministration put forward another SOFA that
would have authorized a residual U.S. mili-
tary presence past 2012. But the negotiations
were profoundly divisive, and the Obama ad-
ministration eventually gave up and pro-
ceeded with a complete withdrawal.

Afghanistan bears striking similarities. In-
terim Afghan officials one agreed to a de
facto SOFA via a two-page diplomatic
“note.” In 2005, Karzai planned to offer a
full-fledged agreement—but after a 2008 air-
strike caused numerous civilian casualties,
he insisted on a reassessment of foreign
forces and a SOFA similar to Iraq’s. By 2012,
Washington and Kabul had hammered out
some high-level goals and reopened SOFA
talks, but controversy quickly ensued, par-
ticularly surrounding issues of jurisdiction,
village/night raids and security guarantees.
After months of negotiations and a personal
intervention by Secretary of State John
Kerry last month, it appeared that a deal
was finally done. Karzai convened a loya
jirga of 2,500 tribal elders to vote on the
SOFA, which somewhat unexpectedly ap-
proved it. But then Karzai added new condi-
tions and re-escalated his rhetoric.

There’s little mystery here: Karzai has
taken a page out of Maliki’s playbook. His
move holds three lessons for Washington:

The zero option is real. Karzai apparently
dismisses the seriousness of a full U.S. with-
drawal, recently smirking at the prospect.
Washington should now prepare for this op-
tion in earnest—both to call Karzai’s bluff
and also because it increasingly appears to
be the only feasible course. The White House
should immediately ask the Pentagon to up-
date its plans, particularly since some offi-
cials there have anonymously disavowed the
practicality of the zero option. Washington
should also begin negotiating expanded ac-
cess rights in neighboring countries and con-
sider reallocating naval assets in the area to
facilitate and compensate for withdrawal of
ground forces.

All politics is local. Analysts are widely
baffled about what now motivates Karzai—
perhaps some combination of political and
legacy concerns, with a dash of the paranoid
and erratic. But if anything will sway
Karzai, it is likely domestic political pres-
sure. In Iraq, several spoilers lined up—
against the SOFA. Afghanistan is different.
Outside of the Taliban, the SOFA enjoys
much greater local support—including
among elders and members of Karzai’s Cabi-
net, some of whom publicly disagree with his
latest demands and have threatened to quit.
Washington should stay closely attuned to
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local political movements and work all back
channels to build and amplify support for the
SOFA in the coming weeks.

Look for a face-saving resolution. Karzai
clearly cares deeply about the SOFA, how-
ever misplaced his actions, so providing him
a graceful means of de-escalation is impor-
tant. While some policymakers have
staunchly insisted that Karzai must sign the
accord, sheer adamancy failed in the final
days of Iraq’s SOFA. Indeed, if Karzai is
seeking to prove his independence from
Washington, then publicly insisting that he
obey U.S. diktats is not necessarily helpful.
It would be better to look for a few rel-
atively harmless concessions to offer Karzai,
or frame discussions so as to allow him to
fall back upon the loya jirga’s decision.

But ultimately, the United States needs to
be ready to walk away. The aim of U.S. pol-
icy is not to keep troops in Afghanistan in-
definitely—the goal is to cooperate on secu-
rity in mutually beneficial and compara-
tively modest ways, and that can be done
without boots on the ground. If Karzai is un-
willing to accept reasonable terms that his
own negotiators and loya jirga have ap-
proved, then the United States should pre-
pare to protect its interests through other
means. At this point, the zero option is en-
tirely realistic and might even yield more fa-
vorable negotiating terms with Karzai’s suc-
cessor.

BENGHAZI

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

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, yesterday
marked the 15-month anniversary of
the Benghazi attack. Once again, an-
other anniversary has come and gone
with no new answers about what hap-
pened that night or just what so many
Americans, reportedly around two
dozen, were doing at a secret CIA base
in Benghazi to begin with.

Another anniversary has come and
gone with no new public hearings. By
my count, the last public hearing was
held on September 18, nearly 3 months
ago, and no new public hearings are
being held. The keyword is ‘‘public.”

But perhaps most important, another
anniversary has come and gone with
absolutely no one being held respon-
sible for the security and intelligence
failures leading up to the attack, and
no one has been brought to justice. And
despite several recent developments re-
lated to the Benghazi investigation,
practically nothing has been done in
Congress to address them.

First, we have recently learned that
CIA Director John Brennan distorted
the facts in letters to the House Intel-
ligence Committee and me when he
claimed that Benghazi survivors were
not made to sign new nondisclosure
agreements.

Another major development is a No-
vember 24 article published by
Breitbart reporting surprising new
comments by Kevin Kolbye, the FBI’s
lead investigator for Benghazi, who
stated for the first time that the FBI
arrived on the scene in Benghazi within
days, not weeks, of the attack. Accord-
ing to the article by Kerry Picket:

The Washington Post reported that while
the FBI had legats in Algiers and Cairo, a
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team of FBI investigators could not get into
Benghazi 2 days after the attack. Kolbye dis-
putes this. ‘““We were there,” he said.

Is Agent Kolbye correct? Was the FBI
secretly on the ground in Benghazi
within days of the attack? If so, why is
this being kept from the public? Once
again, the Congress should know and,
to my Kknowledge, has never asked
Agent Kolbye to testify.

Equally important, why is it that we
are learning additional comments be-
fore a paid audience of $400 a ticket?
You had to pay $400 to hear this guy
speak, but he has never spoken for free
to the American people. This is just
like when the American people heard
new information about that night from
retired General Ham when he appeared
at a big-ticket event in Aspen. The
American people did not hear. If you
paid the money in Aspen, you got to
hear. I guess there was no need to tell
the Congress and the public what hap-
pened that night since paid audiences
will hear through conferences, through
books, and maybe even a movie.

Finally, I return to my concerns first
raised on the House floor in July that
the large CIA base in Benghazi may
have been used to support covert oper-
ations with regard to Syria, including
the possible transfer of weapons col-
lected in Libya to Syrian rebels, pos-
sibly in coordination with third parties
of foreign countries, particularly Saudi
Arabia.

These concerns need to be addressed
now more than ever after reports yes-
terday that both the U.S. and the
United Kingdom have cut off support
to rebels in northern Syria along the
Turkish border after the Islamic front,
a coalition of jihadi extremist fighters,
overran bases run by the Free Syrian
Army and seized their weapons and re-
sources. According to a report from the
BBC yesterday, the U.S. and European
countries have reportedly facilitated
secret arms shipments to Syrian
rebels, allegedly including antiaircraft
weapons commonly referred to as
“MANPADS,” just like the weapons
collected in Libya over the last 2 years.

A separate Washington Post article
stated:

A covert CIA program providing lethal aid
to the rebels, consisting mostly of small
arms and ammunition channeled to southern
Syria through Jordan, would continue un-
changed.

It is particularly noteworthy that
during the same period of time the CIA
was operating in Benghazi and U.S.
weapons collection in Libya were un-
derway, respected national security re-
porter Mark Hosenball wrote August 1,
2012:

President Obama has signed a secret order
authorizing U.S. support for rebels seeking
to depose Syrian President Bashar al-Assad
and his government, U.S. sources familiar
with the matter said. Obama’s order, ap-
proved earlier this year and known as an in-
telligence ‘‘finding,” broadly permits the
CIA and other U.S. agencies to provide sup-
port that could help the rebels oust Assad.

Hosenball continued:

A U.S. Government source acknowledged
that under provisions of the Presidential
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finding, the United States was collaborating
with a secret command center operated by
Turkey and its allies. NBC said the shoulder-
fired missiles, also known as MANPADS, had
been delivered to the rebels via Turkey.

Are these the same secret arms ship-
ments that were just seized by the Is-
lamic extremists in northern Syria?
Have these weapons, transferred with
alleged U.S. covert support, been used
to Kkill innocent civilians, Christians,
and Muslims? Don’t the American peo-
ple have a right to know if their tax
dollars are being spent to supply Is-
lamic extremists with weapons to use
against Christians and Muslims? We
need a select committee. The current
process is not working.

It is time for the administration and the Con-
gress to say what the CIA was doing in
Benghazi and elsewhere around Syria.

A Wall Street Journal article from August
detailed just how closely Saudi Arabia was
working with the CIA to train and arm Syrian
rebels, despite some concerns that the weap-
ons could fall in the hands of the extremists.

It appears those concerns are coming true,
but the American people still aren’t being told
the truth about the U.S. role in arming the Syr-
ians and the role of the CIA base in Benghazi.

It's time for answers.

It's time for a select committee on Benghazi.

————
DO-NOTHING CONGRESS

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately, this Republican-controlled Con-
gress has been one of the least produc-
tive Congresses in modern times. Re-
cently, the Speaker of the House actu-
ally said, ‘“We’ve done our work.”” This
year we passed only 56 bills. That is sad
and that is wrong. And this month, we
are in session here on this floor for
only 8 days.

Important issues continue to pile up,
unresolved and unanswered. And yet
tomorrow, we are getting ready to
leave for the rest of the year, even as
the Senate will continue to work on be-
half of the American people. The list of
what we have not done is much longer
than what we have passed. We need to
stay here and get the work of the
American people done.

We haven’t taken up a jobs and infra-
structure bill. We could do that next
week.

We have not passed a long-term budg-
et deal that tackles the big issues that
we face.

We have not voted on comprehensive
immigration reform, despite the fact
that a majority would support immi-
gration reform. All we need to do is
bring it to the floor. We could do that
next week.

We haven’t done our work to extend
unemployment compensation for 1.3
million Americans who will lose their
benefits on December 28, yet we are
going to leave this body having failed
to act to protect the livelihood of 1.3
million Americans. That is just wrong.

We haven’t considered raising the
minimum wage, despite the economic
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boon that it would be to give millions
of working class people more pur-
chasing power, supporting business,
and supporting economic growth.

And we have a bipartisan farm bill.
Sure it has got some problems. I don’t
know how everybody would vote on it,
but it ought to come to the floor of the
House for a ‘‘yes” or ‘“no” vote. We
could do that next week.

The list goes on. Unfortunately, it is
completely fair to characterize this Re-
publican-led House as a do-nothing
Congress. Sometimes, though, it seems
as though the things we have actually
done have only made things worse.

In March, we allowed the harmful
across-the-board sequester cuts to go
into effect. Nobody here tried to stop
them. On our side, we tried to stop
them. Nobody did anything on the
other side. Those draconian cuts went
into effect, slowed economic growth,
and cost hundreds of thousands of
Americans their jobs.

In October, the gridlock and dysfunc-
tion shut down the Federal Govern-
ment for 2 weeks—the first such shut-
down in two decades. That cost this
economy $24 billion. We can’t let that
happen in the future.

I am only a freshman, just finishing
my first year in Congress, but I can tell
you one thing I know: this is no way to
run this government. We have got to
get back to legislating, doing the work
of the American people, the way the
Framers of this government intended it
to be done.
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We can just kind of go back. Some of
you might remember ‘‘Schoolhouse
Rock,” how a bill becomes a law. The
House passes a bill, the Senate does its
work, passes a bill, we go to con-
ference, we work out the differences,
and send that on to the President for
his signature or for a veto. That is the
way we legislate.

Yet, we continue to lurch from crisis
to crisis and not let the will of the
American people be manifest in the
laws that we write. My constituents,
and all Americans, deserve a Congress
that is serious about the work of the
American people and ready to get to
work to grow our economy, to support
manufacturing, to strengthen the mid-
dle class.

I am ready to work in a bipartisan
fashion. I think most of us are here to
take on these big problems that our
country faces. Now is not the time for
more dithering or delay. Now is cer-
tainly not the time for a vacation.

Look, I would love to be able to go
home and spend the next couple of
weeks with my family. You know, we
spend a lot of time away from home.
But the folks that we represent expect
us to get our work done.

So I, Mr. Speaker, am one who is
willing to just stay here. Let’s come
back to work on Monday, and let’s stay
here until we get this important work
done.

Let’s take the Make It In America
agenda to support American manufac-
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turing; let’s bring it to the floor. You
don’t want to vote for it, don’t vote for
it. But we ought to consider these im-
portant pieces of legislation that are
important to our economy and not
leave town without taking up the im-
portant work that we are charged with
doing.

I represent Flint, Saginaw, Bay City,
older industrial cities that helped build
the manufacturing base of our econ-
omy. They depend on the Congress to
do the work that we were sent here to
do. We shouldn’t go home. We should
stay here and finish our work.

IRAN NEGOTIATIONS

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

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, for 34
years, the United States and Iran have
had no diplomatic relations. Iran has
escalated its nuclear weapons program
and hostile rhetoric.

The United States has upped sanc-
tions and threats of military force.
There can be little doubt that, when
our diplomats and politicians say all
options are on the table, we mean mili-
tary force.

And yet, today, under the leadership
of President Obama, we have an oppor-
tunity to change all that, to avoid the
prospect of war or a nuclear-armed
Iran. We have a chance to set a new
course, a new path. Instead of the colli-
sion course, we have an off-ramp, an
off-ramp to peace, diplomacy and inter-
national cooperation; and we must
take it.

This is our best opportunity in 30
yvears to advance the interests of the
United States vis-a-vis Iran. It is our
best chance to make sure that the Mid-
dle East is as free and safe as possible
of nuclear weapons.

The Iranian people defied the odds
and elected a moderate President, Has-
san Rouhani. President Rouhani has
condemned the inflammatory rhetoric
of Mahmoud Ahmadinejad. He has
promised to improve Iran’s relation-
ship to the West.

Now, instead of moving forward to-
ward the brink of war, the United
States and Iran are negotiating, talk-
ing; and this is a good thing. This is
the way countries should pursue their
interests. This is the way to avoid war.

Through diplomacy, the United
States and its allies have frozen Iran’s
nuclear program for the first time in
more than a decade. The agreement im-
poses daily inspections to ensure Iran
will not develop a nuclear weapon, and
Iran has made agreements to move this
process forward.

Ending our decades-long cold war
with Iran isn’t going to happen over-
night; but through robust, sustained di-
plomacy, we may prevent an Iranian
nuclear weapon and disastrous war and
spare thousands of our children and
theirs from a horrible situation.

We cannot achieve these goals if Con-
gress undermines these negotiations,

December 12, 2013

and I have supported sanctions in the
past. In fact, I have a very good friend
and constituent who is in the Chamber
today who has supported sanctions.
She was born and raised in Iran, is very
concerned about the human rights situ-
ation there, and has informed me over
the years about the best position that
I might take. And she also says now is
not the time to hit the accelerator; it
is the time to let diplomacy work.

These sanctions would undermine the
confidence of our international part-
ners, including the P5+1. China, Russia,
the United States, Germany, and
France are all part of this negotiation
with Iran. And if we up sanctions while
we have claimed that we want to work
with them to have a reduction in nu-
clear weaponry in Iran, they may well
see this as a break and a breach of
faith with them, which could set us all
back.

It has not been easy to get Iran, Rus-
sia, and China to the table. We have
them there. Let’s not lose this chance.

New sanctions stand to kill any hope
for diplomacy. Iran’s Foreign Minister,
Javad Zarif, has said that if Congress
imposes new sanctions, ‘‘the entire
deal is dead.”

Is that what we want?

New sanctions will not increase our
negotiating power. If they would, the
White House certainly would have told
us so. In fact, the White House has
warned that new sanctions will under-
mine negotiations.

Negotiations over the next 6 months
are the only way to guarantee that
Iran will not develop a nuclear weapon
and will set itself on a path to rejoin
the world of nations. And this could
well improve the human rights situa-
tion in Iran, as it has no justification
for the police state which denies
human rights.

Congress should give diplomats space
to do their jobs. Undercutting diplo-
macy with new sanctions would put our
country on the path to war.

The choice is clear. We can try to ne-
gotiate a deal that prevents an Iranian
nuclear weapon and avoids a nuclear
conflict, or we can dismiss this oppor-
tunity, pile on more sanctions, derail
diplomacy, and continue toward war.

Americans don’t want another war.
The best way to honor our men and
women in uniform is to avoid unneces-
sary war. My son is Active Duty mili-
tary. I am speaking from a personal
place as well.

Americans support a negotiated deal
with Iran by a 2-1 ratio; 68 percent say
Congress should not take action that
would block an agreement.

Passing any punitive measures, in-
cluding a sense of Congress tying the
President’s hands, is a mistake. It will
not help; and if Congress wants to help,
we should set up a people-to-people ex-
change. We should set up a Congress-
to-Congress exchange and move for-
ward.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded not to make ref-
erence to occupants of the gallery.
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The Chair will remind all persons in
the gallery that they are here as guests
of the House and that any manifesta-
tion of approval or disapproval of the
proceedings is in violation of the rules
of House.

———

THE HELPING FAMILIES IN
MENTAL HEALTH CRISIS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MURPHY) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, in a couple of days we will
have a moment of silence in respect
and memory of the victims of Sandy
Hook Elementary. We need to take
those moments to pause, reflect, and
pray.

However, afterwards, we cannot be si-
lent on the need to get something done,
on the need to pass comprehensive and
meaningful legislation, and the need to
help the mentally ill.

Has the world changed since New-
town and the other tragedies?

Sadly, little has been done to get
those who need help the help they
need. In the past few decades, this Na-
tion has moved forward in knowledge
of what it takes to help, but has moved
backward in getting the help done. And
where there is no help, there is no
hope.

We have fewer psychiatric hospital
beds, fewer outpatient treatment op-
tions, restrictions on the use of medi-
cations that can and do help those who
are mentally ill, too few psychiatrists
and psychologists and clinical social
workers, especially child and adoles-
cent specialists, and especially ones
who are trained and specialize in treat-
ing the seriously mentally ill.

We have too many barriers that pre-
vent doctors from communicating with
parents of the sons and daughters with
persistent serious mental illness.

We have Federal barriers that block
treatment, Federal dollars that go to
grants for programs that do not work.
The National Institute of Mental
Health has insufficient money to en-
gage in needed research.

First responders who are called to
deal with mental health crises have lit-
tle or no training on what to do, and
they miss critically important actions.

Treatment delayed is treatment de-
nied; and where there is no help, there
is no hope.

Today, I am introducing the Helping
Families in Mental Health Crisis Act.
It increases access to trained profes-
sionals at community health centers
and community mental health centers,
and refocuses the government spending
on programs that work and gets to the
people that need it in communities and
not remain in bureaucracies.

It reforms government spending to
eliminate redundancy and waste and
refocuses us on getting evidence-based
help. It brings scientific objectivity to
the Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration.
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It opens up the door of communica-
tion between doctors and parents and
legal guardians of those with mental
illness. It increases inpatient treat-
ment options and availability. No more
being told that there are no more beds.
Take your son or daughter home, no
matter how much they are at risk of
hurting you or themselves.

It increases outpatient treatment op-
tions. It increases pharmaceutical
treatment options. It reduces the
warehousing of our persistently and se-
riously mentally ill in jails or home-
lessness.

It improves communication between
primary care providers, psychiatrists,
psychologists, and licensed mental
health practitioners. It increases men-
tal health courts. It provides training
for first responders, and it gathers es-
sential and critically important infor-
mation on the relationship between
mental illness and violence and victim-
ization.

Bottom line: if we want to change
these trends in victimization of the
mentally ill and the persistently men-
tally ill; if we want to reduce the high
number of suicides, homicide and as-
saults; if we want to get people treat-
ment, not jail time, and not abandon-
ment; if we want to help the tens of
millions of people with mental illness
and the hundreds of millions of friends
and relatives who are emotionally and
financially strained by the untreated
problems of mental illness; if we want
to prevent the Newtowns, Tucsons, Au-
roras, Pittsburghs, and Columbines, we
have to do something comprehensive,
research based, and we have to do it
now.

What we need is not only for Con-
gress to act, but during these next few
weeks, while Congressmen and -women
are back home, we need to hear from
every doctor and first responder and
teacher and parent and patient and
consumer that we must act thoroughly
and thoughtfully and must act now.

Those who need the help the most
have the most trouble getting the help
they need, and where there is no help
there is no hope. We can and must and
we will take mental illness out of the
shadows of ignorance, despair, and ne-
glect, and into that bright light of
hope.

So I ask my colleagues to support
this bill, the Helping Families and
Mental Health Crisis Act, because
treatment and action delayed is treat-
ment denied.

Let us help American families get
the help they need because where there
is no help, there is no hope.

———

THE MOST UNACCOMPLISHED CON-
GRESS IN THE HISTORY OF THIS
COUNTRY

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

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Speaker, Members
of the House, we are in the closing
hours of the first year of the 113th Con-
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gress, and the pundits who examine
Congresses past and present have con-
cluded that this is the most
unaccomplished Congress in the his-
tory of the country.

We have passed a total of 56 bills here
in this Congress. The fact is, we have
taken 239 days off, and we have worked
133 days. And let’s be honest with our-
selves here: those 133 days often in-
cluded a Monday or a Tuesday where
we came in at 6:30 in the evening and
took a handful of votes on some non-
controversial issues. Where most of us
come from, that is not a day’s work.

And by the same token, more often
than not, we left on a Thursday or a
Friday, somewhere after taking a few
votes that morning, and then heading
back to wherever we were headed.

Back in 1948, Harry Truman got
elected President of the United States
by campaigning against the do-nothing
80th Congress in 1948. Well, guess what,
that Congress passed over 900 bills. And
we are looking at 56 here at the half-
way mark?

I cannot begin to imagine how his-
tory is going to evaluate this Congress.
The Wall Street Journal said:

This Congress is long on partisanship, in-
decision, and brinksmanship.

Others have constantly referred to
the fact that most of what is done here
and considered here in the past year
has been political posturing in prepara-
tion for the next election.
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To be fair, we have accomplished
some things here: the middle-class tax
cut, Hurricane Sandy relief, the Vio-
lence Against Women Act. We passed a
couple of appropriations bills, and we
may be on the brink here of actually
passing a budget bill, which would be
most important and quite an accom-
plishment. Not to mention, we for-
mally recognized Soap Box Derby Day,
and we have made it possible for hunt-
ers to buy their duck stamps online.

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that we are
not getting the job done. And the fact
also remains that, in this country, the
rich are getting richer, the poor are
getting poorer, and the middle class in
this country is getting crushed. We are
looking at large deficits and broken
priorities and a broken government,
and we are not addressing those issues
of our time.

I did a little research. I have the
unique perspective of having served
some 32 years ago, and at that time we
had between 7,000 and 8,000 sub-
committee, full committee, conference
committee hearings, markups, and
meetings. This Congress, by contrast,
has had 500, and most of those were
procedural and Rules Committee meet-
ings.

The Speaker himself said that we
need to return to regular order in this
country if we are going to get things
done. ‘‘Regular order,” for those who
don’t know, means going to work 5
days a week, like everybody else in
America. It means working full days. It
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means fully engaging the subcommit-
tees and full committees and all the
Members of the Congress, because when
we do that, that is when we get things
done. When we sit down and we have
open, bipartisan discussions, everybody
gets their amendment, everybody gets
an opportunity to exhaust all the argu-
ments, everybody gets a vote. That is
how people come together. That is how
you get things done. That is how you
fix things, and that is the way the Con-
gress operated for several hundred
years. That is not the way it is oper-
ating today.

Mr. Speaker, my fellow colleagues, if
we are going to get things done and re-
verse the terrible reputation of this
Congress, I implore the Speaker and
the leadership and all of the Members
to demand that, starting in January of
next year, we restore regular order, we
go to work 5 days a week, and we em-
ploy the subcommittee and the full
committee process that has worked so
well for so many hundreds of years in
this country, because that is how we
get things done. That is how we fix
things here in this country. That is
how we get our economy back on a pro-
growth trajectory, and that is how we
restore the people’s confidence in what
is now a broken government and a bro-
ken Congress.

——————

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 47
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

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

———————

PRAYER

Reverend Dr. John Loudon, First
Presbyterian Church, Lakeland, Flor-
ida, offered the following prayer:

Lord, we acknowledge our need for
divine guidance and confess we are im-
perfect people in need of Your forgive-
ness.

We give thanks that You are not only
a God of righteousness, but also a God
of compassion and offer us mercy.

Empower us to live in such a way
that we strive for balance in our lives
and seek to exhibit conviction as well
as grace.

May we make our own an old prayer
offered daily by Harry Truman:

Everlasting God, help me to be, to think,
and to act what is right, because it is right.
Make me truthful, honest, and honorable in
all things. Make me intellectually honest for
the sake of right and honor and without
thought of reward for me. Give me the abil-
ity to be charitable, forgiving, and patient
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with others, and help me understand their
motives and their shortcomings even as You
understand mine.

Amen and amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

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

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I
demand a vote on agreeing to the
Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I object to the vote on the
ground that a quorum is not present
and make the point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8,
rule XX, further proceedings on this
question will be postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. PRICE) come
forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

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

—

WELCOMING REVEREND DR. JOHN
LOUDON

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in gratitude that my good friend Pas-
tor Mike Loudon from my home church
in Lakeland, Florida, could give the
opening prayer in the United States
House of Representatives.

Pastor Mike, as he is known back
home, and his wife, Joyce, have lived a
life of dedication to their faith and
their family. Pastor Mike’s ministry
serves as an inspiration to everyone.
Truly, he is a great man with a legacy
of what counts in life and the life here-
after.

Pastor Mike is a pillar in the Lake-
land and Polk County communities. He
is active in Rotary Club and is a strong
leader, a man of God, and has a fan-
tastic sense of humor.

Pastor Mike has served churches
across the country prior to coming to
First Presbyterian Church in Lakeland
in 1999. His messages are uplifting, en-
couraging, and always resonate with
me. I am honored to have him as my
pastor and as my friend.
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I join countless others in expressing
a deep thankfulness for his willing spir-
it to serve and the privilege of having
him give the opening prayer today.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of New York). The Chair will en-
tertain up to 15 further requests for 1-
minute speeches on each side of the
aisle.

——————

OBAMACARE ADS

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

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, we all know
that this administration is desperate
to enroll young, healthy Americans in
the new exchange plans, and the recent
ad campaign from ProgressNow Colo-
rado shows just how low some groups
are willing to go to catch young peo-
ple’s attention. The ads depict young
men drinking right out of kegs of beer
and objectifying young women. They
try to encourage people to sign up for
health care by making light of
unhealthy behaviors.

I recently received a letter from Dr.
Julie Welch, an emergency room physi-
cian in Indianapolis, specifically con-
cerned about how the ads promoted
risky sexual behavior. The Let’s Get
Physical ad depicts a young woman
thanking ObamaCare, with the words:

Oh my God, he’s hot. Let’s hope he is as
easy to get as this birth control. My health
insurance covers the pill, which means all I
have to worry about is getting him between
the covers. I got insurance. Now you can too.
Thanks ObamaCare.

Dr. Welch writes:

As a taxpayer, I am puzzled at why adver-
tising campaigns for health insurance appear
to promote high-risk behaviors?

Promoting health coverage by
condoning binge drinking and promis-
cuity is not a step towards a healthier
America. It is just another way that
ObamacCare just doesn’t work.

——————

NO NUCLEAR WEAPONS IN IRAN

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

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, one of the
most important challenges that this
country faces with allies is to make
certain Iran does not have a nuclear
weapon. For that reason, I, along with
virtually all of my colleagues, voted
for tough, enforceable sanctions.

There is a question now in this House
about whether Congress should present
yet another resolution on Iran. There
are two questions that raises. Number
one, do we send a message to the world
that Congress is not on the same page
as our President and Secretary of State
in their absolute determination to rid
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Iran of a nuclear capability? Number
two, do we send a message to our allies
in the P5+1, that include Russia and
China, not exactly our best of friends,
but our reluctant allies who we need to
guarantee that the tough sanctions
that we impose are enforceable?

If we pass sanctions that don’t have
the cooperation of our allies, they are
meaningless. So the question that we
have is: Any action that we take, will
it increase or diminish our strength in
guaranteeing no nuclear weapons in
Iran?

———

DMF INCLUDED IN BUDGET
AGREEMENT

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

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, for the last 30 years, Social
Security has been required to make de-
ceased Americans’ Social Security
numbers and other personal informa-
tion public through the so-called
“Death Master File.”” Unfortunately,
identity thieves have been using this
file to obtain fraudulent tax refunds
based on the identity of deceased
Americans, particularly children like
4-year-old Alexis Agin here. No griev-
ing family should have to go through
this.

To put a stop to this heinous crime,
earlier this year, I introduced the Alex-
is Agin Identity Theft Protection Act
with my Democrat colleague XAVIER
BECERRA. And thanks to the budget
deal, which includes a provision to re-
strict access to the Death Master File,
American families will be better pro-
tected from tax fraud.

I salute the Agins for their tireless
advocacy, and God bless America.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
EXTENSION

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

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today on behalf of over 90,000 unem-
ployed New Jerseyans at the risk of
losing their unemployment benefits on
December 28 if Congress fails to act be-
fore the end of the year.

Despite what my colleagues on the
other side think, unemployment insur-
ance helps during hard times, and peo-
ple forget that we are still recovering
from the worst recession since the
Great Depression.

Patrick, a carpenter from Rahway,
New Jersey, struggles to find employ-
ment through no fault of his own. His
family will not be able to afford their
mortgage if this critical lifeline is cut.

Malene from Maplewood, New Jersey,
is an educated professional, but has
been unable to find work since Feb-
ruary. In her letter, she wrote:

When do my elected officials start caring
for me and the millions of other people
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struggling to survive—not living, but scrap-
ing by?

Vote to extend the unemployment
benefits which equate to hope for many
families in the new year. I urge the
House leadership to address this loom-
ing expiration of the unemployment
benefits for millions of Americans be-
fore leaving this year.

————
YEAR IN REVIEW

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, during last night’s town hall
by telephone with constituents, I con-
ducted a poll and asked what should be
done first to tackle our national debt.
Fifty-one percent of participants want
Congress to repeal ObamacCare.
ObamaCare will add to our national
debt as higher premiums and taxes are
placing burdens on families and de-
stroying jobs.

Rachel from West Columbia says:

ObamaCare is still very costly for me and
my family. At times we have difficulty pur-
chasing food for our family because of my in-
surance costs.

Robert from Aiken spent time on the
Web site and found he ‘“‘would be pay-
ing about two-thirds more for a much
worse insurance plan.”

2013 should be remembered as the
yvear further revealing the failure and
threat of Big Government, with the
ObamaCare train wreck, continuing of
the Benghazi cover-up, IRS targeting,
NSA spying, and DOJ-FBI eaves-
dropping on media. Congress should
act, passing limited government re-
forms that encourage job creation and
expand freedom.

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

—

FISHER HOUSE HERO MILES
PROGRAM

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

Mr. BARROW of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, this time of year, as we gather with
family and friends, it is important for
us to remember the men and women in
the military who sacrifice so much for
our country. Those who have been in-
jured in battle oftentimes find them-
selves a long way from home during
the holidays.

This year, like every year, I am do-
nating the over 68,000 frequent flyer
miles that I received from congres-
sional travel to the Fisher House Hero
Miles program, which provides free air-
line tickets so that American soldiers
and their families can be to together.

The Fisher House has provided more
than 40,000 flights worth some $63 mil-
lion to wounded troops and their fami-
lies. We have got no business keeping
these frequent flyer miles for personal
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use anyhow, and I don’t know of any-
one who could make better use of
them.

I encourage all Members of Congress
to follow my example and give their
frequent flyer miles to some charity
like the Fisher House. It is not just a
good thing to do; it is the right thing
to do.

———
MAGNESS LIBRARY

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

Mr. DESJARLAIS. Mr. Speaker, I
stand before you today to commend
Magness Library on its 100 years of
service to the people of McMinnville in
the Fourth District of Tennessee.

Magness Library began as a service
project in July 1913 by Mrs. Mary
Cunningham and the McMinnville
Women’s Civic League, with bene-
factors Colonel Gentry Moffitt and
W.H. Magness, to provide a rest stop
for families coming into town to sell
and trade. In 1917, the library moved to
its current location on the corner of
Chancery and Main Street, and in 1946,
Magness Library joined the Tennessee
State Library and Archives.

Thanks to generous donations from
thousands of patrons, the Magness Li-
brary flourished into one of the longest
running libraries in our State over the
years. The library provides invaluable
services to McMinnville, including a
strong summer reading program for
children and genealogy research for
adults.

Congratulations to the Magness Li-
brary on their centennial, and I look
forward to seeing their successful fu-
ture endeavors.

————

IRAN INTERIM NUCLEAR
AGREEMENT

(Mr. PRICE of North Carolina asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, if the interim nuclear deal ne-
gotiated last month leads to a final
agreement, Iran can be prevented from
developing a nuclear weapon. This
would neutralize one of the greatest
threats facing the United States,
Israel, and the international commu-
nity and could set the stage for a new
era of relations between Iran and the
West.

The unprecedented sanctions already
in place have brought the Iranian econ-
omy to its knees and the government
to the negotiating table. We are enter-
ing these talks from a position of
strength; we have a strong hand to
play.

But if Congress rushes through an-
other round of sanctions or takes other
action perceived as undermining the
negotiations, we will be giving up our
hand before we have a chance to play
it. Iran would then have an excuse to
walk away from the table, and the
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international coalition that has been
so critical to the current sanctions re-
gime could fracture, thus weakening
the leverage we already have.

There is no guarantee that a final
deal is possible. But given the stakes
involved, we simply must try, for the
alternative is far worse. Iran would
then be left to develop its nuclear pro-
gram without supervision, and the U.S.
could be drawn into another costly war
in the Middle East.

I urge my colleagues to support the
interim nuclear agreement and oppose
any attempt to undermine our coun-
try’s diplomacy.

————
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TRANSITIONAL ASSISTANCE
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

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

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, each year, Congress delib-
erately acts to craft, pass, and sign
into law the National Defense Author-
ization Act, the annual policy bill for
the U.S. Department of Defense.

For the first time in 52 years, this
may no longer be the case. This year,
the House passed its version in June,
while the Senate, again, dragged its
feet.

Fortunately, earlier this week, con-
gressional leaders reached a com-
promise that will allow both Chambers
to move forward. It includes an impor-
tant amendment I offered accepted
under the House version dealing with
the Transitional Assistance Manage-
ment Program, or TAMP, which offers
health care coverage for servicemem-
bers transitioning into civilian life.

All too often, symptoms related to
post-traumatic stress do not appear
until 8 to 10 months after deployment.
The amendment will extend coverage
under TAMP by 180 days for all serv-
ices rendered through telemedicine,
which is critical, especially for those
coping with mental injuries.

As a father of an Active Duty soldier,
I am hopeful we can bring this bill to
the finish line and make good on our
commitments to our troops and con-
tinue meeting our obligations around
the world.

———

COMMEMORATING HUMAN RIGHTS
DAY

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to commemorate Human Rights
Day, an occasion to recognize the
struggles of individuals all around the
world who fight for their basic rights of
life, liberty, and security of person.

On March 2, 2011, Jean-Claude Roger
Mbede of Cameroon was arrested for,
““homosexuality and attempted homo-
sexuality” and sentenced to 3 years’
imprisonment.
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Jean-Claude is one of the individual
cases of the Tom Lantos Human Rights
Commission’s Defending Freedoms
Project, which seeks to have Members
of Congress adopt the case of an indi-
vidual like Jean-Claude and work for
their rights and freedom.

Sadly, cases such as these are far too
common in areas of the world where
people can be imprisoned for simply ex-
ercising their basic human rights.

I call upon the Cameroonian authori-
ties to live up to their obligation to re-
spect and protect the rights of Jean-
Claude Mbede and all Cameroonians.

I pledge to continue to follow his
story and do what I can to secure his
safety. I hope my colleagues will join
me in taking up cases from the Defend-
ing Freedoms Project, and that, to-

gether, we can ensure justice for
wrongly imprisoned individuals all
across the world.

————

THE EMAIL PRIVACY ACT

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

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, the num-
ber of Americans who support updating
our electronic communication privacy
laws is growing every day. Just today,
The Washington Post reported that
over 100,000 Americans have signed a
petition asking President Obama to
support changes in the 27-year-old pri-
vacy law called the Electronic Commu-
nications Privacy Act that currently
allows government agents to search
Americans’ private emails without a
warrant.

The Constitution prohibits govern-
ment from searching postal mail with-
out a warrant. It defies common sense
that emails should have any less pro-
tection.

Our existing laws were written before
Facebook and Google even existed.
Just think how far we have come in re-
gard to Internet technology. It is time
to update these laws.

The American people are shocked
when they learn that their emails do
not have the same privacy protections
as their mail and other documents in
their homes. That is why I introduced
H.R. 1852, the Email Privacy Act, a bi-
partisan bill to affirm that Americans
have a reasonable expectation of pri-
vacy in their emails.

Mr. Speaker, it is time Congress and
the President worked together to up-
date our email privacy laws. I urge the
House to pass this needed legislation.

————————

EXTEND UNEMPLOYMENT
BENEFITS

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

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, over the next
few weeks, the American people will be
celebrating the warmth of the holidays
with friends and family alike.

But for nearly 1.3 million people, the
situation will be desperate. The pains
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of long-term unemployment will be
compounded as their benefits totally
run out on December 28.

These people have struggled for
months on end to find work after los-
ing a job. They include thousands of
veterans who recently completed their
military service, and they include fam-
ilies who need unemployment benefits
to clothe their children and put food on
the table.

It is unconscionable that this budget
deal does not protect these vulnerable
families who had no part in causing the
recession that put them in such dire
circumstances.

As we go into this holiday season, let
us help those in greatest need. Extend
unemployment benefits.

———

CONGRATULATING THE DESALES
COLTS, KENTUCKY'’S 2013 CLASS
2A  HIGH SCHOOL FOOTBALL
CHAMPIONS

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

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, last
weekend in Louisville, the world-fa-
mous Twin Spires of Churchill Downs
glowed orange in support of something
the hallowed track knows well, a
champion.

The DeSales High School Colts of
Louisville’s South End entered the
State championship on a streak of
dominance, posting six shutouts, and
holding opponents to just 9.4 points per
game. When they lined up against New-
port Central Catholic to play for the
title on Saturday, the DeSales defense
hadn’t allowed a point in 2 weeks.

Fueled by three touchdowns from all-
time leading rusher Dylan Byrd, two
passing scores from quarterback Na-
than Roush, and a defense anchored by
middle linebacker Matt Bouchard, the
Colts overcame a tough opponent 34-26,
taking State for the first time in
school history.

The title caps a remarkable 14-1 sea-
son for the Colts, who became only the
second South End team ever to win
State.

For DeSales Head Coach Harold
Davis, the title run offered a nice sym-
metry. Davis was a senior safety on the
1981 DeSales team, one of only two oth-
ers in school history to play in the
finals.

The debate over the best Colts team
in school history will continue back
home, but there is no question this
year’s team now stands at the top.
They might have been outsized through
much of the playoffs, but they were
never outmatched or outplayed.

Mr. Speaker, today I am proud to
join all of Louisville in honoring the
DeSales Colts, Kentucky’s 2013 Class
2A High School football champions. Go
Colts.

———

A UNIQUE MOMENT IN HISTORY

(Mr. BLUMENAUER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, it
appears as though the rumored sanc-
tions legislation dealing with Iran may
not reach the floor this week. This
would be good news.

It is imperative that we take this op-
timistic development that gives us a
chance for a diplomatic resolution of
the differences with Iran and prevent
them from developing nuclear weapons
to come to fruition. We must not give
excuses to Iranian hardliners who hate
America a reason to walk away. We
don’t want to confuse our allies, who
we rely upon to make sanctions work,
about our intentions.

It is imperative that we move for-
ward aggressively, thoughtfully, to
make the most out of this 6 months,
using diplomacy to make sure that the
majority of Iranians who recently
voted for a change in direction with a
relative moderate as President are re-
inforced.

This is a unique moment in history.
I am pleased that it looks like the
House might not screw it up.

———

CONTINUE FUNDING HEALTH AND
SCIENCE RESEARCH

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

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to highlight a recent discovery
by researchers at the University of
California at Davis. Earlier this month,
Professor Peter Armstrong, a professor
at the university, published a new role
for blood clots, absorbing bodily toxins.

Blood clots are known to be critical
in protecting wounds by stopping blood
flow and preventing contaminants from
entering the body. Dr. Armstrong and
his colleagues, knowing that
lipopolysaccharide, a toxin in the body,
is released during septic shock, dem-
onstrated that this toxin is absorbed
by blood clots inhibiting it from circu-
lating within the body.

This study, funded by the National
Science Foundation, brings us one step
closer to understanding the human
body and improving medical care. We
must continue funding science and
health research projects, as the next
great discovery just may save your life.

———
DIPLOMACY WITH IRAN

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, as a
Member who has consistently voted to
impose sanctions on Iran, I commend
Secretaries Kerry and Sherman for an
excellent job in seeking to safeguard
our families through tough, persistent
diplomacy with Iran. We should fully
support their vital efforts.

Iranian hardliners may ultimately
obstruct a meaningful, permanent
agreement; but we should not give
them a pretext for doing so. Those here
who would interfere or limit these ne-
gotiations are really offering the
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American people only one alternative;
it is called war. We have been there and
done that before.

Military action in Iraq cost us very
dearly. It did not make us safer. Let’s
not repeat this deadly mistake.

While difficult and uncertain, diplo-
macy is already eliminating chemical
weapons from Syria. It represents our
best hope to prevent nuclear weapons
in Iran and assure the safety of our
families and others around the world.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE
OF JUSTICE JOHN GABBERT

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

Mr. TAKANO. Mr. Speaker, it is with
great sadness that I observe the pass-
ing of Justice John Gabbert, who died
Monday at the age of 104. A long-time
Riverside resident, Justice Gabbert was
a dedicated public servant, a Kkey
founder of UC Riverside, and a promi-
nent leader in Riverside’s expansion
from a citrus-growing town into an
urban center.

Justice Gabbert was 3 years old when
his family moved to Riverside in 1912.
After graduating from Poly High
School, he stayed in the community to
attend Riverside City College, where
his interest in law was sparked by the
infamous ‘‘Chicken Coop Murders.”

In 1934, Gabbert received his law de-
gree from UC Berkeley and returned to
Riverside to serve as a county deputy
district attorney. Subsequently, he
worked in private practice as part of
what is known as Best, Best and
Krieger.

He also served as a member of the
local school board. But John Gabbert is
mostly known as a fine jurist. In 1949,
he was appointed to be a superior court
judge; and, finally, in 1970 he was ap-
pointed to be an associate justice of
the Fourth District Court of Appeal.

Throughout his life, John Gabbert
touched the lives of so many people. He
will be greatly missed.

————

EXTEND FEDERAL
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

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

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, many of us
are congratulating each other over this
bipartisan budget agreement, but I
want to remind us that there is still
some unfinished business that we need
to take care of.

Unemployment is still a very real
issue for our Nation and for our com-
munities; and in my district, unem-
ployment is as high as 16.9 percent,
twice the national average.

If we fail to take immediate action
and we allow this emergency unem-
ployment insurance to expire, just in
California 214,800 people alone will lose
their benefits by December 28 and an
additional 325,800 unemployed Cali-
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fornia workers will lose their benefits
in the first 6 months of the year.

This is really unacceptable. A failure
to extend this critical lifeline to those
in need would not only be a dev-
astating blow for millions of American
families already struggling, but it
would hurt our own recovery of our
economy.

Now is not the time to pull the rug
out from under millions of Americans
who have lost their jobs through no
fault of their own.

Speaker BOEHNER, I urge you to do
the right thing and not adjourn this
House without extending Federal un-
employment insurance for millions of
Americans.

MEMORIAL FOR RONDAL K.
MOORE

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

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in honor of Rondal K. Moore of
Aurora, Colorado, who passed away
from a stroke on November 12 at the
age of 71.

Mr. Moore was born on March 25,
1942, in Fort Smith, Arkansas, the son
of Clarence Delmer and Golden Viola
Moore.

In 1961, Mr. Moore graduated from
Wheeler County High School in Fossil,
Oregon. He went on to serve in the
United States Navy during the Viet-
nam war onboard the aircraft carrier
USS Coral Seas, as well as duty in
Rhode Island at the Naval War College.

In the spring of 1963, he married
Nancy E. Heily, and on March 29 of this
year they celebrated their 50th wedding
anniversary.

Mr. Moore began working for United
Airlines in 1966 and spent decades in
the field of de-icing, until retiring in
2003 after 37 years.

He held multiple patents for inven-
tions in both information and system
operations, as well as software prod-
ucts used in the process of de-icing. His
inventions and patents are still in use
today in order to help determine check
time for de-icing fluids, which allows
for safe travel during inclement weath-
er.
My thoughts and prayers go out to
his surviving family members, includ-
ing his wife of 50 years, Nancy Moore,
of Aurora, Colorado; his son, Jason
Moore, of Chula Vista, California, also
a Navy veteran; his daughter, Sondra
LaValley, of Aurora, Colorado; and his
sister, Carol Ellis, of Kennewick, Wash-
ington.

—
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2014 NATIONAL DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATION ACT

(Ms. KUSTER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. KUSTER. Mr. Speaker, as we ap-
proach the end of the calendar year, 1
am proud that both Chambers have fi-
nally come together to pass the 2014
National Defense Authorization Act.
This important bill will help ensure
that the men and women of our armed
services have the resources they need
to do their jobs and keep our country
safe.

I am especially pleased that this leg-
islation includes important reforms to
help prevent military sexual assaults
by better protecting whistleblowers
and holding perpetrators accountable
for their actions. This critical reform
is an amendment from legislation in-
troduced by my Republican colleague
from Indiana, Representative JACKIE
WALORSKI, and my Democratic col-
league from California, Representative
LORETTA SANCHEZ, that passed the
House with 110 bipartisan cosponsors
and nearly 50 Members of our freshmen
class.

Because of our joint efforts working
across the aisle, this is a great first
step in further protecting our heroes in
uniform who take the extra heroic step
of coming forward to blow the whistle
on military sexual crimes. It has been
an honor to help build support for this
legislation, and I urge my colleagues to
continue to work to end sexual vio-
lence in our military.

——
GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE

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

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, the list of
issues that the 113th Congress has
failed to address is long: immigration
reform, gun violence, long-term job-
lessness. Yet on this list of opportuni-
ties squandered by Republican obstruc-
tionism and indifference is also the
threat of global climate change. As a
member of the Safe Climate Caucus, I
want to emphasize that this threat is
real, and it needs real solutions.

In south Florida, we know that un-
checked carbon pollution poses an exis-
tential threat to our communities. Ris-
ing sea levels endanger the safety of
our residents and the viability of our
economy. That is why Palm Beach,
Monroe, Miami-Dade, and Broward
Counties have formed a climate com-
pact dedicated to mitigating climate
change.

Local task forces cannot replace na-
tional leadership. We need a nation-
wide effort to limit carbon pollution,
speed the adoption of clean energy, and
protect our people from unprecedented
natural disasters.

Every Member of this House belongs
on the Safe Climate Caucus. Don’t we
all agree that, as Americans, it is our
responsibility to pass on a healthier
and safer environment to the next gen-
eration?

Mr. Speaker, addressing global cli-
mate change will take courage. Any-
thing less, I am afraid, is cowardice.
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.J.
RES. 59, CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS RESOLUTION, 2014;
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES; PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD
FROM DECEMBER 14, 2013,
THROUGH JANUARY 6, 2014; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 438 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 438

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to take from the
Speaker’s table the joint resolution (H.J.
Res. 59) making continuing appropriations
for fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes,
with the House amendment to the Senate
amendment thereto, and to consider in the
House, without intervention of any point of
order, a motion offered by the chair of the
Committee on the Budget or his designee
that the House recede from its amendment
and concur in the Senate amendment with
the amendment printed in part A of the re-
port of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution modified by the
amendment printed in part B of that report.
The Senate amendment and the motion shall
be considered as read. The motion shall be
debatable for 70 minutes, with 60 minutes
equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget and 10 minutes equally
divided and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
motion to its adoption without intervening
motion or demand for division of the ques-
tion.

SEC. 2. The chair of the Committee on the
Budget may insert in the Congressional
Record at any time during the remainder of
the first session of the 113th Congress such
material as he may deem explanatory of the
motion specified in the first section of this
resolution.

SEC. 3. In the engrossment of the House
amendment to the Senate amendment to
House Joint Resolution 59, the Clerk may
conform division, title, and section numbers
and conform cross-references and provisions
for short titles.

SEC. 4. The chair of the Committee on
Armed Services may insert in the Congres-
sional Record at any time during the re-
mainder of the first session of the 113th Con-
gress such material as he may deem explana-
tory of defense authorization measures for
the fiscal year 2014.

SEC. 5. It shall be in order at any time on
the legislative day of December 12, 2013, or
December 13, 2013, for the Speaker to enter-
tain motions that the House suspend the
rules as though under clause 1 of rule XV.
The Speaker or his designee shall consult
with the Minority Leader or her designee on
the designation of any matter for consider-
ation pursuant to this section.

SEC. 6. On any legislative day of the first
session of the One Hundred Thirteenth Con-
gress after December 13, 2013—

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved;
and

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
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cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEC. 7. On any legislative day of the second
session of the One Hundred Thirteenth Con-
gress before January 7, 2014—

(a) the Speaker may dispense with organi-
zational and legislative business;

(b) the Journal of the proceedings of the
previous day shall be considered as approved
if applicable; and

(c) the Chair at any time may declare the
House adjourned to meet at a date and time,
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by
the Chair in declaring the adjournment.

SEC. 8. The Speaker may appoint Members
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by sections 6
and 7 as though under clause 8(a) of rule I.

SEC. 9. Each day during the period ad-
dressed by sections 6 and 7 of this resolution
shall not constitute a calendar day for pur-
poses of section 7 of the War Powers Resolu-
tion (50 U.S.C. 1546).

SEC. 10. Upon adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to consider in the House the
bill (H.R. 3695) to provide a temporary exten-
sion of the Food, Conservation, and Energy
Act of 2008 and amendments made by that
Act, as previously extended and amended and
with certain additional modifications and
exceptions, to suspend permanent price sup-
port authorities, and for other purposes. All
points of order against consideration of the
bill are waived. The amendment printed in
part C of the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution shall be
considered as adopted. The bill, as amended,
shall be considered as read. All points of
order against provisions in the bill, as
amended, are waived. The previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) 40 minutes of debate equally divided
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Agri-
culture; and (2) one motion to recommit with
or without instructions.

SEC. 11. The requirement of clause 6(a) of
rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to consider a
report from the Committee on Rules on the
same day it is presented to the House is
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the legislative day of Decem-
ber 13, 2013.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1
hour.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to my friend from
New York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), pending
which I yield myself such time as I
may consume. During consideration of
this resolution, all time yielded is for
the purpose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODALL. As we are doing
housekeeping here at the beginning,
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to in-
clude a section-by-section analysis of
provisions within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Rules in the RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, I won’t speak for my
friend from New York, but I enjoy the
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Rules Committee debate when it begins
with such a long reading from the read-
ing clerk, Mr. Speaker, because you
know you are involved in something
special on a day like today. If it was
just an ordinary rule, we would be done
with that reading in 15 or 20 seconds,
and we would move on to debate. But
the rule today, Mr. Speaker, is taking
on a number of challenges.

We are trying to move a budget con-
ference report forward. This rule
makes an opportunity for us to have
that debate here on the floor of the
House.

We are trying to move an SGR fix,
what they call the sustainable growth
rate, Mr. Speaker. That is that provi-
sion that threatens to cut double digits
from the reimbursement rates of physi-
cians, hindering the access of seniors
to their Medicare benefits. We are try-
ing to solve that here today, again,
bringing forward a bipartisan, bi-
cameral solution to that.

Also, we are providing for an oppor-
tunity to extend the farm bill lan-
guage. We have gotten so close to a bi-
cameral, bipartisan solution to the
farm bill, Mr. Speaker, that those folks
who are deeply involved in those nego-
tiations tell us, if they could just get 30
more days, they will be able to get that
done for the first time in far, far too
long. This rule makes that debate
available here on the floor of the
House.

Finally, in terms of housekeeping,
there are so many other provisions
that are being worked on, again, Mr.
Speaker, in a bipartisan, bicameral
way, bills that are almost ready to go
to the desk of the President of the
United States to be signed into law, to
address so many of the issues that are
of concern to men and women across
this country. This rule makes any pro-
vision that the House deems necessary
available to be considered on the same
day.

Now, I just want to be clear. As my
colleague from New York knows, that
is not the way we like to do business in
this Chamber. There are a lot of seri-
ous Members in this Chamber, and
every single one of them deserves an
opportunity to review legislation be-
fore it comes to the floor, and so we
have made a very strong commitment
throughout this Congress to provide a
3-day layover for folks to review legis-
lation. But during this season, with so
many issues so close to fruition, issues
that we have been working on, not for
a day, not for a week, but issues that
we have been working on collectively
for months, those issues are almost
ready to come to the floor, and so we
waived that requirement that those
bills lay over to make it possible for us
to get as much of the people’s business
done as is allowable by the agreements
that the House and the Senate come to.

Mr. Speaker, I have the great pleas-
ure of sitting on the Budget Committee
and the Rules Committee. In fact, I am
only on the Budget Committee as the
Rules Committee designee. And the
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proudest votes that I have been able to
take in this House in my 3 years with
the voting card of the folks of the Sev-
enth District of Georgia have been on
those budgets that we have crafted to-
gether in the Budget Committee, that
we have brought to this floor, and that
we have passed here on the floor.

In fact, as you know, Mr. Speaker,
for far too long, the House has been the
only institution in town that has been
able to pass a budget. The Senate
joined those ranks this year for the
first time in a long time, and I am
proud to have them here. But we have
been getting that business done. What
we haven’t been able to do is to then
take the budget that the House has
passed and combine it with a budget
that the Senate has passed in order to
create a vision of the United States of
America for the coming years.

Candidly, Mr. Speaker, with what I
have seen in this town, with what I
read of the differing opinions that are
on each side of the aisle and each side
of the Capitol, America didn’t have any
reason to expect that we would be able
to come to an agreement this year ei-
ther. They didn’t.

But we sent one of our best and our
brightest, Chairman PAUL RYAN of the
Budget Committee, into those negotia-
tions, and he was joined by one of my
colleagues from Georgia, Dr. ToMm
PRICE, also one of our best and bright-
est, to put that Georgia stamp of ap-
proval on where we were headed with
that budget conference report, and
they teamed up with our colleagues in
the Senate.

Senator PATTY MURRAY led the Sen-
ate side, led the Democratic side, let
the Senate side. And they worked,
again, not for a day, not for a week.
They worked tirelessly around the
clock to try to find an agreement that
we could come to together.

Now, I am a person who came here
for big ideas, Mr. Speaker. I don’t
think you came here to do the little
things. I think you came here to do the
big things. I know my friend from New
York came here to do the big things,
those things that really make a big dif-
ference for America. We don’t have
that big budget deal on the floor. This
rule doesn’t make available debate on
a big budget deal. We could not find the
big budget deal. And for that, I am
deeply sorry. I wish that we could have
found that. But what we did find are
those elements of agreement that were
available to be found.

In recent weeks, Mr. Speaker, I have
grown fond of a quote first shared with
me by our deputy whip, PETER ROSKAM.
It was from a Thomas Jefferson letter
to Charles Clay in 1790, and he says
this:

The ground of liberty is to be gained by
inches, and we must be contented to secure
what we can get from time to time and eter-
nally press forward for what is yet to get. It
takes time to persuade men to do even what
is for their own good.

We are in the game of inches here
today, Mr. Speaker, and I expect you
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will hear the same thing from my col-
league from New York.
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We are going to secure today what we
can get from time to time, and we are
going to eternally press forward for
that that is yet to get.

My sense is my friend from New York
is going to eternally press forward in
this direction, and I am going to be
eternally pressing forward in this di-
rection, as is the process here, as she
follows the wishes of her constituents
and I follow the directions of mine.

But we have an opportunity today,
for the first time in the 3 years that I
have served in this body, to come to-
gether on a budget agreement to get
that which we can get before we both
wake up tomorrow morning and begin
to eternally press forward on that
which is yet to get.

I am grateful to those folks who have
negotiated this budget deal. I am
grateful to the folks of the Ways and
Means Committee and the Senate Fi-
nance Committee who have come to-
gether to begin to find that bicameral,
bipartisan SGR solution. I am grateful
to my friends on the Ag Committee on
both sides of the aisle and both sides of
the Capitol who have been working so
long and so hard to find that agree-
ment on the farm bill.

My great hope, Mr. Speaker, is that
we are, with the beginning of the rule
today, laying that framework and that
foundation for bipartisan, bicameral
agreement not just for this hour, not
just for this day, but for this week and
this month and the remainder of this
Congress.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

HOUSE AMENDMENT TO THE SENATE AMEND-
MENT TO H.J. RES. 59 ESTABLISHING A CON-
GRESSIONAL BUDGET

SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS OF PROVISIONS
WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF THE COMMITTEE
ON RULES
Section 111. Fiscal Year 2014 Budget Resolu-

tion.

This section establishes a congressional
budget for fiscal year 2014 for the purpose of
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of
1974. The section requires that the chairs of
the Committee of the Budget in the House
and the Senate submit a statement to the
Congressional Record, which includes a com-
mittee 302(a) allocation for the Committee
on Appropriations consisting of the total dis-
cretionary limit set forth in the Act, com-
mittee 302(a) allocations for all other House
committees, and aggregate spending and rev-
enue levels required for enforcement of sec-
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974.

This section also maintains existing au-
thority for the chair of the Committee on
the Budget to make further adjustments to
reduce the aggregates, allocations, and other
budget levels in the statement referred to
subsection (b) to reflect the budgetary ef-
fects of any legislation enacted during the
113th Congress that reduces the deficit.

Section 113. Rule of Construction in the House
of Representatives.

This section provides that those provisions
of H. Con. Res. 25 (113th Congress) necessary
for budget enforcement will remain in effect
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to the extent that budgetary levels are not
superseded by other provisions in this sub-
title or other action of the House.

Section 115. Authority for Fiscal Year 2015
Budget Resolution in the House of Representa-
tives.

The purpose of this section is to ensure
that the Committee on the Budget has time
to complete consideration of a Budget Reso-
lution for fiscal year 2015 and to preserve the
ability of the Committee on Appropriations
to begin consideration of its 12 annual fund-
ing bills in a timely manner. The Committee
on Rules expects that the Committee on the
Budget will pursue a budget resolution
through regular order in the second session
of the 113th Congress. The authority to effec-
tuate the levels and allocations described in
this section is only provided after the date
by which the Congress is otherwise required
to conclude consideration of a concurrent
resolution on the budget as prescribed in the
Congressional Budget Act of 1974. If a con-
current resolution on the budget is adopted
by the House and the Senate, this section
does not apply.

This section establishes a congressional
budget for fiscal year 2015 for the purpose of
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of
1974.

Subsection (b) requires that the chair of
the Committee of the Budget in the House of
Representatives to submit a statement to
the Congressional Record after April 15, 2014,
but not later than May 15, 2014. The state-
ment must include a committee 302(a) allo-
cation for the Committee on Appropriations
consisting of the total discretionary limit
provided for in section 251(c)(2) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control
Act of 1985, committee 302(a) allocations for
all other House committees, and aggregate
spending and revenue levels required for en-
forcement of section 311 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974.

Subsection (c) also provides that the state-
ment referred to in subsection (b) may in-
clude levels and limitations relating to ad-
vance appropriations, reserve funds, and
overseas contingency operations/global war
on terrorism. The Committee on Rules ex-
pects that the Committee on the Budget will
base all levels and limitations established
pursuant to this subsection on prior prac-
tices for determining such levels, including,
in the case of advance appropriations and
funding for overseas contingency operations/
global war on terror, consistency with the
President’s request for such funding.

This section also maintains existing au-
thority for the chair of the Committee on
the Budget to make further adjustments to
reduce the aggregates, allocations, and other
budget levels in the statement referred to
subsection (b) to reflect the budgetary ef-
fects of any legislation enacted during the
113th Congress that reduces the deficit.

Section 118. Exercise of Rulemaking Powers.

This section clarifies that the provisions of
this Act are enacted as an exercise of the
rulemaking powers of the House and Senate,
that they are considered part of the rules of
each House, and that each House has a con-
stitutional right to change the rules in the
same manner that each House may change
any other rule.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend for yielding me the
customary 30 minutes, and I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the
legislation before us today gives us a
chance to begin to mitigate the worst
effects of sequestration; but it is not
enough, as my colleague has stated.

Our Nation can—and should—dare to
once again dream big. We are a Nation
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that built one of the largest interstate
highway systems in the world, which is
presently crumbling; launched the
Internet; pioneered the creation of
GPS; and created the largest middle
class on Earth through a fair and bal-
anced Tax Code that asked everyone,
including the wealthiest among us and
the biggest corporations, to pay their
fair share. We are home to public insti-
tutions like the National Institutes of
Health, which have helped to find the
cures for countless diseases and condi-
tions and saved millions of lives.

Great achievements like these are
only behind us if we so choose. I
strongly believe that we can rebuild
our crumbling runways, our roads and
rails, restore our middle class, and in-
vest in the breakthroughs that will
once again make us the envy of the
world. But in order to do so, we have to
make responsible fiscal choices that
are a reflection of our values. That
means restoring smart and targeted
funding to programs and agencies that
drive our country forward, asking the
most fortunate among us to pay their
fair share—not more than that, but
their fair share—and protecting the
programs that serve hardworking
Americans at times when they need
help the most.

To that end, it is shameful that the
legislation before us does not extend
unemployment benefits for the 1.3 mil-
lion Americans who are scheduled to
lose them within a matter of weeks—3
days after Christmas, actually.

In the United States of America, we
believe in providing a hand up, not a
kick while you are down. Unemploy-
ment insurance is that hand up.

Studies have shown that unemploy-
ment insurance allows jobseekers to
purchase necessities such as groceries
and gas without accruing further debt.
In so doing, it helps to increase eco-
nomic activity while easing the finan-
cial burden of unemployed Americans
and making it easier, not harder, for
them—as we are—to find a new job.

That is why my Democratic col-
leagues, Representative LEVIN, Rep-
resentative VAN HOLLEN, and Rep-
resentative BARBARA LEE, introduced
an amendment in the Rules Committee
last night to extend the unemployment
insurance for an additional 3 months.

This bill was paid for. I want to make
that perfectly clear. It would not have
cost an extra dime.

Inexcusably, the majority rejected
my colleagues’ amendment, despite in-
serting language to fix Medicare pay-
ments to doctors over the coming year,
which is certainly important. Fixing
the Medicare payments to doctors is a
worthy and important goal, but it is
certainly troubling—and should be to
all of us—that we are unwilling at the
same time to ignore the needs of the
unemployed.

The majority’s refusal to extend a
helping hand to jobless Americans
stands in stark contrast to the defense
of tax loopholes for big corporations
and powerful special interests. For far
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too 1long, our Nation has allowed
wealthy individuals and powerful cor-
porations to hide billions of dollars in
offshore bank accounts and create tax
loopholes instead of paying their fair
share.

Indeed, some corporations in Amer-
ica pay no taxes at all. It is unfortu-
nate that not a single one of the loop-
holes is addressed in the bill that is be-
fore us today to help us reduce the na-
tional debt.

Despite these shortcomings, today’s
legislation does take an important first
step toward easing the painful budget
cuts contained in sequestration. It has
been an unmitigated disaster that has
hurt our economy and our country, and
there is an urgent need to avert the
next round of budget cuts that are
scheduled to take effect. And I am
grateful for that.

In a study conducted earlier this year
by the Association of American Univer-
sities, 81 percent of the respondents de-
clared that sequestration cuts had im-
mediate and detrimental effects on re-
search activities. Seventy percent of
the respondents cited delays in re-
search projects, and 58 percent of re-
spondents stated that sequestration led
to reductions in staff, students, and fel-
lows through attrition and layoffs.

A recent study showed that seques-
tration and other budget cuts have re-
sulted in an actual Institutes of Health
budget far too low to support our bio-
medical research community.

In addition to that point, Mr. Speak-
er, let me say that during the govern-
ment shutdown, which cost the econ-
omy $24 billion and was useless, of the
five Nobel laureates employed by the
United States of America, only one was
declared essential.

Four Nobel laureates were said to be
nonessential. That blows the mind,
doesn’t it?

These types of drastic budget cuts
have profound impacts on our country.
Reduced funding means that new dis-
coveries and breakthroughs are de-
layed—or never realized—and that our
public health knowledge is stunted for
years to come.

As a microbiologist, I can tell you
that you cannot simply turn research
off and on like a faucet, but that is ex-
actly what we do when we arbitrarily
slash the budgets with no regard for
the consequences of our cuts.

That is why today’s legislation is an
important step forward for our coun-
try. We must end the self-inflicted
wound that is sequestration and get
back to investing in our own well-being
and the future of America. By restor-
ing funding across our government, we
will help to jump-start our economy
and get back to work on the cutting-
edge research and on infrastructure
that will benefit the Nation in years to
come.

In closing, today’s bill is an impor-
tant step forward, but our work is not
done until we add an extension of un-
employment insurance to this legisla-
tive package. We will give you an op-
portunity to do that at the end of the
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rule. In so doing, we can ensure a
brighter, more prosperous future for
every American this holiday season.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on
the rule, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I thank the gentlelady from New
York. I appreciate her mentioning all
of those things that we are working on
together.

The gentlelady is absolutely right:
we had an opportunity in the Rules
Committee last night to add to these
bills that we are considering today—
these bills that are bicameral, bipar-
tisan solutions to a budget; these bills
that are bicameral, bipartisan solu-
tions to a farm bill; these bills that are
bipartisan, bicameral solutions to keep
our seniors’ access to Medicare. And to
add to that an unemployment exten-
sion that we in the Rules Committee
were seeing for the very first time, I
don’t know what the committees of ju-
risdiction were doing. I certainly was
one of those ‘“‘no”’ votes last night, Mr.
Speaker. I don’t think that is the ap-
propriate place to do that.

But I will say to my colleagues again
today, as I said to them last night, I
am so pleased that this rule contains
that same-day authority, Mr. Speaker,
that I mentioned earlier. Because if my
colleagues, who I know have deeply
heartfelt opinions about this issue, as
do I, if that bipartisan, bicameral
agreement can be found, this House has
the opportunity, if we pass this rule
today—and only if we pass this rule
today—we will have the opportunity to
bring such a package up.

I hope we can find that agreement.
But at the moment, Mr. Speaker, I
hope we can pass this rule so that if
such an agreement is found, we will
have the authority on the floor of the
House to bring that agreement imme-
diately to the floor for consideration.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN), a member of the Com-
mittee on Rules.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I thank the ranking
member for yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, let me, first of all,
begin by congratulating Congressman
RYAN, Congressman VAN HOLLEN, and
Senator MURRAY for coming together
and trying to work out a bipartisan
budget deal. It is far from what I would
deem as perfect, but it begins to chip
away at this awful sequestration that
my Republican friends seem to be so
enamored of.

But I want to come here on the floor
to echo what the ranking member said
in terms of expressing outrage over the
fact that my Republican friends want
to leave town without addressing the
issue of extending unemployment com-
pensation for 1.3 million Americans.

They are going to leave town tomor-
row; and on December 28, after they
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have opened up all their presents and
wished everybody a merry Christmas
and had a wonderful dinner, on Decem-
ber 28, 1.3 million of our fellow citizens
will be cut off totally from their unem-
ployment compensation.

I want to put this in perspective.

On November 1, the American Recov-
ery Act funds ran out, in terms of sup-
porting the SNAP program, which
means that everybody on SNAP has re-
ceived a cut. So the average family of
three, Mr. Speaker, received a $30 re-
duction in their SNAP benefits. That is
their food benefit. That is about 16
meals.

It may not sound like a big deal to
some of my friends on the other side of
the aisle; but for millions of family in
this country who are struggling just to
put food on the table, it is a big deal.

On top of that, they are going to say
to these 1.3 million people and their
families, We don’t care. We don’t care.
We are leaving town.

And since when did my Republican
friends have to wait for a bicameral, bi-
partisan deal on anything to bring this
to the floor? They brought a repeal of
the Affordable Care Act to the floor
about four dozen times.

Since when do they wait to get a
backroom deal with the Senate before
we are allowed to vote on something on
the House floor? That is an excuse, and
it is a poor excuse.

We ought to be doing the people’s
business, and that means not turning
our backs on millions of Americans
who are struggling during this difficult
economy. We ought not to be making
excuses. We ought to do something,
and this is an opportunity to do it.

Defeat the previous question, as the
ranking member said, and we can have
a vote on extending unemployment
compensation for these 1.3 million peo-
ple. And it is paid for.

If you don’t want to do it, you can
vote ‘“‘no.” But for those of us in this
Chamber who believe we have a moral
obligation to those people, we want
that vote. And let us vote for the ex-
tension and then send it over to the
Senate.

Let’s take some leadership on this
issue. Let’s not turn our backs on the
most vulnerable in this country. It has
become unfashionable in this country
to worry about the poor. It has become
unfashionable to stand up for these
programs just to help people get by.
This is the holiday season. Have a
heart.

We ought to do something here. We
ought to help these people and not just
skip town. So there are no excuses.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to vote ‘“‘no’ on the previous
question. Let us vote on extending un-
employment compensation, and let us
do the right thing. Let’s not make ex-
cuses.

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

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that our bi-
partisan, bicameral spirit lasted for the
first 5 minutes of the debate. It was
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going to be too much to ask that it
lasted much longer. I regret that.

But I will say to you, Mr. Speaker, if
you want to know why problems are so
hard to solve in this town, when the
folks who have such a heartfelt com-
mitment to solving the problems begin
the presentation with ‘‘and we could do
this, except for those heartless Repub-
licans,” it is easy to see why disagree-
ment prevails and agreement is hard to
find.

I will say to my friend that I appre-
ciate his recognition of the tireless ef-
fort we have put in on this side of the
aisle to repeal the President’s health
care bill, which is denying not only the
choice of plans to my constituents; it
is restricting their choice of doctors as
well.

But the issue that he brings up is an
important issue, Mr. Speaker, and I
hope that we will have more success on
his issue than we have had the 40 times
trying to repeal the President’s health
care bill.

If what he wants is a symbolic vote
on this issue, more power to him, but I
don’t believe that is what he wants. I
think he cares deeply about challenges
that folks have in this country and he
cares deeply about solving those prob-
lems.

I will say to you, Mr. Speaker, as I
have said to all of my colleagues, we
can do these things together. This is
not a case of first impression. The gen-
tleman knows that. We have come to-
gether in a bipartisan way to extend
unemployment benefits.

Just to be clear, because we spend a
lot of time in this Chamber, Mr. Speak-
er, creating fear out there, I think that
is one of the most shameful things that
we are a part of, Mr. Speaker: creating
fear for families that needn’t have that
fear.

O 1300

For families that are concerned, we
are talking about the emergency ex-
tended unemployment benefits. Those
basic unemployment benefits that your
State has guaranteed to you, nothing is
happening to those, and folks need to
know that. Those weeks of unemploy-
ment that the Federal Government has
always provided, nothing is happening
to those, and folks need to know that.
What we are talking about are those
emergency benefits.

Now, what we have done in this
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, is to have come
together not once, not twice, not three
times, not four times—but more—to do
this together, and we can do this to-
gether; but I promise you, Mr. Speaker,
that we are only going to do it in work-
ing together. If the answer is that
someone has got a heart and the other
folks don’t have a heart, we are not
going to be able to solve the issue.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOODALL. I would be happy to
yield to my friend from Massachusetts.

Mr. MCGOVERN. I guess my question
to the gentleman is that, on December
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28—I think it is indisputable—1.3 mil-
lion people will lose their benefits.
They have also had their SNAP bene-
fits cut. What do these people do on De-
cember 28?7 What do they do? Where do
they go?

Mr. WOODALL. In reclaiming my
time, I would say to my friend, who has
incredible expertise on this issue, that,
instead of being on this floor, impugn-
ing our committee’s process or impugn-
ing my heart, the gentleman could be
hard at work in creating a bipartisan,
bicameral solution, because the gen-
tleman knows, Mr. Speaker, that any-
thing short of a bipartisan, bicameral
solution is showboating for those folks
who are hurting and is not doing a
dadgum thing to help them. We don’t
need showboating in this institution,
Mr. Speaker—we need results—which
brings me back to the bipartisan, bi-
cameral solutions that this rule has
made in order.

It wasn’t easy, Mr. Speaker, but we
came together on a budget for the first
time not in 1 year, not in 2 years, not
in 3 years—but more. It is important
because we have come together on a
pathway to a farm bill not in 1 year,
not in 2 years, not in 3 years—but in
more—and we have come together on a
process to solve an SGR that has
plagued us not for 1 year, not for 2
years, not for 3 years—but for more.

This is not a day for acrimony, Mr.
Speaker. There is not a person in this
Chamber who is getting everything he
wants today. I promise you I am not. I
promise you my constituents are not.
This is a day for doing what can be
done, and what we are doing today
makes a difference.

I ask my colleagues to look at not
just what we are doing today but at
how it is we came together to do it, be-
cause that is the framework, Mr.
Speaker, by which we will accomplish
the rest of these goals that I know my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle
share.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN), the
distinguished ranking member of the
Committee on Ways and Means, to dis-
cuss our previous question amendment,
which will allow every one of us to vote
“‘yes’ or ‘“‘no”” on whether we are going
to allow 1.3 million Americans to keep
their unemployment benefits for 3
months, which is absolutely paid for
and which does not add a nickel to the
deficit.

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad
we are talking about unemployment
insurance.

We are not showboating—we want to
vote—and you misunderstand, if I
might say so, the issue.

If we don’t act on December 28, 1.3
million people will lose every cent of
unemployment insurance. These are
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people who have exhausted their State
benefits. They have exhausted them.
These are people who have been laid off
through no fault of their own, and they
are looking for work. When Walmart
came to D.C. and asked for applica-
tions, 23,000 people applied for 600 jobs.
That is the shortage of jobs for people.
So these 1.3 million people are people
who have exhausted their State bene-
fits and who are long-term unem-
ployed.

Historically, we have never, never
ended these emergency provisions when
long-term unemployment has been as
high as it is today—37 percent—and we
have already reduced the average num-
ber of unemployment insurance weeks
in this country to 54. I want to point
out to the gentleman and to everybody
else that, if we don’t act, another 1.9
million unemployed people will lose
every cent of their unemployment in-
surance in the next 6 months.

So, under this bill, SGR is now ex-
tended for 3 months. We asked the
Rules Committee to make in order an
amendment—paid for—to extend unem-
ployment insurance for 3 months, and
here is what we said: if we can prevent
a 25 percent cut to doctors’ pay, surely,
we can prevent a 100 percent cut for 1.3
million uninsured.

So what has been the response?

The answer from House Republicans
is this—an empty box.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SIMPSON). The time of the gentleman
has expired.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I am sorry, Mr.
LEVIN. All time has been allocated.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, it is my great pleasure to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from OKla-
homa, Mr. ToM COLE, a member of the
Rules Committee.

Mr. COLE. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of the rule and the underlying legisla-
tion, the bipartisan Budget Act of 2013.

I had the privilege of sitting as one of
the budget conferees, and it was an in-
teresting process but a productive one.
This is the first time in a long time we
have had a genuine compromise in this
body and, frankly, between this body
and the administration and between
this body and the other Chamber.

I particularly want to praise Chair-
man RYAN and Chairman MURRAY, who
worked together in good faith and who
worked together well, neither one of
whom violated their core principles but
both of whom came together and did
some pretty extraordinary things in
what is a modest bill.

First of all, they actually added to
the deficit reduction over the window.
Literally, we will have a somewhat
smaller deficit and debt because of
what they did than if we keep the cur-
rent situation.

Secondly, they did something we all
know needs to be done in that they
dealt a little bit with mandatory
spending, and they redistributed those
savings over to the discretionary side
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of the budget. It was because they were
able to do that that we are probably
going to be able to protect our military
from what would have been really dev-
astating cuts under the sequester. That
is a pretty amazing achievement.

The achievement, to me, that is the
most impressive of all is that they
managed to find a compromise that
will restore regular order. We all know,
if this legislation passes, the appropri-
ators from the Senate and the appro-
priators from the House will be work-
ing over the holidays. They will prob-
ably come back and have an omnibus
or some series of minibuses, but we will
actually have had a somewhat normal
appropriations process. Even more im-
portantly, because they have set a top
line number for fiscal year 2015, we can
have regular order work in this Cham-
ber all year next year, and we will be
spared the prospect of a government
shutdown in January or again in Octo-
ber.

Those are exceptional achievements.
I wish there would have been more and
would have been different. I know I
would have written it differently. I
know my friend would have, and I
know my friends on the other side
would have; but we ought to take a
step back and thank Chairman RYAN
and thank Chairman MURRAY for what
they did to restore the institution as
much as what they did to try and work
on the budget. They did it the right
way. They did it together, and it is an
example we ought to follow.

So I urge the passage of this rule and
the support and passage of the under-
lying legislation.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN), the distinguished ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on the Budget,
and I congratulate him for his hard
work.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN.
friend, Ms. SLAUGHTER.

Mr. Speaker, I do believe that the
budget agreement that was reached
was a small but positive step forward,
and I plan to talk about that a little
later today; but what I want to talk
about right now is the abuse of process
that has taken place in the last 8 hours
and the changing of the terms of that
agreement.

During that agreement, the Demo-
crats from the House and others put
forward a proposal that said, as we deal
with the budget issues, we should also
deal with what we call the doc fix,
making sure that doctors are fully re-
imbursed to help Medicare patients,
but that we should also help folks who
are about to lose their unemployment
compensation. That is what we said,
and we put it on paper and offered it.
We said, if we do a doc fix for 3 months,
we should do a UI extension for 3
months, and if we do a doc fix for a
year, we should deal with the UI issue
for a year; but that was not part of the
budget negotiation even though we
wanted it to be.

I thank my
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Chairman RYAN acknowledged that
yesterday as did Senator MURRAY.
They said we wouldn’t deal with either
of those two issues—the doc fix or the
Ul—as part of the budget agreement
but that we would deal with them out-
side of that agreement. Yet the ink was
barely dry, Mr. Speaker, on that agree-
ment before the House Republicans and
the Speaker of the House put forward a
rule that injected the doc fix, which we
support, into the budget agreement, so
it is all going to be one whole thing.

They did that to take care of a real
issue of the doc fix, but what did they
leave out?

They left out an extension of unem-
ployment insurance for 1.3 million
Americans who are going to lose that
important support 3 days after Christ-
mas. They left that out of that last-
minute procedure.

Now, as Mr. LEVIN said, he and I went
to the Rules Committee last night and
said, All right. If we are going to fix
the SGR issue, let’s deal with the un-
employment compensation issue, and
we presented an amendment. I have it
in my hand—3 months. We said we
would pay for it, and we paid for it, Mr.
WOODALL, in a way that has been
agreed to on a bipartisan basis, which
is in the ag bill negotiations, in the
farm bill negotiations. We have already
agreed on a bipartisan and on a bi-
cameral basis to get rid of these exces-
sive direct payments—subsidies—that
go to agribusiness. We had agreed on
that already. As of now, we have
agreed on it. Let’s use $6 billion of that
savings to make sure that 1.3 million
Americans aren’t left out in the cold.

So I would say to my friend Mr.
WooODALL: If you want to make this a
bipartisan agreement, all you have to
do is vote for it; and if you want to
vote for it, you have got to give this
House an opportunity to vote for it.
Yet, while we are going to get a chance
to vote on the doc fix and on the budg-
et agreement, the Rules Committee
and the Speaker of the House have told
the American people you won’t allow a
vote to help 1.3 million Americans who
are going to be left out in the cold. It
is not just them and their struggling
families, but the Congressional Budget
Office that tells us that their sur-
rounding communities are going to be
hurt, too.

Why?

They won’t be able to make the rent
payments. They won’t be able to go out
to the local stores around Christmas-
time and the holiday season to buy
gifts. That hurts local merchants,
small businesses. In fact, the Congres-
sional Budget Office tells us that we
will have 200,000 fewer of those jobs—
private sector jobs—as a result of not
extending unemployment insurance.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is absolutely un-
conscionable and shameful, after we
have reached an agreement in which we
had wanted to include a fixed SGR and
UI in the agreement but it was decided
not to, that we would have this last-
minute thing parachuted on and would
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leave the 1.3 million Americans out in
the cold. That is shameful. You should
allow a vote, and if you vote against
the previous question, we will have a
chance to do our job and vote on that.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
say that I think the gentleman charac-
terized much of that exactly right, and
his characterization of all we have to
do to make his idea a bipartisan idea is
to agree to do it his way—that is all we
have to do—and that is not the way we
reach agreements in this institution.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Will the gen-
tleman yield on that?

Mr. WOODALL. In just one moment,
I would be happy to yield to my friend
from Maryland.

We have here on the floor, Mr. Speak-
er, a rule, again, to bring bipartisan,
bicameral agreements on the budget,
bipartisan, bicameral agreements on
Medicare, bipartisan, bicameral agree-
ments on the farm bill; and we have
two of the finest minds in this institu-
tion with two of the biggest hearts in
this institution, who want to do the
right thing for the American people,
who are using this as their opportunity
to try to get that done. I can promise
my friends, Mr. Speaker, that we are
not going to solve that problem here in
the 1 hour of debate on this entirely
separate measure.
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What the gentleman characterized as
the agreement within the Budget Com-
mittee is we weren’t going to be able to
find an answer to SGR within the budg-
et conference and we didn’t. We found
it outside of the conference. We didn’t
find an answer to my issues with Medi-
care in the conference. We didn’t find
the answers to saving Social Security
in the conference. So many things I
wanted we didn’t find in the con-
ference.

The commitment that was made was
to deal with UI outside of the con-
ference. I don’t sit on any of the rel-
evant committees for UI, but I take
folks at their word that that is some-
thing we can solve outside of con-
ference. We are not going to solve it
here. Knowing that folks need that
help, it is a great frustration to me,
Mr. Speaker, that some of the finest
minds in this Congress are focusing
their energy on this hour while we are
trying to move things forward that we
do agree on instead of focusing their
energy trying to find that agreement
on things we do not yet agree on but
we could agree on if folks would focus
their energies in that direction.

I will be happy to yield to my friend
from Maryland.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my
friend, Mr. WOODALL, for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I would just point out—
and I think the gentleman knows
this—we have not seen a single pro-
posal from our Republican colleagues
to extend unemployment insurance be-
cause there is a philosophical dif-
ference and a majority of the Repub-
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lican colleagues don’t think we should
extend unemployment compensation
for 1.3 million Americans. We have not
seen a proposal. We paid for this pro-
posal in a way that has bipartisan sup-
port.

I will just say the question is wheth-
er we should be able to vote on it. My
colleague and friends can vote against
it, but I think the American people de-
serve a vote on this.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, re-
claiming my time, I would say to my
friend that I wouldn’t want anyone to
be confused who is listening to this de-
bate that we can’t find agreement on
this in a bipartisan way.

Why would folks come to that con-
clusion? Well, much has been said here
on the floor; but the facts are that
time and time and time again these
provisions have been extended and they
were not extended January 2013, Feb-
ruary 2012. All the way back to the be-
ginning they were not extended on
party-line votes alone. They were ex-
tended in a bipartisan, bicameral way.

Mr. LEVIN. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOODALL. In just one moment,
I will be happy to yield to my friend.

Folks back home are so frustrated,
Mr. Speaker. They know that we can
argue with each other. They are abso-
lutely convinced we can do that. We do
that every single day.

Today, we have an opportunity on
this rule to move forward those things
that we have not found an easy agree-
ment on, but things we have struggled
to find agreement on for, again, not
days, not weeks, in most cases months,
in many cases years, and we have fi-
nally found that agreement.

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, it ad-
vances any of our causes to turn what
should be an hour on those things that
we are doing well together into any
kind of an hour on accusations that
somebody is right and somebody is
wrong and only if we do it one way can
we find the answers.

I will be happy to yield 30 seconds to
my friend.

Mr. LEVIN. I appreciate your cour-
tesy.

I always enjoy coming before the
Rules Committee.

Just two points. First of all—maybe
three quick ones—SGR was outside the
budget agreement. It was decided to
place it within it. All we are asking is
for a vote on UIL. And the third point,
December 28 is a few days away. The ax
falls on the livelihood of 1.3 million
people.

So if you will say today that the
Speaker will sit down with us on a bi-
partisan basis today and tomorrow and
find an answer, fine. But just to say
you are skipping town not addressing
this and leaving an empty box, that is
not a good answer.

Mr. WOODALL. Well, I would say to
my friend suggesting anyone is skip-
ping town is also not a good answer.

Mr. LEVIN. It is true, isn’t it? We are
leaving?
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Mr. WOODALL. The gentleman
knows, and it is so frustrating, Mr.
Speaker, because, again, much, much
to the surprise of the odds makers all
across this country, we have got three
provisions before us today on which
Republicans and Democrats on the
House side and the Senate side, with
the support of the White House, have
been able to come together on.

If we want to go down the road of
moving things on which we don’t have
agreement, the gentleman knows those
things don’t move. If you want to make
a difference for people, I say stop the
recriminations and begin the conversa-
tions. That is the only way we have
been able to find these, Mr. Speaker.

I say to my folks back home, Mr.
Speaker, it is not the happiest day in
the life of their Seventh District Con-
gressman that we have these bills on
the floor today. I would do something
different in every single one of them—
every single one. I would do a lot of
things different in every single one.

While I appreciate the opportunity to
speak on behalf of the Speaker, perhaps
one day if I am Speaker of the House I
will have the power to do those things
by myself. I think if you ask the
Speaker, he will say he does not have
the power to do things alone. It takes
herding 434 other cats to make that
happen.

But we have successes here today,
hard-fought successes on behalf of the
American people. Not frivolous things,
but things that are going to make a
difference in people’s lives.

My colleague from New York men-
tioned earlier, Mr. Speaker, medical re-
search. I am a huge believer in medical
research, a huge believer in NIH. CDC
is stationed in my great home State of
Georgia. We have an opportunity with
this budget agreement to restore some
funding to those two agencies that do
amazing work on behalf of all Ameri-
cans, in fact, in the case of the CDC, on
behalf of the world.

We should take advantage of these
successes, Mr. Speaker, and then we
should show up again—maybe it is not
even tomorrow; maybe it is the very
next hour—and build on these suc-
cesses to do more. We have got that
framework now. We know what it
takes to come together and do things
that matter to the American people, do
things that make a difference for this
land that we both love. We have that
opportunity today.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Will the gen-
tleman yield for 30 seconds on that?

Mr. WOODALL. I would say to my
friend that we are very lopsided on
time. If the gentlelady runs out later
in the hour, I will be happy to yield to
my friend.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I yield 30 seconds
to the gentleman from Maryland (Mr.
VAN HOLLEN). This is very important.

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. I thank my
friend, Ms. SLAUGHTER.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is right.
As T said at the outset of my com-
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ments, I support the bipartisan agree-
ment. I think it is a small step for-
ward. But the gentleman knows we will
be debating that issue later this after-
noon.

Right now we are debating the rule of
the House. That rule parachuted in a
doc-fix for 3 months, which we support,
but our Republican colleagues denied
this House and the American people an
opportunity to vote to extend UI in
that rule. That is what we are debating
right now, Mr. WOODALL, and you know
that.

The way that rule was structured was
to deny the people of this country a
vote to help 1.3 million Americans, and
that is shameful.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yvield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. VELAZQUEZ), my
colleague, who is the ranking member
of the Committee on Small Business.

Ms. VELAZQUEZ. I want to thank
the gentlelady from New York for
yielding.

Mr. Speaker, in 16 days, 1.3 million
Americans will lose their unemploy-
ment benefits they have relied on to
buy groceries and keep a roof over
their heads; and, no, we are not cre-
ating fear. This is the reality for 1.3
million Americans who every day get
up and go out to the job market to find
out that there are no jobs available.
This is the reality of American chil-
dren who are suffering. This is the re-
ality of 1.3 million individuals in this
country who will not know how they
can pay for the next meal or how can
they pay for their rent.

This is not the American way. We
took care of the doctors; we took care
of big farmers at a time when the econ-
omy is still struggling in the wake of
the 2008 financial collapse. We should
not be revoking needed economic as-
sistance from jobseekers while millions
of Americans are fighting to get back
to work.

Last year, unemployment insurance
kept 2.5 million Americans and .6 mil-
lion children out of poverty. If long-
term jobless benefits are allowed to ex-
pire, next year there will be nothing to
protect these families from long spells
of unemployment.

Unfortunately, this budget fails to
extend the unemployment insurance
millions of Americans rely on to make
ends meet. Allowing jobless benefits to
expire will not put people back to
work. It will just make it harder for
families to pay the bills and discourage
people from seeking employment.

I urge my colleagues to continue
fighting for struggling Americans, and
I hope that Americans are paying close
attention to what is happening in Con-
gress today.

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this rule.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds to remind my col-
leagues about the successes that we
have had when we worked together and
about the terrible, terrible failures
that we have had when we decide fuss-
ing with each other is better than seek-
ing long-term solutions.
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One issue at a time we can absolutely
make a difference, Mr. Speaker. I am
glad that my colleagues on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle have not come
down to express all of their disappoint-
ments about everything that wasn’t in-
cluded. I hope that we will be able to
use this time to celebrate our successes
on those things that were included and
again rise tomorrow to solve the rest.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. PELOSI),
the Democrat leader, on this important
issue.

Ms. PELOSI. I thank the gentlelady
from New York for yielding, our rank-
ing member on the Rules Committee,
and thank her and our colleagues on
that committee for trying so hard to
have this rule contain an amendment
that will allow us to vote on the exten-
sion of unemployment insurance for
over 1.3 million Americans who will
lose those benefits if we do not pass
that extension. I would particularly sa-
lute Congressman SANDY LEVIN of
Michigan, the ranking member on the
Ways and Means Committee, for his re-
lentless championing of this issue of
fairness to the American people.

Mr. Speaker, we come here to talk
about a bill that is to end the seques-
ter, and end the sequester it does. I
commend the conferees. I am very
proud of the work of Congressman
CHRIS VAN HOLLEN, the ranking mem-
ber on the Budget Committee on the
Democratic side; NITA LOWEY, the
ranking member on Appropriations;
and our assistant leader, Mr. CLYBURN,
representing the leadership in those ne-
gotiations. I thank them for taking
this to a place, fighting it to a draw, so
that we come to the floor to fight some
and end sequestration.

But the opportunity was so much
greater. Apparently, the Republicans
never miss an opportunity to miss an
opportunity when it comes to creating
jobs. Mr. VAN HOLLEN had in his bill
just a few points in terms of priorities.
One was to create jobs and economic
growth for our country in the short
term and in the long term.

If we close a loophole, build the infra-
structure of America; close a loophole,
build a bridge; close a loophole, special
interests, tax loopholes for special in-
terests, invest in the human infrastruc-
ture of our country, early childhood
education, long-term economic growth;
close a loophole, pay for unemploy-
ment insurance. I don’t think it has to
be paid for because it is emergency
spending; but, nonetheless, let’s have
an opportunity to vote to extend unem-
ployment benefits.

When we do ignore those investments
in the future, we are not reducing the
deficit; we are increasing the deficit.
Nothing brings more money to the
Treasury than creating jobs and the
revenue that produces. Nothing brings
more money to the Treasury than the
education of the American people
starting with early childhood edu-
cation.
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As far as unemployment benefits are
concerned, the economic impact is
clear: every dollar spent on unemploy-
ment benefits grows the economy by
$1.52, according to Moody’s Analytics—
a dollar and a half for every dollar we
spent, and that is a conservative esti-
mate.

Failing to extend unemployment
benefits will cost us 200,000 jobs over
the next year. We can’t do that. A re-
cent report shows that extending UI in-
stead would produce 300,000 jobs.

So again, this money, if spent imme-
diately, injects demand into the econ-
omy, creates jobs, grows the economy,
as well as honoring our social compact
that we have with the American peo-
ple.
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People work hard, play by the rules,
and lose their job through no fault of
their own; insurance is what they have.
We should honor that insurance.

So it is disappointing, yes, because
this package is so limited. But as I
said, it was a fight to a draw, and I rec-
ommend that our colleagues vote to
support it so we can take it off the
table and make way for the discussion
we should be having about comprehen-
sive immigration reform. The votes are
here. Give us a vote, Mr. Speaker.

Passing a farm bill, that is very im-
portant to the economy of our country.

Raise the minimum wage. Nearly
two-thirds of the people making the
minimum wage are women. Paycheck
equity, have fairness in the workplace
for women.

The list goes on and on. ENDA, end-
ing discrimination against the LGBT
community, people in the workplace.
There are so many items on the agenda
that have the support of the American
people in large numbers.

Yesterday was the anniversary of
Newtown. Pass the Brady background
bill. All of these things are on an agen-
da we have neglected. Up until now we
just haven’t had time for it. I guess
they haven’t been priorities for this
Congress, but they are priorities for
the American people and for the Demo-
crats in Congress.

So again, one reason to vote for this
package, even though you may think it
is meager and you may not like all of
its priorities, as the gentleman said, is
to at least have an agreement on the
budget that enables us to move forward
for bigger fights that will improve pol-
icy and improve the lives of the Amer-
ican people and honor our responsibil-
ities to them.

I urge our colleagues to vote for the
budget, but to vote against this rule
because this rule says ‘no.” It says
“no’’ to the Congress; we are not even
going to allow you to speak or vote on
unemployment insurance benefits ex-
tension. It says ‘“‘no’” to the American
people that if you work hard and play
by the rules and lose your job through
no fault of your own, the safety net is
not there. And that safety net is not
there just for individuals; it is there for
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the system. Our beautiful free market
system grows in cycles, and sometimes
unemployment is higher than others
and there are some outside forces at
work that people lose their jobs be-
cause of. And so it is a safety net for
our economic system as well as indi-
viduals.

Why would they not allow us to bring
this up and extend the extension? Is it
the money? If it is the money, we will
find it. Is it the price? Do you think
the price is to high to give people dig-
nity, to allow them to Kkeep their
homes and meet the needs of their chil-
dren? Two million children would be af-
fected by this. Tens of thousands of
veterans will be affected by this. We
care about veterans here. We care
about children here, but apparently not
enough to extend unemployment bene-
fits.

So why, my Republican colleagues,
would you not allow us to have a vote
on this? I know the support is there on
the Republican side. I know that the
Democrats would vote 100 percent for
this. Do you not believe that these peo-
ple are worthy of receiving unemploy-
ment insurance? I say ‘‘insurance,”
that is something paid into, a benefit
check. If so, let the American people
know that.

But this debate will not end today.
While you may not give us a vote on
the floor to extend these benefits so we
see where everybody is on the subject
and why, this fight will continue be-
cause this is about the morality of our
country, the respect that we have for
people, the value that we place on
work, the pride we take in the great
work ethic of the American people. But
sometimes it just seems the harder
they work, the forces are in a deck
stacked against them, and this Con-
gress is saying this deck is not going to
include you as we deal out the cards.

So I can’t explain it to anybody ex-
cept to say it is a values decision; and,
apparently, there is not enough shared
value on the subject of the respect we
should have for our workers to even
honor the subject with a vote on the
floor of the House. It is an outrageous
rule to come to the floor. I thank you,
Madam Chair, for fighting it, and I
urge a very strong ‘‘no”” vote on the
rule. Vote ‘‘no” on the previous ques-
tion, which would allow us to bring the
issue to the floor.

What are you afraid of? Are you
afraid of the vote? Are you afraid of
working people who are out of a job?
What are you afraid of? Let us have a
vote on the floor.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge a
“no”” vote on the rule, and a ‘‘yes’” on
the bill.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume to
go back to the place I was earlier, and
that is how one of the worst things we
do in this institution is create fears in
the minds of the American people.

The gentlelady from California has a
powerful voice. She is listened to, ad-
mired, and respected across this great
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land; and it has to be said, I was just in
a hearing, Mr. Speaker, in the Over-
sight Committee where we were hear-
ing from doctors who were talking
about all the fears their patients had
that they were going to lose access to
their doctor and lose access to their
pharmaceuticals because of
ObamaCare. Now, those fears have been
realized. That is exactly what hap-
pened to those patients.

But these fears are not realized. I
want to make clear to everybody back
home because I talk to constituents
every day who are losing their jobs in
response to what their employers are
doing to Dbe able to afford the
ObamaCare mandates. They are losing
their jobs, Mr. Speaker, and absolutely
every week of State unemployment
that has always been available to them
will continue to be available to them.
Fear not from what you are hearing
from the other side of the aisle.

Mr. Speaker, for those folks who are
losing their jobs in my district as their
employers are trying to comply with
those mandates, understand that every
week that you paid your insurance pre-
mium for unemployment insurance, all
of those Federal weeks that have been
there not for a year, not for 5 years,
but for a decade, those will still be
there for you. Fear not, that is still
there.

What we are talking about here
today, Mr. Speaker, are benefits in the
emergency unemployment category,
benefits that folks have not paid the
insurance premiums for, benefits that
are absolutely being utilized by fami-
lies across this country. I don’t mini-
mize the impact of those going away. I
don’t minimize the impact; but I re-
ject, Mr. Speaker, the fear creation
that coming to the floor of the House
and saying unemployment benefits are
going away tomorrow is going to cre-
ate in my district. Folks are losing
their jobs today. Why, because after we
do job creation bill after job creation
bill after job creation bill, I can’t find
a bipartisan, bicameral agreement on
those. I'm going to keep looking, but I
haven’t found it yet.

My message, Mr. Speaker, is if you
are losing your job today because of
the heavy foot—and I won’t yield be-
cause I am running low on time. I
know my friend has much time remain-
ing. If you are one of those folks in my
district or others who are losing your
job because the heavy hand of govern-
ment is on your employer, those unem-
ployment benefits on which you are
counting to apply tomorrow will be
there.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I have to yield
myself 30 seconds.

Mr. WOODALL, if you believe anything
at all that you have just said, I under-
stand what is going on here.

First, blame everything in the world
on ObamacCare.

Mr. WOODALL. Will the gentlelady
yield?
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Ms. SLAUGHTER. I will not.

To try to give people health insur-
ance is somehow a crime in the House
of Representatives, but the people we
are talking about on unemployment
have exhausted their unemployment. It
will not be there, Mr. WOODALL. They
can lose their housing. They can lose
their food. They may even be dispos-
sessed out into the street. There is a
meanness that is going on that is abso-
lutely astonishing to me.

Mr. WOODALL. I am sure that the
gentlelady does not mean to suggest
that there is meanness going on, I
would ask the gentlelady.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. May I please have
my time. I didn’t get to speak because
he took it.

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

The Chair would remind all Members
to direct their remarks to the Chair.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I would like to,
Mr. Speaker, and I started out that
way.

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. ToNKO), the En-
ergy and Commerce Environment Sub-
committee ranking member, who I
hope can finish my thought.

Mr. TONKO. I thank the gentlelady
for yielding. And absolutely, those ben-
efits have been exhausted, and I think
that needs to be very clear here.

Mr. Speaker, while this budget com-
promise is not perfect, I would like to
highlight a provision that will reduce
our deficit.

Since 2011, I have fought to change a
little-known statutory formula for cap-
ping the maximum reimbursement for
Federal contractor executives and em-
ployees. Due to a flaw in this formula,
taxpayer-funded salaries have spiraled
out of control in recent years.

Just this month, OMB announced
that it was required to raise the cap to
over $950,000 per year—$950,000—while
we debate our ability to afford essen-
tial services for our most vulnerable
citizens, for extending unemployment
insurance. We are paying private sector
executives nearly million-dollar sala-
ries. This agreement sets the cap at
$487,000. Personally, I would have pre-
ferred the cap to be set at $230,700—the
Vice President’s salary—as it is stated
in my legislation, but this is an impor-
tant step and sensible compromise to
restoring sanity to taxpayer-funded
salaries.

Just a sampling, GAO, within the De-
partment of Defense, found just 7 per-
cent of their contracts when reduced to
this level would save hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars.

I again thank the gentlelady for
yielding.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 4%2 minutes
remaining. The gentlewoman from New
York has 10 minutes remaining.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. LEE), a member of
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the Committee on the Budget and au-
thor of the amendment we are trying
to get here.

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentlelady for yielding and
for her tremendous leadership in her
capacity as our ranking member on the
Rules Committee. Thank you so much
for standing in strong opposition to
this rule.

As a member of the Budget Com-
mittee and Appropriations Committee,
I want to commend all of my col-
leagues for putting forth a plan to re-
place some of the reckless sequester
cuts that do continue to hurt families
each and every day.

Yet this budget deal is really out-
rageous for what it doesn’t do. It does
nothing—nmothing—to extend emer-
gency unemployment benefits to the
millions of jobless workers in every
State.

As the Center on Budget and Prior-
ities report today points out, the fail-
ure to include any extension of Federal
emergency jobless benefits in the deal
would likely negate any boost from se-
quester this deal would bring, and I
will include this report for the RECORD.

Over 170 Democrats have joined my
letter calling for an extension of this
critical lifeline. It is really shameful
that Republicans have refused to in-
clude an extension of unemployment
benefits. The least we can do for the
millions of the long-term unemployed
who are struggling just to get by dur-
ing this holiday season is to pass this
3-month extension. This budget does
nothing for the millions of jobless peo-
ple and asks nothing from the people
who caused our economic crisis and
continue to benefit from economic in-
equality.

Please remember, this is not about
showboating or statistics. We are talk-
ing about people’s lives. We are talking
about people living on the edge. We are
talking about 1.3 million people who
will lose unemployment benefits dur-
ing this holiday season. It is cruel. It is
morally wrong, and it is economically
stupid.

So I hope that we can vote ‘‘no’ on
this rule and defeat the previous ques-
tion so we can vote for a 3-month ex-
tension of unemployment compensa-
tion.

Finally, let me just say, we must do
better. We must protect and expand the
safety net that are the pillars of our
society.

[From offthechartsblog.org, Dec. 11, 2013]
FAILURE ToO CONTINUE JOBLESS BENEFITS
WOoULD UNDO BUDGET DEAL’S ECONOMIC BOOST
(By Chad Stone)

The Murray-Ryan budget deal provides a
stimulative boost to the economy—albeit a
modest one. But here’s the rub: the economic
drag caused by lawmakers’ failure to include
an extension of federal emergency jobless
benefits in the deal would likely negate that
stimulus.

Economist Joel Prakken of Macro-
economic Advisers says that the deal would
boost economic growth by ‘“‘maybe 1/4 per-
centage point”’ compared to the sequestra-
tion cuts scheduled under current law. The
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deal follows the sound principle under cur-
rent circumstances of raising deficits in the
near term to boost the economic recovery
but reducing them by an even larger amount
later, when the economy is expected to be
stronger.

The problem is, the Congressional Budget
Office (CBO) estimates that Emergency Un-
employment Compensation (EUC) has a very
similar impact—boosting the economy by up
to 0.3 percent by the end of 2014 and adding
up to 300,000 jobs. Not extending EUC would
remove that potential boost from the econ-
omy.

The budget deal and extending EUC have
similar economic effects because their budg-
etary effects are roughly the same size: CBO
estimates that the budget deal’s increases in
discretionary spending would raise federal
spending by $26 billion in fiscal year 2014 and
$22 billion in fiscal year 2015, while its def-
icit-reduction provisions would cut spending
by roughly $3 billion in each fiscal year. Net-
ting these effects and assuming that about a
quarter of spending for fiscal year 2015
(which starts October 1, 2014) occurs in cal-
endar year 2014, the budget deal would
produce a net increase in spending of about
$28 billion by the end of calendar year 2014.
CBO estimates that extending EUC would
cost about $26 billion in calendar year 2014.

CBO and other analysts generally regard
spending on unemployment insurance as pro-
viding more ‘‘bang for the buck’ than most
other stimulus measures. So, the economic
drag in 2014 from a failure to extend EUC is
likely to be at least as large as the economic
boost from the budget deal.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. You know, it is
very good that we have a deal. The
American people are frustrated and
tired. Our offices are being bombarded
by calls from people from all political
perspectives that they are glad for the
deal; and to be honest with you, I am
glad that we have made some progress.
Many of us want to be part of the deal.

But I know that it is equally impor-
tant to raise the concern of faces like
this, faces across America who equal
the 1.3 million number of Americans
who will lose their unemployment ben-
efits; 3.5 million in 2014; 200,000 mili-
tary veterans and 2 million children.
And so we can’t only be about our-
selves in this holiday season, particu-
larly as we recognize that the Pope,
being named Man of the Year, has spo-
ken to the world eloquently about this
whole issue of the vulnerable.

And so I ask this, Mr. WOODALL and
the Rules Committee: let’s put the Van
Hollen-Lee-Levin amendment to the
floor tonight. Call us back, Mr. BOEH-
NER. Let us vote to provide for unem-
ployment insurance for working men
and women. Faces across America will
not have the tears of desperation. The
deal is good, but the people are suf-
fering. We cannot allow this to happen
in this season of joy and giving.

Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak on the rule and
the underlying bill, H.J. Res. 59, the “Bipar-
tisan Budget Act of 2013 and Pathway for
Sustainable Growth in Medicare Reform Act of
2013.”
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The budget proposal before us is not per-
fect—far from it—but it is a modest and posi-
tive step toward preventing Republicans from
shutting down the government again and man-
ufacturing crises that only harm our economy,
destroy jobs, and weaken our middle class.
Thank goodness for small favors.

As with any compromise there are some
things in the agreement that | support and
some things that | strongly oppose.

On the positive side:

Republicans—and the bipartisan deal does
not cut Medicare, Social Security, or Medicaid
benefits by a penny even though our friends
across the aisle went into the talks insisting on
cuts to programs that sustain families and
seniors.

Over the Republicans insistence, the agree-
ment replaces almost two-thirds of the se-
quester’s disastrous impending cuts to impor-
tant domestic investments like education,
medical research and law enforcement.

The agreement scales back the proposed
cuts to federal employees sought by Repub-
licans and exempts current federal employees.

On the negative side:

Mr. Speaker, it is outrageous—it is scan-
dalous—that the budget agreement does not
include an extension of unemployment insur-
ance for the 1.3 million jobless workers—
68,900 in Texas—will have their benefits cut
off on December 28, and nearly another 1.9
million—106,900 Texans—will lose their un-
employment benefits over the first half of next
year.

If Congress does not act immediately to ex-
tend these benefits, a devastating blow will be
dealt not only to the millions of Americans who
are already struggling, but to our economy.

That is why yesterday | joined with 165 of
Democratic colleagues in calling upon Speak-
er Boehner not to adjourn this House for the
year without extending the vital unemployment
insurance desperately needed by millions of
our fellow citizens.

To let their benefits expire in the middle of
the holiday season is cruel and heartless and
unworthy of a great and generous nation.

Cutting off unemployment benefits at the
end of the year will only further hurt an econ-
omy already injured by sequestration and the
Republican government shutdown.

The Congressional Budget Office estimated
that 750,000 fewer jobs will be created or re-
tained in calendar year 2013 because of the
budget cuts under sequestration.

The government shutdown cost our econ-
omy an additional 120,000 jobs in the first two
weeks of October alone, according to the
Council of Economic Advisors.

The Economic Policy Institute estimates that
cutting off extended unemployment benefits
would cost our economy 310,000 jobs next
year because of reduced consumer demand.

Other experts, like Michael Feroli, the chief
economist at JPMorgan Chase, indicate that
allowing the federal unemployment insurance
(Ul) program to expire could shave as much
0.4 percentage point off our economy’s growth
in the first quarter of 2014.

Letting unemployment benefits expire will
deprive our economy of the positive impact
unemployment insurance provides since finan-
cially stressed unemployed workers spend any
benefits they receive quickly.

CBO also concluded in a 2012 report that
assistance for the unemployed has one of the
“largest effects on employment per dollar of
budgetary cost.”
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| agree. Therefore, | urge all Members to
join me in voting against this rule.
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Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, it is my
great pleasure to yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. MESSER).

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Georgia for yield-
ing me time.

I rise in support of the bipartisan
budget act, the underlying rule, and
Chairman RYAN’s hard work.

This isn’t a perfect deal, but it is bet-
ter than the alternative. This bill re-
places some of the indiscriminate
spending cuts called for by sequestra-
tion and replaces it with smarter ones;
it makes modest reforms that will re-
duce the deficit without raising taxes;
and it continues our Nation’s trajec-
tory toward a more fiscally responsible
government.

I agree with those critics who say
this bill doesn’t solve all of our Na-
tion’s budget problems, but ‘‘no” can’t
always be the answer. Reality is that
we have a Democratic President and a
Democrat-led Senate. Given that re-
ality, this is a solid deal. And virtually
everyone agrees that we don’t need an-
other government shutdown. It is time
to put politics aside and make genuine
progress on ending wasteful Wash-
ington spending. This is a good first
step in that direction.

Let’s not be afraid to take that step
and move forward toward common
ground from which we can continue
fighting for fiscal sanity for hard-
working taxpayers.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1%2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DANNY K.
DAvVIS), a member of the Ways and
Means Committee.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I want to thank the ranking
member for yielding.

I rise in opposition to this rule, and I
don’t do so because it gives us limited
opportunity to keep the government
open for a few days, and I know that we
are going to allow our physicians to
practice medicine so that they can
take care of Medicare patients for a
few more days. What it does not do is
it does not extend unemployment in-
surance for those 2 million or more
people who will not have it. This is not
going to be a good Christmas for many
of the people in my district. It is going
to be just the opposite.

I will vote against the rule so that we
can, in fact, come back and provide un-
employment compensation to those
millions who need it.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1%2 minutes to the gen-

tleman from Rhode Island (Mr.
CICILLINE), a member of the Budget
Committee.

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman for yielding.

The budget deal that we are voting
on today is a step in the right direction
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because it blunts some of the painful
cuts caused by sequestration. But a
critical piece is missing: extending un-
employment benefits that are due to
expire at the end of this year.

It is an absolute disgrace that this
body would even consider leaving town
without finishing our work and ensur-
ing that we address the needs of the
long-term unemployed. Just 3 days
after Christmas, 1.3 million Americans
struggling to find work will imme-
diately be thrown out into the cold and
lose their unemployment assistance,
including 4,900 Rhode Islanders who
will lose their benefits on December 28.
Much of the economic gain achieved in
this budget deal will be nearly wiped
out by failing to extend unemployment
insurance.

Mr. Speaker, how do you plan to ex-
plain to your constituents your 3-week
vacation when you have constituents
who won’t be able to keep the heat on
or put the next meal on their dinner
table because Congress failed to do its
job?

We should, every day, but especially
during this time of year, be thinking of
others and taking care of one another,
not walking away from our responsibil-
ities and ignoring the challenges facing
our fellow citizens.

We have 15 days to figure this out.
What is the rush to leave town? It
won’t take much time to resolve this
problem because we already have the
answer.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the House call up H.R. 3546
for immediate consideration. This will
extend unemployment benefits for 1.3
million Americans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the
gentleman from Georgia yield for a
unanimous-consent request?

Mr. WOODALL. No.

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

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I urge
my colleagues to vote against this rule
and to stand up and fight for the 1.3
million Americans who will lose their
benefits on December 28.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms.
NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend from New York for
yielding.

I don’t see how my colleagues can go
home for Christmas leaving their con-
stituents who are unemployed with no
Christmas at all. I understand this bill
to be important for its elimination of
some sequestration. That is a small
favor considering that sequestration
may be the only bill nobody wanted
that nevertheless prevailed. But the
callous treatment of the unemployed is
unforgiveable, especially at this sea-
son. I am really outraged by the notion
of some of my colleagues about the in-
centive to remain on unemployment
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insurance, when the benefits per week
have gone down one-third across the
States.

We are exposing those who have
worked and paid into unemployment
insurance to more hard times, but we
are also exposing our economy, itself,
because the loss of unemployment in-
surance means another loss of 300,000
jobs.

This bill is counterproductive. It is
counterintuitive. It spoils an otherwise
acceptable bill. It makes a mockery of
Christmas.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, may
I inquire if my colleague has further
speakers? If not, I am prepared to
close.

Mr. WOODALL. I am the final speak-
er on our side.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time.

Today’s proposal is a step in the
right direction, but we must improve
this bill before we vote on final pas-
sage.

What have we learned here today? We
have learned first that during the
budget negotiations that it was deter-
mined that the doc fix, as we call it—
doctors’ payments—and unemployment
insurance would not be in the scope of
what they were doing and we would do
that separately. Then, unbeknownst to
us on our side, after agreeing to that,
only the doc fix, as we call it, was put
back into this bill. It was supposed to
be separate, it was a part of the rule,
and it would be voted on automatically
when we vote for this rule today.

The only thing left out was unem-
ployment extension, and I think we
know why. We heard from our col-
league that he thinks there is plenty of
money out there. They are not going to
go without a thing. That is totally un-
true. It would be a tragedy of gigantic
proportions if this House turned down
the extension of unemployment bene-
fits because some Members believe it is
not going to happen. It is going to hap-
pen, and it is not because we didn’t try
in the Rules Committee to try to ex-
plain it.

There is no justification in the world
for turning down a 3-month extension
in the dead of winter that is paid for,
that adds not a penny to anything. And
there was no bipartisanship in the
Rules Committee on this last night. We
did our very best, but we were out-
numbered considerably, 9-4.

Nonetheless, we think it is important
enough today to give every Member of
this House a second chance, and we are
going to ask everybody who wants to
make sure the people in their districts
who are unemployed, through no fault
of their own—there has been sort of a
prevailing thought that we have heard
from time to time that if we don’t ex-
tend unemployment insurance, we will
teach them a lesson; we will teach
them not to have a job. They will find
out right away that is not the way to
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live, despite the fact, as was pointed
out, 20,000 people applied for 600 jobs.
That gives you some idea of what that
is like. Some people have come before
committees here with stacks of re-
sumes that they have sent out as high
as 2 feet with rejection notices that
they have gotten. They are not there.

We are going to give another chance
on the previous question. I want every-
body on both sides of the aisle who be-
lieves they cannot go home—and we
did have a resolution here not to go
home until our work is finished—but
that we will take care of our fellow
Americans in need, which we hope is
temporary, which again depends very
much on what we do in the future. We
will give you a chance if we vote ‘‘no”’
on the previous question to this rule.
Then I will be allowed to bring up the
amendment that was turned down last
night to extend it for 3 months. Imag-
ine, 3 months all paid for again.

So it is really appalling to me that
we can fix anything here, but we can
literally let children, veterans, people
who are unable to work, the disabled,
and the people who have lost their jobs,
that we can say to them that it doesn’t
matter here in the House of Represent-
atives if you are hungry, if you are
cold, if you are going to lose the place
that you live, if your sustenance is
taken away from you. We don’t care.
Maybe some church somewhere, some
temple, some synagogue will take care
of you.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
allow the House to extend unemploy-
ment insurance for 1.3 million Ameri-
cans.

I ask unanimous consent to insert
the text of the amendment in the
RECORD, along with extraneous mate-
rial, immediately prior to the vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New York?

There was no objection.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘“‘no”” on the rule and
vote ‘“‘no’’ on the previous question.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I am surprised we have spent most of
the hour talking about what is not in
this rule today because we have great
cause of celebration for what is in this
rule today.

It has not been months; it has been
years we have been working to get a
farm bill. There is an extension that
this rule allows to be voted on that will
bring us in the next 30 days that agree-
ment we have been so long searching
for.

Mr. Speaker, it has been since 1997
that the SGR has been a part of our
lingo here. That is that provision that
threatens access to health care for
every senior in America. This bill
today, this rule today allows us to have
a vote on a bipartisan, bicameral solu-
tion to that. It is actually a 3-month
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extension that leads to the end of this
discussion forever, putting at ease
every senior’s mind in America that
around this time of year, every year,
their access to care will be threatened.

Perhaps most importantly, Mr.
Speaker, this rule allows for a vote on
the bipartisan, bicameral budget agree-
ment.

This is not a grand agreement. It is
not the grand agreement that I have
been fighting for on the Budget Com-
mittee for the last 3 years, but what it
is is a small step in the right direction.
The reason it is a small step in the
right direction, Mr. Speaker, is that we
take those sequester cuts that no one
would argue were done in a discrimi-
nate manner, we preserve those sav-
ings, but we apply them in a much
more discriminate manner. For me,
that is national security. The concern
has always been national security.

Today, Air Force units have reduced
their training activities by about 25
percent. With the sequester, only 2 of
43 active brigade combat teams are
ready or available for deployment in
the United States Army. We absolutely
must rein in Federal spending—this
budget agreement does that—but we
must do so in a responsible way that
preserves our national security.

The sequester reductions that were
coming up in January, as many of my
friends know, fell on no program in the
land except for our Armed Forces, ex-
cept for our national security. The
Constitution does not ask much of us
in this House, Mr. Speaker—far too
often we are doing too much here as
opposed to not enough—but it asks us
to protect and preserve our national se-
curity. And with this bill today, while
it does not achieve my Medicare goals,
while it does not achieve my Social Se-
curity goals, while it does not achieve
the budget reduction goals I would like
to see, it does replace an indiscrimi-
nate sequester with discriminate re-
ductions in mandatory spending pro-
grams, putting those dollars, instead,
towards our national security.

I will end where I began, Mr. Speak-
er, with the letter from Thomas Jeffer-
son to Charles Clay in 1790:

The ground of liberty is to be gained by
inches, and we must be contented to secure
what we can from time to time and eternally
press forward for what is yet to get.

I urge a strong ‘‘yes’” vote on this
rule and a ‘‘no’” vote on my colleague’s
motion so that we do those things that
we are able to do today and then to-
morrow eternally press forward.

The material previously referred to
by Ms. SLAUGHTER is as follows:

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 438 OFFERED BY

MsS. SLAUGHTER OF NEW YORK

In section 1, strike ‘‘to its adoption with-
out intervening motion or demand for divi-
sion of the question” and insert ‘‘and on any
amendment thereto to its adoption without
intervening motion or demand for division of
the question except an amendment specified
in section 12 of this resolution, if offered by
Representative Levin of Michigan or his des-
ignee, which shall be in order without inter-
vention of any point of order or demand for
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division of the question, shall be considered
as read, and shall be separately debatable for
30 minutes equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent.”

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

SEC. 12. The amendment referenced in the
first section of this resolution is as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Levin of Michi-
gan to the motion offered by Mr. Ryan of
Wisconsin:

At the end of division B, add the following:

TITLE III—ADDITIONAL EXTENDERS

Subtitle A—Emergency Unemployment
Compensation
SEC. 1301. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Emer-
gency Unemployment Compensation Exten-
sion Act of 2013”".

SEC. 1302. EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY UNEM-
PLOYMENT COMPENSATION PRO-
GRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 4007(a)(2) of the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Pub-
lic Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amend-
ed by striking ‘“‘January 1, 2014’ and insert-
ing “April 1, 2014”.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 4004(e)(1) of the Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 2008 (Public
Law 110-252; 26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (I), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(2) in subparagraph (J), by inserting ‘‘and”
at the end; and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (J) the
following:

‘“(K) the amendment made by section
1302(a) of the Emergency Unemployment
Compensation Extension Act of 2013;”".

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112—
240).
SEC. 1303. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF EX-

TENDED BENEFIT PROVISIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2005 of the Assist-
ance for Unemployed Workers and Strug-
gling Families Act, as contained in Public
Law 111-5 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2014"’; and

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘June 30,
2014’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2014”.

(b) EXTENSION OF MATCHING FOR STATES
WITH NO WAITING WEEK.—Section 5 of the
Unemployment Compensation Extension Act
of 2008 (Public Law 110-449; 26 U.S.C. 3304
note) is amended by striking ‘‘June 30, 2014’
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2014”°.

(¢) EXTENSION OF MODIFICATION OF INDICA-
TORS UNDER THE EXTENDED BENEFIT PRO-
GRAM.—Section 203 of the Federal-State Ex-
tended Unemployment Compensation Act of
1970 (26 U.S.C. 3304 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2014"’;
and

(2) in subsection (f)(2), by striking ‘‘Decem-
ber 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2014”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect as if
included in the enactment of the American
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-
240).

SEC. 1304. ADDITIONAL EXTENDED UNEMPLOY-
MENT BENEFITS UNDER THE RAIL-
ROAD UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE
ACT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 2(c)(2)(D)(iii) of
the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act
(45 U.S.C. 352(c)(2)(D)(iii)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘June 30, 2013’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘September 30, 2014’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘December 31, 2013”° and in-
serting ‘‘March 31, 2014,
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(b) CLARIFICATION ON AUTHORITY TO USE
FuNDS.—Funds appropriated under either the
first or second sentence of clause (iv) of sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) of the Railroad Unemploy-
ment Insurance Act shall be available to
cover the cost of additional extended unem-
ployment benefits provided under such sec-
tion 2(c)(2)(D) by reason of the amendments
made by subsection (a) as well as to cover
the cost of such benefits provided under such
section 2(c)(2)(D), as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act.

Subtitle B—Agricultural Programs
SEC. 1311. ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF AGRICUL-
TURAL PROGRAMS.

(a) EXTENSION.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this section, and notwithstanding
any other provision of law, the authorities
provided by each provision of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public
Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 1651) and each amend-
ment made by that Act (and for mandatory
programs at such funding levels), as in effect
on September 30, 2013, shall continue, and
the Secretary of Agriculture shall carry out
the authorities, until the later of—

(1) September 30, 2014; and

(2) the date specified in the provision of
such Act or amendment made by such Act.

(b) COMMODITY PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The terms and conditions
applicable to a covered commodity or loan
commodity (as those terms are defined in
section 1001 of the Food, Conservation, and
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8702)) or to pea-
nuts, sugarcane, or sugar beets for the 2012
crop year pursuant to title I of such Act and
each amendment made by that title shall be
applicable to the 2014 crop year for that cov-
ered commodity, loan commodity, peanuts,
sugarcane, or sugar beets.

(2) REDUCTION IN DIRECT PAYMENTS.—For
purposes of applying sections 1103 and 1303 of
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (7 U.S.C. 8713, 87563) for the 2014 crop year
of a covered commodity (as that term is de-
fined in section 1001 of such Act (7 U.S.C.
8702)) or peanuts, the Secretary of Agri-
culture shall modify the terms ‘‘base acres’
and ‘“‘payment acres’’ as otherwise defined in
sections 1001 and 1301 of such Act (7 U.S.C.
8702, 87561) to realize savings of $6,400,000,000
from direct payments for the 10-year period
of 2014 through 2023.

(3) CoTTON.—The authority provided by the
following provisions of title I of the Food,
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 shall
continue through July 31, 2015:

(A) Section 1204(e)(2)(B) (7 U.S.C.
8734(e)(2)(B)) relating to adjustment author-
ity regarding prevailing world market price.

(B) Section 1207(a) (7 U.S.C. 8737(a)) relat-
ing to import quota program.

(C) Section 1208 (7 U.S.C. 8738) relating to
special competitive provisions for extra long
staple cotton.

(4) SUSPENSION OF PERMANENT PRICE SUP-
PORT AUTHORITIES.—The provisions of law
specified in subsections (a) through (c) of
section 1602 of the Food, Conservation, and
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8782) shall be
suspended—

(A) for the 2014 crop year of a covered com-
modity (as that term is defined in section
1001 of such Act (7 U.S.C. 8702)), peanuts, and
sugar, as appropriate; and

(B) in the case of milk, through December
31, 2014.

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT IT
REALLY MEANS

This vote, the vote on whether to order the
previous question on a special rule, is not
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote
against the Republican majority agenda and
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about
what the House should be debating.
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Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the
House of Representatives (VI, 308-311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the
consideration of the subject before the House
being made by the Member in charge.” To
defeat the previous question is to give the
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that
“the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the
control of the resolution to the opposition”
in order to offer an amendment. On March
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated
the previous question and a member of the
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry,
asking who was entitled to recognition.
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R-Illinois) said:
“The previous question having been refused,
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to
the first recognition.”

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

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

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

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

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX,
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this 15-minute vote on ordering the
previous question will be followed by 5-
minute votes on adoption of House Res-
olution 438, if ordered, and agreeing to
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal,

if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 227, nays

195, not voting 9, as follows:

[Roll No. 637]

YEAS—227
Aderholt Graves (MO) Petri
Amash Griffin (AR) Pittenger
Amodei Griffith (VA) Pitts
Bachmann Grimm Poe (TX)
Bachus Guthrie Pompeo
Barletta Hall Posey
Barr Hanna Price (GA)
Benishek Harper Reed
Bentivolio Harris Reichert
Bilirakis Hartzler Renacci
Bishop (UT) Hastings (WA) Ribble
Black Heck (NV) Rice (SC)
Blackburn Hensarling Rigell
Boustany Herrera Beutler Roby
Brady (TX) Holding Roe (TN)
Bridenstine Hudson Rogers (AL)
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp Rogers (KY)
Brooks (IN) Huizenga (MI) Rogers (MI)
Broun (GA) Hultgren Rohrabacher
Buchanan Hunter Rokita
Bucshon Hurt Rooney
Burgess Issa ) Ros-Lehtinen
Calvert Jenkins Roskam
Camp Johnson (OH) Ross
Campbell Johnson, Sam Rothfus
Canpor Jones Royce
Capito Jordan Runyan
Cart@r Joyce Ryan (WI)
Cassidy Kelly (PA) Salmon
Chabot King (IA) Sanford
Chaffetz King (NY) Seali

X calise
Coble Kingston Schock
Coffman Kinzinger (IL) Schweikert
Cole Kline Scott, Austin
Collins (GA) Labrador Sense;lbrenner
Collins (NY) LaMalfa .

Sessions

Conaway Lamborn Shimkus
Cook Lance
Cotton Lankford S?r‘rlfts?n
Cramer Latham 1D
Crawford Latta Sm}th (MO)
Crenshaw LoBiondo Sm}th (NE)
Daines Long Sm}th (NJ)
Davis, Rodney Lucas Smith (TX)
Denham Luetkemeyer Southerland
Dent Lummis Stgwart
DeSantis Marchant Stivers
DesJarlais Marino Stockman
Diaz-Balart Massie Stutzman
Duffy MeAllister Terry
Duncan (SC) McCarthy (CA) ~ Thompson (PA)
Duncan (TN) McCaul Thorqberry
Ellmers McClintock Tiberi
Farenthold McHenry Tipton
Fincher McKeon Turner
Fitzpatrick McKinley Upton
Fleischmann Meadows Valadao
Fleming Meehan Wagner
Flores Messer Walberg
Forbes Mica Walden
Fortenberry Miller (FL) Walorski
Foxx Miller (MI) Weber (TX)
Franks (AZ) Miller, Gary Webster (FL)
Frelinghuysen Mullin Wenstrup
Gardner Mulvaney Westmoreland
Garrett Murphy (PA) Whitfield
Gerlach Neugebauer Williams
Gibbs Noem Wilson (SC)
Gibson Nugent Wittman
Gingrey (GA) Nunes Wolf
Gohmert Nunnelee Womack
Goodlatte Olson Woodall
Gosar Palazzo Yoder
Gowdy Paulsen Yoho
Granger Pearce Young (AK)
Graves (GA) Perry Young (IN)

NAYS—195
Andrews Becerra Braley (IA)
Barber Bera (CA) Brown (FL)
Barrow (GA) Bishop (NY) Brownley (CA)
Barton Blumenauer Bustos
Bass Bonamici Butterfield
Beatty Brady (PA) Capps
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Capuano Horsford Payne
Cardenas Hoyer Pelosi
Carney Huffman Perlmutter
Carson (IN) Israel Peters (CA)
Cartwright Jackson Lee Peters (MI)
Castor (FL) Jeffries Peterson
Chq ) Johnson (GA) Pingree (ME)
Cicilline Johnson, E. B. Pocan
g}arke (NY) Eapggr Polis
ay eating :
Cleaver Kelly (IL) Price (NC)
Quigley
Clyburn Kennedy R
N ahall
Cohen Kildee Rangel
Connolly Kilmer N
Conyers Kind Richmond
Cooper Kirkpatrick Roybal—AHard
Costa Kuster Ruiz
Courtney Langevin Ruppersberger
Crowley Larsen (WA) Ryan (OH)
Cuellar Larson (CT) Sanchez, Linda
Cummings Lee (CA) T.
Davis (CA) Levin Sanchez, Loretta
Davis, Danny Lewis Sarbanes
DeFazio Lipinski Schakowsky
DeGette Loebsack Schiff
Delaney Lofgren Schneider
DeLauro Lowenthal Schrader
DelBene Lowey Schwartz
Deutch Lujan Grisham Scott (VA)
Dingell (NM) Scott, David
Doggett Lujan, Ben Ray Serrano
Duckworth (NM) Sewell (AL)
Edwards Lynch Shea-Porter
Ellison Maffei Sherman
Engel Maloney, Sinema
Enyart Carolyn Sires
Eshoo Maloney, Sean Slaughter
Esty Mathegon Smith (WA)
Farr Matsui Speier
Fattah McCollum Swalwell (CA)
Foster McDermott T
akano
Frankel (FL) McGovern Th
ompson (CA)
Fudge McIntyre Thompson (MS)
Gabbard McNerney Tierney
Gallego Meeks Titus
Garamendi Meng
Garcia Michaud Tonko
Grayson Miller, George Tsongas
Green, Al Moore Van Hollen
Green, Gene Moran Vargas
Grijalva Murphy (FL) Veasey
Gutiérrez Nadler Vela
Hahn Napolitano Velazquez
Hanabusa Neal Visclosky
Hastings (FL) Negrete McLeod ~ Walz
Heck (WA) Nolan Waters
Higgins O’Rourke Watt
Himes Owens Waxman
Hinojosa Pallone Welch
Holt Pascrell Wilson (FL)
Honda Pastor (AZ) Yarmuth
NOT VOTING—9
Bishop (GA) McCarthy (NY) Rush
Castro (TX) McMorris Wasserman
Culberson Rodgers Schultz
Doyle Radel
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Ms. FRANKEL of Florida changed

her vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘“‘nay.”

So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 637 a vote on ordering the previous ques-
tion, had | been present, | would have voted
“yea.”

————————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication from the
Clerk of the House of Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, December 11, 2013.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
The Speaker, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to

transmit herewith a facsimile copy of a let-

December 12, 2013

ter received from the Honorable William
Francis Galvin, Secretary of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, indicating that, ac-
cording to the unofficial returns of the Spe-
cial Election held December 10, 2013, the
Honorable Katherine M. Clark was elected
Representative to Congress for the Fifth
Congressional District, Commonwealth of
Massachusetts.
With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk.
THE COMMONWEALTH
OF MASSACHUSETTS,
Boston, MA, December 11, 2013.
Hon. KAREN L. HAAS,
Clerk, U.S. House of Representatives, The Cap-
itol, Washington, DC.

DEAR Ms. HAAS: This is to advise you that
the unofficial results of the Special State
Election held on Tuesday, December 10, 2013,
for the office of Representative in Congress
from the Fifth Congressional District of
Massachusetts, show that Katherine M.
Clark received 40,172 votes out of 60,937 total
votes cast for that office.

It would appear from these unofficial re-
sults that Katherine M. Clark was elected as
Representative in Congress from the Fifth
Congressional District of Massachusetts.

To the best of our knowledge and belief at
this time, there is no contest to this elec-
tion.

As soon as the official results are certified
to this office by those municipalities located
within the Fifth Congressional District, an
official Certificate of Election will be pre-
pared for transmittal as required by law.

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter.

Very truly yours,
WILLIAM FRANCIS GALVIN,
Secretary of the Commonwealth.

—
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SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE
KATHERINE M. CLARK, OF MAS-
SACHUSETTS, AS A MEMBER OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts, the Honorable
KATHERINE M. CLARK, be permitted to
take the oath of office today.

Her certificate of election has not ar-
rived, but there is no contest and no
question has been raised with regard to
her election.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Will Representative-
elect CLARK and the members of the
Massachusetts delegation present
themselves in the well.

All Members will rise and the Rep-
resentative-elect will please raise her
right hand.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts ap-
peared at the bar of the House and took
the oath of office, as follows:

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

The SPEAKER. Congratulations, you
are now a Member of the 113th Con-
gress.

WELCOMING THE HONORABLE
KATHERINE M. CLARK TO THE
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

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

There was no objection.

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleas-
ure for me to introduce KATHERINE M.
CLARK, with the always important re-
minder that there are fewer than 12,000
men and women who have had the
honor in American history of taking
this oath.

This institution has been home to
Presidents of the United States, mem-
bers of the Supreme Court, and mem-
bers of the United States Senate who
have gone far and wide in helping
America to succeed every day.

KATHERINE CLARK, one of those indi-
viduals who has now joined this impor-
tant and august body, succeeds, again,
a very favorite colleague of ours who
served in this institution with distinc-
tion for 37 years, Senator ED MARKEY.

Mr. Speaker, KATHERINE CLARK is
well grounded in local government,
having served at the school committee
level. She served in the legislature as a
member of the House of Representa-
tives and as a member of the Massa-
chusetts Senate. She has also served
time as a prosecutor. She is well-dis-
tinguished in the State of Massachu-
setts and won a very handsome victory.

It is an honor for me to submit to
you for the first time the Honorable
KATHERINE M. CLARK from the State of
Massachusetts.

The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman
from Massachusetts is recognized.

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker, Leader PELOSI, Con-
gressman NEAL, the Massachusetts del-
egation, and all of you for this very
warm welcome.

Thank you to my family and friends
who are here with me today: my hus-
band, Rodney, and my three sons,
Addison, Jared, and Nathaniel, whose
love every day makes me the luckiest
mom and wife in the world.

My parents, Chan and Judy Clark, I
thank them for their love and support
and teaching me that even when times
are hard, approach life with gratitude,
optimism, respect for others, and a
sense of adventure.

My in-laws, Art and Ladene Dowell, I
am so grateful for all they do to keep
our family running smoothly and all
the love they give us.

And my brother John and his partner
Justin, I thank you for being here and
for all your support.

I am so grateful to the voters of the
Massachusetts Fifth Congressional Dis-
trict for their confidence and the pro-
found privilege of representing them.
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Senator MARKEY, you set a standard
of excellence during your time in the
House. I look forward to carrying on
your work for the people of our district
and partnering with you and the entire
Massachusetts delegation to move
Massachusetts and our country for-
ward.

The Massachusetts Fifth, from Re-
vere to Cambridge, Waltham to Fra-
mingham, is home to some of this
country’s and the world’s most re-
spected universities and innovative
companies. We are deeply proud of
these incredible institutions.

But what defines the Fifth District is
its families. As I have talked with fam-
ilies around their kitchen tables, I
found they are just like mine, and I am
sure they are just like yours. We are
teachers, small business owners, CEOs,
and machinists. We work in stock-
rooms and boardrooms. We are recent
immigrants and we are descendants
from early American settlers. We are of
all political ideologies. And, yes, deep
in the heart of Red Sox Nation, we
even have a few Yankees fans.

What unites our families is they
work hard, play by the rules, and all
they ask in return is a fair shot at the
American Dream. Our families want to
find a good job, send their children to
great schools, save for college, and
count on a secure retirement. They
want to know that the issues they talk
about around their kitchen tables are
the issues that we will talk about here
in Congress.

I am honored to join the Massachu-
setts delegation and represent the peo-
ple of the Fifth Congressional District
in the House of Representatives. I look
forward to working together with each
of you for the families of my district,
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
and the United States of America.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(d) of
rule XX, the Chair announces to the
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentlewoman
from Massachusetts (Ms. CLARK), the
whole number of the House is 433.

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF SENATE AMENDMENT TO H.J.
RES. 59, CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS RESOLUTION, 2014;
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND THE
RULES; PROVIDING FOR PRO-
CEEDINGS DURING THE PERIOD
FROM DECEMBER 14, 2013,
THROUGH JANUARY 6, 2014; AND
FOR OTHER PURPOSES

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5-
minute voting will continue.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution.

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

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER. This is a 5-minute
vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 226, nays
195, not voting 11, as follows:

[Roll No. 638]

YEAS—226
Aderholt Graves (GA) Petri
Amash Graves (MO) Pittenger
Amodei Griffin (AR) Pitts
Bachmann Griffith (VA) Poe (TX)
Bachus Grimm Pompeo
Barletta Guthrie Posey
Barr Hall Price (GA)
Barton Hanna Reed
Benishek Harper Reichert
Bgr}tivqlio Harris Renacci
B}hra}{ls Hartlzler Ribble
Bishop (UT) Hastings (WA) Rice (SC)
Black Heck (NV) Rigell
Blackburn Hensarling Roby
Boustany Herrera Beutler Roe (TN)
Brady (TX) Holding Rogers (AL)
Bridenstine Hudson Rogers (KY)
Brooks (AL) Huelskamp R
) ogers (MI)

Brooks (IN) Huizenga (MI) Rohrabacher
Broun (GA) Hultgren Rokita
Buchanan Hunter
Bucshon Hurt Rooney .
Burgess Issa Ros-Lehtinen
Calvert Jenkins Roskam
Camp Johnson (OH) Ross
Campbell Johnson, Sam Rothfus
Cantor Jordan Royce
Capito Joyce Runyan
Carter Kelly (PA) Ryan (WD)
Cassidy King (IA) Salmon
Chabot King (NY) Sanford
Chaffetz Kingston Scalise
Coble Kinzinger (IL) Schock
Coffman Kline Schweikert
Cole Labrador Scott, Austin
Collins (GA) LaMalfa Sensenbrenner
Collins (NY) Lamborn Sessions
Conaway Lance Shimkus
Cook Lankford Shuster
Cotton Latham Simpson
Cramer Latta Smith (MO)
Crawford LoBiondo Smith (NE)
Crenshaw Long Smith (NJ)
Daines Lucas Smith (TX)
Davis, Rodney Luetkemeyer Southerland
Denham Lummis Stewart
Dent ) Marghant Stivers
DeSantis Marino Stockman
DesJarlais Massie Terry
Datty Mgéﬁsﬁer(cm Thompson (PA)

uily v "
Duncan (SC) McCanl %ﬁ;ﬁbe" v
Duncan (TN) McClintock Tipton
Ellmers McHenry Turner
Farenthold McKeon Upton
Fincher McKinley Valadao
Fitzpatrick Meadows W 1
Fleischmann Meehan agner
Fleming Messer Walberg
Flores Mica Walden .
Forbes Miller (FL) Walorski
Fortenberry Miller (MI) Weber (TX)
Foxx Miller, Gary Webster (FL)
Franks (AZ) Mullin Wenstrup
Frelinghuysen Mulvaney Westmoreland
Gardner Murphy (PA) Whitfield
Garrett Neugebauer Williams
Gerlach Noem Wilson (SC)
Gibbs Nugent Wittman
Gibson Nunes Wolf
Gingrey (GA) Nunnelee Womack
Gohmert Olson Woodall
Goodlatte Palazzo Yoder
Gosar Paulsen Yoho
Gowdy Pearce Young (AK)
Granger Perry Young (IN)

NAYS—195

Andrews Brady (PA) Carson (IN)
Barber Braley (IA) Cartwright
Barrow (GA) Brown (FL) Castor (FL)
Bass Brownley (CA) Chu
Beatty Bustos Cicilline
Becerra Butterfield Clark (MA)
Bera (CA) Capps Clarke (NY)
Bishop (NY) Capuano Clay
Blumenauer Cardenas Cleaver
Bonamici Carney Clyburn
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Cohen Kaptur Peters (MI)
Connolly Keating Peterson
Conyers Kelly (IL) Pingree (ME)
Cooper Kennedy Pocan
Costa Kildee Polis
Courtney Kilmer Price (NC)
Cuellar Kind Quigley
Cummings Kirkpatrick Rahall
gaV}s (](;A) Euster ) Rangel

avis, Danny angevin :
DeFazio Larsen (WA) glo(;}g:lo—g(}lard
DeGette Larson (CT) Ruiz
Delaney Lee (CA) Ruppersherger
DeLauro Levin
DelBene Lewis Ryan (OH) .
Deutch Lipinski Sanchez, Linda
Dingell Loebsack T.
Doggett Lofgren Sanchez, Loretta
Duckworth Lowenthal Sarbanes
Edwards Lowey Schakowsky
Ellison Lujan Grisham  Schiff
Engel (NM) Schneider
Enyart Lujan, Ben Ray  Schrader
Eshoo (NM) Schwartz
Esty Lynch Scott (VA)
Farr Maffei Scott, David
Fattah Maloney, Serrano
Foster Carolyn Sewell (AL)
Frankel (FL) Maloney, Sean Shea-Porter
Fudge Matheson Sherman
Gabbard Matsui Sinema
Gallego McCollum Sires
Garamendi McDermott Slaughter
Garcia McGovern Smith (WA)
Grayson McIntyre Speier
Green, Al McNerney Swalwell (CA)
Green, Gene Meeks Takano
Grijalva Meng
Gutiérrez Michand %gzg:gg &‘3
Hahn Miller, George Tierne
Hanabusa Moore . v
Hastings (FL) Moran Titus
Heck (WA) Murphy (FL) Tonko
Higgins Nadler Tsongas
Himes Napolitano Van Hollen
Hinojosa Neal Vargas
Holt Negrete McLeod — Veasey
Honda Nolan Vela
Horsford O’Rourke Velazquez
Hoyer Owens Visclosky
Huffman Pallone Walz
Israel Pascrell Waters
Jackson Lee Pastor (AZ) Watt
Jeffries Payne Waxman
Johnson (GA) Pelosi Welch
Johnson, E. B. Perlmutter Wilson (FL)
Jones Peters (CA) Yarmuth

NOT VOTING—I11

Bishop (GA) McCarthy (NY) Stutzman
Castro (TX) McMorris Wasserman
Crowley Rodgers Schultz
Culberson Radel

Doyle Rush

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WOMACK) (during the vote). There are 2
minutes remaining.
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So the resolution was agreed to.

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

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 250, nays
147, answered ‘‘present’” 2, not voting
33, as follows:

[Roll No. 639]
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Welch Wilson (FL) Yoho
Westmoreland Wilson (SC) Young (IN)
Whitfield Wolf
Williams Womack
NAYS—147
Aderholt Graves (GA) Pallone
Amash Graves (MO) Pascrell
Andrews Green, Al Pastor (AZ)
Barber Green, Gene Paulsen
Barr Griffin (AR) Pearce
Bass Griffith (VA) Peters (CA)
Beatty Hanna Peterson
Bgmshek Hartzler Pittenger
Bishop (NY) Heck (NV) Poe (TX)
Bishop (UT) Herrera Beutler Price (GA)
Brady (PA) Holding Rahall
aha.

Braley (IA) Horsford Reed
Broun (GA) Hoyer Reichert
Bucshon Hudson .
Burgess Hunter sznacm
Capuano Israel R;chmond
Cardenas Jackson Lee Rigell
Castor (FL) Jeffries Roe (TN)
Chu Jenkins Roybal-Allard
Clarke (NY) Johnson (OH) Ryan (OH)
Clyburn Johnson, E. B. Salmon
Cohen Jordan Sanchez, Linda
Collins (GA) Joyce T.
Connolly Kilmer Sanchez, Loretta
Conyers Kind Sarbanes
Costa Kinzinger (IL) Schakowsky
Cotton Kirkpatrick Schiff
Courtney Lance Schock
Crawford Latham Sewell (AL)
Crowley Latta Sires
Davis, Rodney Lee (CA) Slaughter
Denham Lew@s Smith (MO)
DgSancls LoBiondo Stivers
Dingell Lyncl} Stockman
Duckworth Maffei Terry
Duffy Maloney, Sean Thompson (CA)
Edwards Marchant Thom

: pson (MS)
Ellison Matheson Thompson (PA)
Esty McDermott
Farenthold McGovern Valadao
Farr Miller, George Vea§ey
Fincher Moore Velazquez
Fitzpatrick Mulvaney Visclosky
Fleming Murphy (FL) Walberg
Flores Napolitano Weber (TX)
Foxx Neal Wenstrup
Garcia Negrete McLeod Wittman
Gardner Nolan Woodall
Garrett Nugent Yoder
Gibson Palazzo Young (AK)

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—2

Gohmert

Owens

NOT VOTING—33

Bishop (GA) Hinojosa Rush
Blumenauer Kelly (IL) Scott, Austin
Castro (TX) Levin Sinema
Culberson Loebsack Swalwell (CA)
DeFazio Lowey Tierney
Doyle McCarthy (NY) Tsongas
Duncan (TN) McMorris Vargas
Fudge Rodgers Vela

Gingrey (GA) Meeks Wasserman
Grijalva Miller (FL) Schultz
Hastings (FL) Nunnelee Yarmuth
Hastings (WA) Radel

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 638 a vote on approving the resolution,
had | been present, | would have voted “yea.”

———

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the
Journal, which the Chair will put de
novo.

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal.

YEAS—250
Amodei Goodlatte Murphy (PA)
Bachmann Gosar Nadler
Bachus Gowdy Neugebauer
Barletta Granger Noem
Barrow (GA) Grayson Nunes
Barton Grimm O’Rourke
Becerra Guthrie Olson
Bentivolio Gutiérrez Payne
Bera (CA) Hahn Pelosi
Bilirakis Hall Perlmutter
Black Hanabusa Perry
Blackburn Harper Peters (MI)
Bonamici Harris Petri
Boustany Heck (WA) Pingree (ME)
Brady (TX) Hensarling Pitts
Bridenstine Higgins Pocan
Brooks (AL) Himes Polis
Brooks (IN) Holt Pompeo
Brown (FL) Honda Posey
Brownley (CA) Huelskamp Price (NC)
Buchanan Huffman Quigley
Bustos Huizenga (MI) Rangel
Butterfield Hultgren Ribble
Calvert Hurt Rice (SC)
Camp Issa Roby
Campbell Johnson (GA) Rogers (AL)
Cantor Johnson, Sam Rogers (KY)
Capito Jones Rogers (MI)
Capps Kaptur Rohrabacher
Carney Keating Rokita
Carson (IN) Kelly (PA) Rooney
Carter Kennedy Ros-Lehtinen
Cartwright Kildee Roskam
Cassidy King (IA) Ross
Chabot King (NY) Rothfus
Chaffetz Kingston Royce
Cicilline Kline Ruiz
Clark (MA) Kuster Runyan
Clay Labrador Ruppersberger
Cleaver LaMalfa Ryan (WI)
Coble Lamborn Sanford
Coffman Langevin Scalise
Cole Lankford Schneider
Collins (NY) Larsen (WA) Schrader
Conaway Larson (CT) Schwartz
Cook Lipinski Schweikert
Cooper Lofgren Scott (VA)
Cramer Long Scott, David
Crenshaw Lowenthal Sensenbrenner
Cuellar Lucas Serrano
Cummings Luetkemeyer Sessions
Daines Lujan Grisham Shea-Porter
Davis (CA) (NM) Sherman
Dayvis, Danny Lujan, Ben Ray Shimkus
DeGette (NM) Shuster
Delaney Lummis Simpson
DeLauro Maloney, Smith (NE)
DelBene Carolyn Smith (NJ)
Dent Marino Smith (TX)
DesJarlais Massie Smith (WA)
Deutch Matsui Southerland
Diaz-Balart McAllister Speier
Doggett McCarthy (CA) Stewart
Duncan (SC) McCaul Stutzman
Ellmers McClintock Takano
Engel McCollum Thornberry
Enyart McHenry Tiberi
Eshoo McIntyre Tipton
Fattah McKeon Titus
Fleischmann McKinley Tonko
Forbes McNerney Turner
Fortenberry Meadows Upton
Foster Meehan Van Hollen
Frankel (FL) Meng Wagner
Franks (AZ) Messer Walden
Frelinghuysen Mica Walorski
Gabbard Michaud Walz
Gallego Miller (MI) Waters
Garamendi Miller, Gary Watt
Gerlach Moran Waxman
Gibbs Mullin Webster (FL)

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
[0 1450

So the Journal was approved.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated for:

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
No. 639 a vote on approving the journal, had
| been present, | would have voted “yea.”

———
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings



December 12, 2013

today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

——————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 441) providing for the
concurrence by the House in the Sen-
ate amendments to H.R. 3304, with an
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 441

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution the House shall be considered to
have taken from the Speaker’s table the bill,
H.R. 3304, with the Senate amendments
thereto, and to have—

(1) concurred in the Senate amendment to
the title;

(2) concurred in the first three Senate
amendments to the text of the bill; and

(3) concurred in the fourth Senate amend-
ment to the text of the bill with the fol-
lowing amendment:

In lieu of striking the matter proposed to
be stricken on page 3, line 9, by the amend-
ment of the Senate to the text of the bill,
strike ‘‘requested’ on page 3, line 9, and in-
sert the following:
to award the Medal of Honor under section
3741 of such title to Donald P. Sloat of the
United States Army for the acts of valor dur-
ing the Vietnam Conflict described in sub-
section (b).

(b) ACTs OF VALOR DESCRIBED.—The acts of
valor referred to in subsection (a) are the ac-
tions of then Specialist Four Donald P. Sloat
of the United States Army serving with 3rd
Platoon, Delta Company, 2nd Battalion, 1st
Infantry, 196th Light Infantry Brigade,
Americal Division on January 17, 1970, dur-
ing the Vietnam Conflict.

SEC. 3. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2014”’.

SEC. 4. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) DI1visiIONS.—This Act is organized into
four divisions as follows:

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

(2) Division B—Military Construction Au-
thorizations.

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

(4) Division D—Funding Tables.

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

Sec. 1. Short title.

Sec. 2. Organization of Act into divisions;
table of contents.

Sec. 3. Congressional defense committees.

Sec. 4. Explanatory statement.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Limitation on availability of funds
for Stryker vehicle program.
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Sec. 112. Study on multiyear, multivehicle
procurement authority for tac-
tical vehicles.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

121. CVN-T78 class aircraft carrier pro-
gram.

122. Repeal of requirements relating to
procurement of future surface
combatants.

123. Multiyear procurement authority
for E-2D aircraft program.

124. Limitation on availability of funds
for Littoral Combat Ship.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

131. Repeal of requirement for mainte-
nance of certain retired KC-
135K aircraft.

132. Multiyear procurement authority
for C-130J aircraft.

133. Prohibition on cancellation or
modification of avionics mod-
ernization program for C-130
aircraft.

134. Prohibition of procurement of un-
necessary C-27J aircraft by the
Air Force.

Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

Personal protection equipment pro-
curement.

Repeal of certain F-35 reporting re-
quirements.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of RQ-4 Global
Hawk unmanned aircraft sys-
tems and A-10 aircraft.

MC-12 Liberty Intelligence, Sur-
veillance, and Reconnaissance
aircraft.

Competition for evolved expendable
launch vehicle providers.

Reports on personal protection
equipment and health and safe-
ty risks associated with ejec-
tion seats.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

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

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

211. Modification of requirements on bi-
ennial strategic plan for the
Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency.

Limitation on availability of funds
for ground combat vehicle engi-
neering and manufacturing
phase.

Limitation and reporting require-
ments for unmanned -carrier-
launched surveillance and
strike system program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Air Force logistics trans-
formation.

Limitation on availability of funds
for defensive cyberspace oper-
ations of the Air Force.

Limitation on availability of funds
for precision extended range
munition program.

Long-range standoff weapon re-
quirement; prohibition on
availability of funds for non-
competitive procedures for of-
fensive anti-surface warfare
weapon contracts of the Navy.

Review of software development for
F-35 aircraft.

Evaluation and assessment of the
distributed common ground
system.

Operationally responsive space.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 141.

Sec. 142.

Sec. 143.

Sec. 144.

Sec. 145.

Sec. 146.

Sec.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.
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Sec. 221. Sustainment or replacement of
Blue Devil intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance capa-
bilities.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

Sec. 231. Improvements to acquisition ac-
countability reports on bal-
listic missile defense system.

Prohibition on wuse of funds for
MEADS program.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for integration of certain mis-
sile defense systems; report on
regional ballistic missile de-
fense.

Availability of funds for co-produc-
tion of Iron Dome short-range
rocket defense system in the
United States.

Additional missile defense radar for
the protection of the United
States homeland.

Evaluation of options for future
ballistic missile defense sensor
architectures.

Plans to improve the ground-based
midcourse defense system.

Report on potential future home-
land ballistic missile defense
options.

Briefings on status of implementa-
tion of certain missile defense
matters.

Sense of Congress and report on
NATO and missile defense bur-
den-sharing.

Sense of Congress on deployment of
regional ballistic missile de-
fense capabilities.

Sense of Congress on procurement
of capability enhancement II
exoatmospheric kill vehicle.

Subtitle D—Reports

Annual Comptroller General report
on the amphibious combat vehi-
cle acquisition program.

Annual Comptroller General of the
United States report on the ac-
quisition program for the VXX
Presidential Helicopter.

Report on strategy to improve body
armor.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Establishment of Communications
Security Review and Advisory
Board.

Extension and expansion of mecha-
nisms to provide funds for de-
fense laboratories for research
and development of tech-
nologies for military missions.

Extension of authority to award
prizes for advanced technology
achievements.

Five-year extension of pilot pro-
gram to include technology
protection features during re-
search and development of cer-
tain defense systems.

Briefing on biometrics activities of
the Department of Defense.

Sense of Congress on importance of
aligning common missile com-
partment of Ohio-class replace-
ment program with the United
Kingdom’s Vanguard successor
program.

267. Sense of Congress on counter-elec-
tronics high power microwave
missile project.

TITLE III—OPERATION AND

MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance fund-
ing.

Sec. 232.

Sec. 233.

Sec. 234.

Sec. 235.

Sec. 236.

Sec. 237.

Sec. 238.

Sec. 239.

Sec. 240.

Sec. 241.

Sec. 242.

Sec. 251.

Sec. 252.

Sec. 253.

Sec. 261.

Sec. 262.

Sec. 263.

Sec. 264.

Sec. 265.

Sec. 266.

Sec.
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Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Deadline for submission of reports
on proposed budgets for activi-
ties relating to operational en-
ergy strategy.

Facilitation of interagency co-
operation in conservation pro-
grams of the Departments of
Defense, Agriculture, and Inte-
rior to avoid or reduce adverse
impacts on military readiness
activities.

Sec. 313. Reauthorization of Sikes Act.

Sec. 314. Clarification of prohibition on dis-
posing of waste in open-air burn
pits.

Sec. 315. Limitation on availability of funds
for procurement of drop-in
fuels.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

Sec. 321. Strategic policy for prepositioned
materiel and equipment.

Sec. 322. Department of Defense manufac-

turing arsenal study and report.

Consideration of Army arsenals’ ca-
pabilities to fulfill manufac-
turing requirements.

Strategic policy for the retrograde,
reconstitution, and replace-
ment of operating forces used
to support overseas contin-
gency operations.

Littoral Combat Ship Strategic
Sustainment Plan.

Strategy for improving asset track-
ing and in-transit visibility.
Subtitle D—Reports

Additional reporting requirements
relating to personnel and unit
readiness.

Modification of authorities on
prioritization of funds for
equipment readiness and stra-
tegic capability.

Revision to requirement for annual
submission of information re-
garding information technology
capital assets.

Modification of annual corrosion
control and prevention report-
ing requirements.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

Authority

Certification for realignment of
forces at Lajes Air Force Base,
Azores.

Limitation on performance of De-
partment of Defense flight dem-
onstration teams outside the
United States.

Limitation on funding for United
States Special Operations Com-
mand National Capital Region.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Trans Regional Web Initia-
tive.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Gifts made for the benefit of mili-
tary musical units.

Revised policy on ground combat
and camouflage utility uni-
forms.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces
Sec. 401. End strengths for active forces.
Sec. 402. Revisions in permanent active duty
end strength minimum levels
and in annual limitation on
certain end strength reduc-
tions.
Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

Sec. 411. End strengths for Selected Reserve.

Sec. 412. End strengths for Reserves on ac-

tive duty in support of the re-

serves.

Sec. 312.

Sec. 323.

Sec. 324.

Sec. 325.

Sec. 326.

Sec. 331.

Sec. 332.

Sec. 333.

Sec. 334.

Sec. 341.

Sec. 342.

Sec. 343.

Sec. 344.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.
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Sec. 413. End strengths for military techni-
cians (dual status).

Sec. 414. Fiscal year 2014 limitation on num-
ber of non-dual status techni-
cians.

Sec. 415. Maximum number of reserve per-
sonnel authorized to be on ac-
tive duty for operational sup-
port.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 421. Military personnel.
TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Generally

Sec. 501. Congressional notification require-
ments related to increases in
number of general and flag offi-
cers on active duty or in joint
duty assignments.

502. Service credit for cyberspace expe-
rience or advanced education
upon original appointment as a
commissioned officer.

503. Selective early retirement author-
ity for regular officers and se-
lective early removal of officers
from reserve active-status list.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component
Management

Suicide prevention efforts for mem-
bers of the reserve components.

Removal of restrictions on the
transfer of officers between the
active and inactive National
Guard.

Limitations on cancellations of de-
ployment of certain reserve
component units and involun-
tary mobilizations of certain
Reserves.

Review of requirements and au-
thorizations for reserve compo-
nent general and flag officers in
an active status.

Feasibility of establishing a unit of
the National Guard in Amer-
ican Samoa and in the Com-
monwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

Sec. 521. Provision of information under
Transition Assistance Program
about disability-related em-
ployment and education protec-
tions.

Medical examination requirements
regarding post-traumatic stress
disorder or traumatic brain in-
jury before administrative sep-
aration.

Establishment and wuse of con-
sistent definition of gender-
neutral occupational standard
for military career designators.

Sense of Congress regarding the
Women in Service Implementa-
tion Plan.

Provision of military service
records to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs in an electronic
format.

Review of Integrated Disability
Evaluation System.

Subtitle D—Military Justice Matters, Other
Than Sexual Assault Prevention and Re-
sponse and Related Reforms

Sec. 531. Modification of eligibility for ap-
pointment as Judge on the
United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces.

Sec. 532. Enhancement of protection of
rights of conscience of members
of the Armed Forces and chap-
lains of such members.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 511.

Sec. 512.

Sec. 513.

Sec. 514.

Sec. 515.

Sec. 522.

Sec. 523.

Sec. 524.

Sec. 525.

Sec. 526.
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Sec. 533. Inspector General investigation of
Armed Forces compliance with
regulations for the protection
of rights of conscience of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and
their chaplains.

Sec. 534. Survey of military chaplains views
on Department of Defense pol-
icy regarding chaplain prayers
outside of religious services.

Subtitle E—Member Education and Training

Sec. 541. Additional requirements for ap-
proval of educational programs
for purposes of certain edu-
cational assistance under laws
administered by the Secretary
of Defense.

Sec. 542. Enhancement of mechanisms to
correlate skills and training for
military occupational special-
ties with skills and training re-
quired for civilian certifi-
cations and licenses.

Sec. 543. Report on the Troops to Teachers
program.

Sec. 544. Secretary of Defense report on fea-
sibility of requiring automatic
operation of current prohibi-
tion on accrual of interest on
direct student loans of certain
members of the Armed Forces.

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education
and Military Family Readiness Matters

Sec. 551. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members
of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense civilian
employees.

. 5562. Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

. 563. Treatment of tuition payments re-
ceived for virtual elementary
and secondary education com-
ponent of Department of De-
fense education program.

564. Family support programs for im-
mediate family members of
members of the Armed Forces
assigned to special operations
forces.

565. Sense of Congress on parental
rights of members of the Armed
Forces in child custody deter-
minations.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

561. Repeal of limitation on number of
medals of honor that may be
awarded to the same member of
the Armed Forces.

Standardization of time-limits for
recommending and awarding
Medal of Honor, Distinguished-
Service Cross, Navy Cross, Air
Force Cross, and Distinguished-
Service Medal.

Recodification and revision of
Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Coast Guard Medal of Honor
Roll requirements.

Prompt replacement of military
decorations.

Review of eligibility for, and award
of, Purple Heart to victims of
the attacks at recruiting sta-
tion in Little Rock, Arkansas,
and at Fort Hood, Texas.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to former mem-
bers of the Armed Forces pre-
viously recommended for award
of the Medal of Honor.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor for acts of valor
during the Vietnam War.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 562.

Sec. 563.

. 564.

. 565.

566.

Sec.

Sec. 567.
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Sec. 568. Authorization for award of the Dis-
tinguished-Service Cross for
acts of valor during the Korean
and Vietnam Wars.

Sec. 569. Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to First Lieu-
tenant Alonzo H. Cushing for
acts of valor during the Civil
War.

Subtitle H—Other Studies, Reviews, Policies,

and Reports

Sec. 571. Report on feasibility of expanding
performance evaluation reports
to include 360-degree assess-
ment approach.

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

Policy on military recruitment and
enlistment of graduates of sec-
ondary schools.

Comptroller General report on use
of determination of personality
disorder or adjustment disorder
as basis to separate members
from the Armed Forces.

Subtitle I—Other Matters

Accounting for members of the
Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees
listed as missing and related re-
ports.

Expansion of privileged informa-
tion authorities to debriefing
reports of certain recovered
persons who were never placed
in a missing status.

Revision of specified senior mili-
tary colleges to reflect consoli-
dation of North Georgia College
and State University and
Gainesville State College.

Review of security of military in-
stallations, including barracks,
temporary lodging facilities,
and multi-family residences.

Authority to enter into concessions
contracts at Army National
Military Cemeteries.

Military salute during recitation of
pledge of allegiance by mem-
bers of the Armed Forces not in
uniform and by veterans.

Improved climate assessments and
dissemination of results.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER

PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. Extension of authority to provide
temporary increase in rates of
basic allowance for housing
under certain circumstances.

Sec. 602. Recognition of additional means by
which members of the National
Guard called into Federal serv-
ice for a period of 30 days or
less may initially report for
duty for entitlement to Dbasic
pay.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and
Incentive Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for reserve forces.

Sec. 612. One-year extension of certain
bonus and special pay authori-
ties for health care profes-
sionals.

Sec. 613. One-year extension of special pay
and bonus authorities for nu-
clear officers.

Sec. 614. One-year extension of authorities
relating to title 37 consolidated
special pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

Sec. 572.

Sec. 573.

Sec. 574.

Sec. 581.

Sec. 582.

Sec. 583.

Sec. 584.

Sec. 585.

Sec. 586.

Sec. 587.
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Sec. 615. One-year extension of authorities
relating to payment of other
title 87 bonuses and special
pays.

Sec. 616. One-year extension of authority to
provide incentive pay for mem-
bers of precommissioning pro-
grams pursuing foreign lan-
guage proficiency.

Sec. 617. Authority to provide bonus to cer-
tain cadets and midshipmen en-
rolled in the Senior Reserve Of-
ficers’ Training Corps.

Sec. 618. Health Professions Stipend Pro-
gram to obtain commissioned
officers in the reserve compo-
nents.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances
Sec. 621. Technical and standardizing
amendments to Department of
Defense travel and transpor-
tation authorities in connec-
tion with reform of such au-
thorities.
Subtitle D—Disability, Retired Pay, and
Survivor Benefits
Sec. 631. Clarification of prevention of re-
tired pay inversion in the case
of members whose retired pay
is computed using high-three.
Sec. 632. Periodic notice to members of the
Ready Reserve on early retire-
ment credit earned for signifi-
cant periods of active Federal
status or active duty.
Sec. 633. Improved assistance for Gold Star
spouses and other dependents.
Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-
appropriated Fund Instrumentality Bene-
fits and Operations
Sec. 641. Expansion of protection of employ-
ees of nonappropriated fund in-
strumentalities from reprisals.
Sec. 642. Modernization of titles of non-
appropriated fund instrumen-
talities for purposes of certain
civil service laws.
Subtitle F—Other Matters

Sec. 651. Authority to provide certain ex-
penses for care and disposition
of human remains that were re-
tained by the Department of
Defense for forensic pathology
investigation.

Sec. 6562. Study of the merits and feasibility
of providing transitional com-
pensation and other transi-
tional benefits to dependents of
members separated for viola-
tion of the Uniform Code of
Military Justice.

TITLE VII-HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care
Benefits

Future availability of TRICARE
Prime for certain beneficiaries
enrolled in TRICARE Prime.

Mental health care treatment
through telemedicine.

Comprehensive policy on improve-
ments to care and transition of
members of the Armed Forces
with urotrauma.

Pilot program on investigational
treatment of members of the
Armed Forces for traumatic
brain injury and post-traumatic
stress disorder.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

Sec. 711. Authority of Uniformed Services
University of Health Sciences
to enter into contracts and
agreements and make grants to
other nonprofit entities.

Sec. 701.

Sec. 702.

Sec. 703.

Sec. 704.
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Sec. 712. Pilot program on increased third-
party collection reimburse-
ments in military medical
treatment facilities.

Sec. 713. Electronic health records of the De-
partment of Defense and the
Department of Veterans Af-
fairs.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 721. Display of budget information for
embedded mental health pro-
viders of the reserve compo-
nents.

Sec. 722. Report on role of Department of
Veterans Affairs in certain Cen-
ters of Excellence.

Sec. 723. Report on memorandum regarding
traumatic brain injuries.

Sec. 724. Report on provision of advanced
prosthetics and orthotics to
members of the Armed Forces
and veterans.

Sec. 725. Comptroller General reports on
TRICARE recovery audit pro-
gram and availability of com-
pounded pharmaceuticals.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, AC-
QUISITION MANAGEMENT, AND RE-
LATED MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and
Management

Sec. 801. Enhanced transfer of technology
developed at Department of De-
fense laboratories.

Sec. 802. Extension of limitation on aggre-
gate annual amount available
for contract services.

Sec. 803. Identification and replacement of
obsolete electronic parts.

Subtitle B—Amendments to
Contracting Authorities, Procedures, and
Limitations

Sec. 811. Government-wide limitations on
allowable costs for contractor
compensation.

Sec. 812. Inclusion of additional cost esti-
mate information in certain re-
ports.

Sec. 813. Amendment relating to compelling
reasons for waiving suspension
or debarment.

Sec. 814. Extension of pilot program on ac-
quisition of military purpose
nondevelopmental items.

Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Major
Defense Acquisition Programs

Sec. 821. Synchronization of cryptographic
systems for major defense ac-
quisition programs.

Sec. 822. Assessment of dedicated ground
control system before Mile-
stone B approval of major de-
fense acquisition programs con-
stituting a space program.

Sec. 823. Additional responsibility for prod-
uct support managers for major
weapon systems.

Sec. 824. Comptroller General review of De-
partment of Defense processes
for the acquisition of weapon
systems.

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

Sec. 831. Prohibition on contracting with
the enemy.

Sec. 832. Extension of authority to acquire
products and services produced
in countries along a major
route of supply to Afghanistan.

General
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TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

Subtitle A—Department of Defense
Management

Revisions to composition of transi-
tion plan for defense business
enterprise architecture.

Comptroller General report on po-
tential relocation of Federal
Government tenants onto mili-
tary installations in the United
States.

Clarification of authority for the
command acquisition executive
of the United States Special
Operations Command.

Streamlining of Department of De-
fense management head-
quarters.

Update of statutory statement of
functions of the Chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff relat-
ing to doctrine, training, and
education.

Modification of reference to major
Department of Defense head-
quarters activities instruction.

907. Personnel security.

Subtitle B—Space Activities

National security space satellite
reporting policy.
National security space defense and
protection.
Space acquisition strategy.
Space control mission report.
Responsive launch.
Limitation on use of funds for
Space Protection Program.
917. Eagle Vision system.
Subtitle C—Defense Intelligence and
Intelligence-Related Activities
921. Revision of Secretary of Defense
authority to engage in commer-
cial activities as security for
intelligence collection activi-
ties.
922. Department of Defense intelligence
priorities.
923. Defense Clandestine Service.
924. Prohibition on National Intel-
ligence Program consolidation.
Subtitle D—Cyberspace-Related Matters

Sec. 931. Modification of requirement for in-
ventory of Department of De-
fense tactical data link sys-
tems.

Authorities, capabilities, and over-
sight of the TUnited States
Cyber Command.

Mission analysis for cyber oper-
ations of Department of De-
fense.

Modification of requirement for Re-
port on Department of Defense
Progress in Defending the De-
partment and the Defense In-
dustrial Base from Cyber
Events.

Additional requirements relating
to the software licenses of the
Department of Defense.

Cyber outreach and threat aware-
ness for small businesses.

Joint Federated Centers for Trust-
ed Defense Systems for the De-
partment of Defense.

Supervision of the acquisition of
cloud computing capabilities.

Cyber vulnerabilities of Depart-
ment of Defense weapon sys-
tems and tactical communica-
tions systems.

Control of the proliferation of
cyber weapons.

Integrated policy to deter adver-
saries in cyberspace.

Sec. 901.

Sec. 902.

Sec. 903.

Sec. 904.

Sec. 905.

Sec. 906.

Sec.

Sec. 911.

Sec. 912.
913.
914.
915.
916.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 932.

Sec. 933.

Sec. 934.

Sec. 935.

Sec. 936.

Sec. 937.

Sec. 938.

Sec. 939.

940.

Sec.

Sec. 941.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

942. National Centers of Academic Ex-
cellence in Information Assur-
ance Education matters.

Subtitle E—Total Force Management

951. Reviews of appropriate manpower
performance.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. General transfer authority.

1002. Budgetary effects of this Act.

1003. Audit of Department of Defense
fiscal year 2018 financial state-
ments.

1004. Authority to transfer funds to the
National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration to sustain nuclear
weapons modernization.

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

1011. Extension of authority to support
unified counter-drug and
counterterrorism campaign in
Colombia.

1012. Extension of authority for joint
task forces to provide support
to law enforcement agencies
conducting counter-terrorism
activities.

1013. Extension and expansion of au-
thority to provide additional
support for counter-drug activi-
ties of certain foreign govern-
ments.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1021. Modification of requirements for
annual long-range plan for the
construction of naval vessels.

Clarification of sole ownership re-
sulting from ship donations at
no cost to the Navy.

Availability of funds for retire-
ment or inactivation of Ticon-
deroga class cruisers or dock
landing ships.

1022.

1023.

1024. Extension and remediation of
Navy contracting actions.
1025. Report comparing costs of DDG

1000 and DDG 51 Flight III
ships.

Report on naval vessels and the
Force Structure Assessment.
Modification of policy relating to
major combatant vessels of the

strike forces of the Navy.

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

1031. Clarification of procedures for use
of alternate members on mili-
tary commissions.

Modification of Regional Defense
Combating Terrorism Fellow-
ship Program reporting require-
ment.

Prohibition on use of funds to con-
struct or modify facilities in
the United States to house de-
tainees transferred from United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Prohibition on the use of funds for
the transfer or release of indi-
viduals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Transfers to foreign countries of
individuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Report on information relating to
individuals detained at Parwan,
Afghanistan.

Grade of chief prosecutor and chief
defense counsel in military
commissions established to try
individuals detained at Guanta-
namo.

1026.

1027.

1032.

1033.

1034.

1035.

1036.

1037.
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Sec
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. 1038. Report on capability of Yemeni
government to detain, rehabili-
tate, and prosecute individuals
detained at Guantanamo who
are transferred to Yemen.

. 1039. Report on attachment of rights to
individuals detained at Guanta-
namo if transferred to the
United States.

Subtitle E—Sensitive Military Operations

Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 1041. Congressional notification of sen-
sitive military operations.
. 1042. Counterterrorism operational
briefings.
1043. Report on process for determining
targets of lethal or capture op-
erations.

Subtitle F—Nuclear Forces

1051. Notification required for reduc-
tion or consolidation of dual-
capable aircraft based in Eu-
rope.

Council on Oversight of the Na-
tional Leadership Command,
Control, and Communications
System.

Modification of responsibilities
and reporting requirements of
Nuclear Weapons Council.

Modification of deadline for report
on plan for nuclear weapons
stockpile, nuclear weapons
complex, nuclear weapons de-
livery systems, and nuclear
weapons command and control
system.

Prohibition on elimination of nu-
clear triad.

Implementation of New START
Treaty.

Retention of capability to rede-
ploy multiple independently
targetable reentry vehicles.

Report on New START Treaty.

Report on implementation of the
recommendations of the
Palomares Nuclear Weapons
Accident Revised Dose Evalua-
tion Report.

Sense of Congress on further stra-
tegic nuclear arms reductions
with the Russian Federation.

Sense of Congress on compliance
with nuclear arms control trea-
ty obligations.

Senses of Congress on ensuring the
modernization of the nuclear
forces of the United States.

1052.

1053.

1054.

1055.

1056.

1057.

1058.

1059.

1060.

1061.

1062.

Subtitle G—Miscellaneous Authorities and

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Limitations

. 1071. Enhancement of capacity of the
United States Government to
analyze captured records.

1072. Strategic plan for the manage-
ment of the electromagnetic
spectrum.

1073. Extension of authority to provide
military transportation serv-
ices to certain other agencies
at the Department of Defense
reimbursement rate.

1074. Notification of modifications to
Army force structure.

1075. Aircraft joint training.

Subtitle H—Studies and Reports

1081. Online availability of reports sub-
mitted to Congress.

1082. Oversight of combat support agen-
cies.

1083. Inclusion in annual report of de-
scription of interagency coordi-
nation relating to humani-
tarian demining technology.

1084. Repeal and modification of report-
ing requirements.
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Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1085. Repeal of requirement for Comp-
troller General assessment of
Department of Defense effi-
ciencies.

Review and assessment of United
States Special Operations
Forces and United States Spe-
cial Operations Command.

Reports on unmanned aircraft sys-
tems.

Report on foreign language sup-
port contracts for the Depart-
ment of Defense.

1086.

1087.

1088.

1089. Civil Air Patrol.
Subtitle I—Other Matters
1091. Technical and clerical amend-
ments.
1092. Reduction in costs to report crit-

ical changes to major auto-
mated information system pro-
grams.

Extension of authority of Sec-
retary of Transportation to
issue non-premium aviation in-
surance.

Extension of Ministry of Defense
Advisor Program and authority
to waive reimbursement of
costs of activities for certain
nongovernmental personnel.

Amendments to certain national
commissions.

Strategy for future military infor-
mation operations capabilities.

Sense of Congress on collaboration
on border security.

Transfer of aircraft to other de-
partments for wildfire suppres-
sion and other purposes; tac-
tical airlift fleet of the Air
Force.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL
MATTERS

1101. One-year extension of authority to
waive annual limitation on pre-
mium pay and aggregate limi-
tation on pay for Federal civil-
ian employees working over-
seas.

One-year extension of discre-
tionary authority to grant al-
lowances, benefits, and gratu-
ities to personnel on official
duty in a combat zone.

Extension of voluntary reduction-
in-force authority for civilian
employees of the Department of
Defense.

Extension of authority to make
lump-sum severance payments
to Department of Defense em-
ployees.

Revision to amount of financial
assistance under Department of

1093.

1094.

1095.

1096.

1097.

1098.

1102.

1103.

1104.

1105.

Defense Science, Mathematics,
and Research for Trans-
formation (SMART) Defense

Education Program and assess-
ment of STEM and other pro-
grams.

Extension of program for exchange
of information-technology per-
sonnel.

Temporary authorities for certain
positions at Department of De-
fense research and engineering
facilities.

Compliance with law regarding
availability of funding for civil-
ian personnel.

Extension of enhanced appoint-
ment and compensation author-
ity for civilian personnel for
care and treatment of wounded
and injured members of the
Armed Forces.

1106.

1107.

1108.

1109.
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TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Assistance and Training

1201. Modification and extension of au-
thorities relating to program to
build the capacity of foreign
military forces.

Global Security
Fund.

Training of general purpose forces
of the United States Armed
Forces with military and other
security forces of friendly for-
eign countries.

Authority to conduct activities to
enhance the capability of for-
eign countries to respond to in-
cidents involving weapons of
mass destruction.

Authorization of National Guard
State Partnership Program.

United States security and assist-
ance strategies in Africa.

Assistance to the Government of
Jordan for border security oper-
ations.

Support of foreign forces partici-
pating in operations to disarm
the Lord’s Resistance Army.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to
Afghanistan, Pakistan, and Irag

1211. Commanders’ Emergency Re-
sponse Program in Afghanistan.

One-year extension of authority to
use funds for reintegration ac-
tivities in Afghanistan.

Extension of authority for reim-
bursement of certain coalition
nations for support provided to
United States military oper-
ations.

Extension and modification of au-
thority to support operations
and activities of the Office of
Security Cooperation in Iraq.

One-year extension and modifica-
tion of authority for program
to develop and carry out infra-
structure projects in Afghani-
stan.

Requirement to withhold Depart-
ment of Defense assistance to
Afghanistan in amount equiva-
lent to 100 percent of all taxes
assessed by Afghanistan to ex-
tent such taxes are not reim-
bursed by Afghanistan.

Extension of certain authorities
for support of foreign forces
supporting or participating
with the United States Armed
Forces.

Extension and improvement of the
Iraqi special immigrant visa
program.

Improvement of the Afghan spe-
cial immigrant visa program.
Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Afghanistan

Post 2014

Report on plans to disrupt and de-
grade Haqqani Network activi-
ties and finances.

Completion of accelerated transi-
tion of security responsibility
from United States Armed
Forces to the Afghan National
Security Forces.

Defense intelligence plan.

Limitation on availability of
funds for certain authorities for
Afghanistan.

Subtitle D—Matters Relating to Iran

Sec. 1231. Report on United States military

partnership with Gulf Coopera-
tion Council countries.

Sec. 1232. Additional elements in annual re-

port on military power of Iran.

Sec.

Sec. 1202. Contingency

Sec. 1203.

Sec. 1204.

Sec. 1205.

Sec. 1206.

Sec. 1207.

Sec. 1208.

Sec.

Sec. 1212.

Sec. 1213.

Sec. 1214.

Sec. 1215.

Sec. 1216.

Sec. 1217.

Sec. 1218.

Sec. 1219.

Sec. 1221.

Sec. 1222.

1223.
1224.

Sec.
Sec.
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Sec. 1233. Integrated air and missile defense
programs at training locations
in Southwest Asia.

Subtitle E—Reports and Other Matters

Sec. 1241. Two-year extension of authoriza-
tion for non-conventional as-
sisted recovery capabilities.

Sec. 1242. Element on 5th generation fighter
program in annual report on
military and security develop-
ments involving the People’s
Republic of China.

Report on posture and readiness of
the Armed Forces to respond to
an attack or other contingency
against United States diplo-
matic facilities overseas.

Limitation on establishment of
Regional Special Operations
Forces Coordination Centers.

Additional reports on military and
security developments involv-
ing the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea.

Sense of Congress on missile de-
fense cooperation with the Rus-
sian Federation and limitations
on providing certain missile de-
fense information to the Rus-
sian Federation.

Amendments to annual report
under Arms Control and Disar-
mament Act.

Report on actions to reduce sup-
port for ballistic missile pro-
liferation.

Reports on international agree-
ments relating to the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Revision of statutory references to
former NATO support organiza-
tions and related NATO agree-
ments.

Executive agreements with the
Russian Federation relating to
ballistic missile defense.

Rule of construction.

Limitation on availability of
funds to implement the Arms
Trade Treaty.

Report on military and security
developments involving the
Russian Federation.

Sec. 1255. Prohibition on use of funds to
enter into contracts or agree-
ments with Rosoboronexport.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION

Sec. 1301. Specification of cooperative
threat reduction programs and
funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

Sec. 1303. Extension of authority for utiliza-
tion of contributions to the co-
operative threat reduction pro-
gram.

Sec. 1304. Strategy to modernize cooperative
threat reduction and prevent
the proliferation of weapons of
mass destruction and related
materials in the Middle East
and North Africa region.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Military Programs

1401. Working capital funds.

1402. National Defense Sealift Fund.

1403. Chemical Agents and Munitions

Destruction, Defense.
Drug Interdiction and Counter-
Drug Activities, Defense-wide.

Sec. 1405. Defense Inspector General.

Sec. 1406. Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—National Defense Stockpile

Sec. 1411. Use of National Defense Stockpile
for the conservation of a stra-
tegic and critical materials
supply.

Sec. 1243.

Sec. 1244.

Sec. 1245.

Sec. 1246.

Sec. 1247.

Sec. 1248.
Sec. 1249.

Sec. 1250.

Sec. 1251.

1252.
1253.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1254.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1404.
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Sec. 1412. Authority to acquire additional
materials for the National De-
fense Stockpile.

Subtitle C—Other Matters

Sec. 1421. Authority for transfer of funds to
Joint Department of Defense-
Department of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstra-
tion Fund for Captain James A.
Lovell Health Care Center, I11i-
nois.

Sec. 1422. Authorization of appropriations
for Armed Forces Retirement
Home.

Sec. 1423. Cemeterial expenses.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-

TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-

SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS

Subtitle A—Authorization of Additional
Appropriations

Purpose.

Procurement.

Research, development, test, and
evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-
Drug Activities, Defense-wide.

1508. Defense Inspector General.

1509. Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—Financial Matters

1521. Treatment as additional author-

izations.

Sec. 1522. Special transfer authority.
Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other
Matters
Afghanistan Security

Fund.

Joint Improvised Explosive Device
Defeat Fund.

Future role of Joint Improvised
Explosive Device Defeat Orga-
nization.

Extension of authority for Task
Force for Business and Sta-
bility Operations in Afghani-
stan.

TITLE XVI—INDUSTRIAL BASE MATTERS

Subtitle A—Defense Industrial Base Matters

Sec. 1601. Periodic audits of contracting
compliance by Inspector Gen-
eral of Department of Defense.

Sec. 1602. Foreign space activities.

Sec. 1603. Proof of Concept Commercializa-
tion Pilot Program.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Small
Business Concerns

Advancing small business growth.

Amendments relating to Procure-
ment Technical Assistance Co-
operative Agreement Program.

Reporting on goals for procure-
ment contracts awarded to
small business concerns.

Credit for certain small business
subcontractors.

Inapplicability of requirement to
review and justify certain con-
tracts.

TITLE XVII—SEXUAL ASSAULT PREVEN-
TION AND RESPONSE AND RELATED
REFORMS

Subtitle A—Reform of Uniform Code of
Military Justice

Sec. 1701. Extension of crime victims’ rights
to victims of offenses under the
Uniform Code of Military Jus-

1501.
1502.
1503.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

1504.
1505.
1506.
1507.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1531. Forces

Sec. 15632.

Sec. 1533.

Sec. 1534.

Sec. 1611.
Sec. 1612.

Sec. 1613.

Sec. 1614.

Sec. 1615.

tice.

Sec. 1702. Revision of Article 32 and Article
60, Uniform Code of Military
Justice.

Sec. 1703. Elimination of five-year statute of
limitations on trial by court-
martial for additional offenses
involving sex-related crimes.
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Sec. 1704. Defense counsel interview of vic-
tim of an alleged sex-related of-
fense in presence of trial coun-
sel, counsel for the victim, or a
Sexual Assault Victim Advo-
cate.

1705. Discharge or dismissal for certain
sex-related offenses and trial of
such offenses by general courts-
martial.

1706. Participation by victim in clem-
ency phase of courts-martial
process.

1707. Repeal of the offense of consensual
sodomy under the TUniform
Code of Military Justice.

1708. Modification of Manual for
Courts-Martial to eliminate
factor relating to character and
military service of the accused
in rule on initial disposition of
offenses.

Prohibition of retaliation against
members of the Armed Forces
for reporting a criminal offense.

Subtitle B—Other Amendments to Title 10,
United States Code

Sec. 1711. Prohibition on service in the
Armed Forces by individuals
who have been convicted of cer-
tain sexual offenses.

Sec. 1712. Issuance of regulations applicable
to the Coast Guard regarding
consideration of request for
permanent change of station or
unit transfer by victim of sex-
ual assault.

Sec. 1713. Temporary administrative reas-
signment or removal of a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces on ac-
tive duty who is accused of
committing a sexual assault or
related offense.

Sec. 1714. Expansion and enhancement of au-
thorities relating to protected
communications of members of
the Armed Forces and prohib-
ited retaliatory actions.

Sec. 1715. Inspector General investigation of
allegations of retaliatory per-
sonnel actions taken in re-
sponse to making protected
communications regarding sex-
ual assault.

Sec. 1716. Designation and availability of
Special Victims’ Counsel for
victims of sex-related offenses.

Subtitle C—Amendments to Other Laws

Sec. 1721. Tracking of compliance of com-
manding officers in conducting
organizational climate assess-
ments for purposes of pre-
venting and responding to sex-
ual assaults.

1722. Advancement of submittal dead-
line for report of independent
panel on assessment of military
response systems to sexual as-
sault.

1723. Retention of certain forms in con-
nection with Restricted Re-
ports and Unrestricted Reports
on sexual assault involving
members of the Armed Forces.

1724. Timely access to Sexual Assault
Response Coordinators by mem-
bers of the National Guard and
Reserves.

1725. Qualifications and selection of De-
partment of Defense sexual as-
sault prevention and response
personnel and required avail-
ability of Sexual Assault Nurse
Examiners.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1709.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 1726. Additional responsibilities of Sex-
ual Assault Prevention and Re-
sponse Office for Department of
Defense sexual assault preven-
tion and response program.

Subtitle D—Studies, Reviews, Policies, and
Reports

Sec. 1731. Independent reviews and assess-
ments of Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice and judicial pro-
ceedings of sexual assault
cases.

1732. Review and policy regarding De-
partment of Defense investiga-
tive practices in response to al-
legations of Uniform Code of
Military Justice violations.

1733. Review of training and education
provided members of the Armed
Forces on sexual assault pre-
vention and response.

1734. Report on implementation of De-
partment of Defense policy on
the retention of and access to
evidence and records relating to
sexual assaults involving mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

1735. Review of the Office of Diversity
Management and Equal Oppor-
tunity role in sexual harass-
ment cases.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

1741. Enhanced protections for prospec-
tive members and new members
of the Armed Forces during
entry-level processing and
training.

Commanding officer action on re-
ports on sexual offenses involv-
ing members of the Armed
Forces.

BEight-day incident reporting re-
quirement in response to unre-
stricted report of sexual assault
in which the victim is a mem-
ber of the Armed Forces.

Review of decisions not to refer
charges of certain sex-related
offenses for trial by court-mar-
tial.

Inclusion and command review of
information on sex-related of-
fenses in personnel service
records of members of the
Armed Forces.

Prevention of sexual assault at
military service academies.

Required notification whenever
members of the Armed Forces
are completing Standard Form
86 of the Questionnaire for Na-
tional Security Positions.

Subtitle F—Sense of Congress Provisions

Sec. 1751. Sense of Congress on commanding
officer responsibility for com-
mand climate free of retalia-

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1742.

Sec. 1743.

Sec. 1744.

Sec. 1745.

Sec. 1746.

Sec. 1747.

tion.

Sec. 1752. Sense of Congress on disposition of
charges involving certain sex-
ual misconduct offenses under
the Uniform Code of Military
Justice through courts-martial.

Sec. 1753. Sense of Congress on the discharge
in lieu of court-martial of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who
commit sex-related offenses.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 2001. Short title.

Sec. 2002. Expiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be speci-
fied by law.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2101. Authorized Army construction

and land acquisition projects.
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2102.
2103.

Sec.
Sec.

Family housing.

Authorization of appropriations,
Army.

Limitation on construction of
cadet barracks at United States
Military Academy, New York.

Additional authority to carry out
certain fiscal year 2004 project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2010
project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2011
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2010 projects.
Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 projects.

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to military family
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations,
Navy.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2011
project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2012
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 projects.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY
CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to military family
housing units.

Authorization of appropriations,
Air Force.

Limitation on project authoriza-
tion to carry out certain fiscal
year 2014 project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2013
project.

Extension of authorization of cer-
tain fiscal year 2011 project.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Subtitle A—Defense Agency Authorizations
Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-

Sec. 2104.

Sec. 2105.

Sec. 2106.

Sec. 2107.

Sec. 2108.

Sec. 2109.

Sec. 2201.

2202.
2203.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 2204.

Sec. 2205.

Sec. 2206.

Sec. 2207.

Sec. 2301.

2302.
2303.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 2304.

Sec. 2305.

2306.

Sec.

Sec. 2307.

struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized energy conservation
projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations,
Defense Agencies.
Subtitle B—Chemical Demilitarization
Authorizations
Sec. 2411. Authorization of appropriations,
chemical demilitarization con-
struction, defense-wide.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY

ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVEST-
MENT PROGRAM
Sec. 2501. Authorized NATO construction

and land acquisition projects.
Sec. 2502. Authorization of appropriations,
NATO.
TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES
Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and
Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 2601. Authorized Army National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.
Sec. 2602. Authorized Army Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.
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Sec. 2603. Authorized Navy Reserve and Ma-
rine Corps Reserve construction
and land acquisition projects.

2604. Authorized Air National Guard
construction and land acquisi-
tion projects.

2605. Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

2606. Authorization of appropriations,
National Guard and Reserve.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

2611. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2013
project.

Sec. 2612. Extension of authorizations of cer-

tain fiscal year 2011 projects.

TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations
for base realignment and clo-
sure activities funded through
Department of Defense Base
Closure Account.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Sec. 2711. Prohibition on conducting addi-
tional Base Realignment and
Closure (BRAC) round.

Sec. 2712. Elimination of quarterly certifi-
cation requirement regarding
availability of military health
care in National Capital Re-
gion.

Sec. 2713. Report on 2005 base closure and re-
alignment joint basing initia-
tive.

TITLE XXVIII—MILITARY

CONSTRUCTION GENERAL PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—Military Construction Program
and Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Modification and extension of au-
thority to utilize unspecified
minor military construction
authority for laboratory revi-
talization projects.

2802. Repeal of separate authority to
enter into limited partnerships
with private developers of hous-
ing.

2803. Military construction standards to
improve force protection.

2804. Application of cash payments re-
ceived for utilities and services.

2805. Repeal of advance notification re-
quirement for use of military
housing investment authority.

2806. Additional element for annual re-
port on military housing pri-
vatization projects.

Policies and requirements regard-
ing overseas military construc-
tion and closure and realign-
ment of United States military
installations in foreign coun-
tries.

2808. Extension and modification of
temporary, limited authority
to use operation and mainte-
nance funds for construction
projects in certain areas out-
side the United States.

Sec. 2809. Limitation on construction
projects in European Command
area of responsibility.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Development of master plans for
major military installations.

Sec. 2812. Authority for acceptance of funds
to cover administrative ex-
penses associated with real
property leases and easements.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

2807.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 2813. Modification of authority to enter
into long-term contracts for re-
ceipt of utility services as con-
sideration for utility systems
conveyances.

Sec. 2814. Report on efficient utilization of
Department of Defense real
property.

Sec. 2815. Conditions on Department of De-
fense expansion of Pinon Can-
yon Maneuver Site, Fort Car-
son, Colorado.

Subtitle C—Provisions Related to Asia-

Pacific Military Realignment

Sec. 2821. Change from previous calendar
year to previous fiscal year for
period covered by annual report
of Interagency Coordination
Group of Inspectors General for
Guam Realignment.

2822. Realignment of Marines Corps

forces in Asia-Pacific Region.

Subtitle D—Land Conveyances

2831. Real property acquisition, Naval
Base Ventura County, Cali-
fornia.

Land conveyance, former Oxnard
Air Force Base, Ventura Coun-
ty, California.

Land conveyance, Joint Base
Pearl Harbor-Hickam, Hawaii.
Land conveyance, Philadelphia
Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia,

Pennsylvania.

Land conveyance, Camp Williams,
Utah.

Conveyance, Air National Guard
radar site, Francis Peak,
Wasatch Mountains, Utah.

Land conveyances, former United
States Army Reserve Centers,
Connecticut, New Hampshire,
and Pennsylvania.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

2841. Repeal of annual Economic Ad-
justment Committee reporting
requirement.

Sec. 2842. Establishment of military divers

memorial.

TITLE XXIX—WITHDRAWAL, RESERVA-
TION, AND TRANSFER OF PUBLIC
LANDS TO SUPPORT MILITARY READI-
NESS AND SECURITY

Sec. 2901. Short title.
Sec. 2902. Definitions.

Subtitle A—General Provisions

2911. General applicability; definitions.

2912. Maps and legal descriptions.

2913. Access restrictions.

2914. Changes in use.

2915. Brush and range fire prevention
and suppression.

Ongoing decontamination.

Water rights.

Hunting, fishing, and trapping.

Limitation on extensions and re-
newals.

Application for renewal of a with-
drawal and reservation.

Limitation on subsequent avail-
ability of land for appropria-
tion.

Sec. 2922. Relinquishment.

Sec. 2923. Immunity of the United States.

Subtitle B—Limestone Hills Training Area,

Montana

Withdrawal and reservation of
public land.

Management of withdrawn and re-
served land.

Special rules governing minerals
management.

Grazing.

Payments in lieu of taxes.

Duration of withdrawal and res-
ervation.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2832.

Sec. 2833.

Sec. 2834.

Sec. 2835.

Sec. 2836.

Sec. 2837.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

2916.
2917.
2918.
2919.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2920.

Sec. 2921.

Sec. 2931.

Sec. 2932.

Sec. 2933.
2934.
2935.
2936.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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Subtitle C—Marine Corps Air Ground Com-
bat Center Twentynine Palms, California

Sec. 2941. Withdrawal and reservation of
public land.
Sec. 2942. Management of withdrawn and re-

served land.
Public access.
Resource management group.
Johnson Valley Off-Highway Vehi-
cle Recreation Area.
Duration of withdrawal and res-
ervation.
Subtitle D—White Sands Missile Range, New
Mexico, and Fort Bliss, Texas
Sec. 2951. Withdrawal and reservation of
public land.
Sec. 2952. Grazing.
Subtitle E—Chocolate Mountain Aerial
Gunnery Range, California
Transfer of administrative juris-
diction of public land.

2943.
2944.
2945.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 2946.

Sec. 2961.

Sec. 2962. Management and use of trans-
ferred land.

Sec. 2963. Effect of termination of military
use.

Sec. 2964. Temporary extension of existing
withdrawal period.

Sec. 2965. Water rights.

Sec. 2966. Realignment of range boundary

and related transfer of title.

Subtitle F—Naval Air Weapons Station
China Lake, California

Withdrawal and reservation of
public land.

Management of withdrawn and re-
served land.

Assignment of management re-
sponsibility to Secretary of the
Navy.

Geothermal resources.

Wild horses and burros.

Continuation of existing agree-
ment.

Management plans.

Termination of prior withdrawals.

Duration of withdrawal and res-
ervation.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZA-
TIONS AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

Sec. 3101. National Nuclear Security Admin-
istration.

Sec. 3102. Defense environmental cleanup.

Sec. 3103. Other defense activities.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 3111. Clarification of principles of Na-
tional Nuclear Security Admin-
istration.

Cost estimation and program eval-
uation by National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration.

Enhanced procurement authority
to manage supply chain risk.

Limitation on availability of
funds for National Nuclear Se-
curity Administration.

Limitation on availability of
funds for Office of the Adminis-
trator for Nuclear Security.

Establishment of Center for Secu-
rity Technology, Analysis, Re-
sponse, and Testing.

Authorization of modular building
strategy as an alternative to
the replacement project for the
Chemistry and Metallurgy Re-
search Building, Los Alamos
National Laboratory, New Mex-
ico.

Sec. 2971.

Sec. 2972.

Sec. 2973.

2974.
2975.
2976.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

291717.
2978.
2979.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3112.

Sec. 3113.

Sec. 3114.

Sec. 3115.
Sec. 3116.

Sec. 3117.
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Sec. 3118. Comparative analysis of warhead

life extension options.

Sec. 3119. Extension of authority of Sec-
retary of Energy to enter into
transactions to carry out cer-
tain research projects.

3120. Increase in construction design
threshold.

Subtitle C—Plans and Reports

3121. Annual report and certification on
status of security of atomic en-
ergy defense facilities.

3122. Modifications to annual reports
regarding the condition of the
nuclear weapons stockpile.

Inclusion of integrated plutonium
strategy in nuclear weapons
stockpile stewardship, manage-
ment, and infrastructure plan.

Modifications to cost-benefit anal-
yses for competition of manage-
ment and operating contracts.

Modification of deadlines for cer-
tain reports relating to pro-
gram on scientific engagement
for nonproliferation.

Modification of certain reports on
cost containment for uranium
capabilities replacement
project.

Plan for tank farm waste at Han-
ford Nuclear Reservation.

Plan for improvement and integra-
tion of financial management
of nuclear security enterprise.

Plan for developing exascale com-
puting and incorporating such
computing into the stockpile
stewardship program.

Study and plan for extension of
certain pilot program prin-
ciples.

Study of potential reuse of nuclear
weapon secondaries.

3132. Repeal of certain reporting re-

quirements.
Subtitle D—Other Matters

3141. Clarification of role of Secretary
of Energy.

3142. Modification of deadlines for Con-
gressional Advisory Panel on
the Governance of the Nuclear
Security Enterprise.

Department of Energy land con-
veyance.

Technical amendment to Atomic
Energy Act of 1954.

Technical corrections to the Na-
tional Nuclear Security Admin-
istration Act.

Technical corrections to
Atomic Energy Defense Act.

Sense of Congress on B61-12 life
extension program.

Sense of Congress on establish-
ment of an advisory board on
toxic substances and worker
health.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD
Sec. 3201. Authorization.
TITLE XXXIV—NAVAL PETROLEUM
RESERVES
Sec. 3401. Authorization of appropriations.
TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

3501. Authorization of appropriations
for national security aspects of
the Merchant Marine for fiscal
year 2014.

3602. 5-year reauthorization of vessel
war risk insurance program.

3503. Sense of Congress.

3504. Treatment of funds for intermodal
transportation maritime facil-
ity, Port of Anchorage, Alaska.

35605. Strategic seaports.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3123.

Sec. 3124.

Sec. 3125.

Sec. 3126.

Sec. 3127.

Sec. 3128.

Sec. 3129.

Sec. 3130.

Sec. 3131.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 3143.

Sec. 3144.

Sec. 3145.

Sec. 3146. the

Sec. 3147.

Sec. 3148.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
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DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

Sec. 4001. Authorization of amounts in fund-
ing tables.

TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT

Sec. 4101. Procurement.

Sec. 4102. Procurement for overseas contin-
gency operations.

TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.

Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and
evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.

TITLE XLIII—-OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.

Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for
overseas contingency  oper-
ations.

TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
Sec. 4401. Military personnel.

Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.

Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 4601. Military construction.

TITLE XLVII—-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS
Sec. 4701. Department of energy national se-

curity programs.

SEC. 5. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘con-
gressional defense committees’” has the
meaning given that term in section 101(a)(16)
of title 10, United States Code.

SEC. 6. EXPLANATORY STATEMENT.

The explanatory statement regarding this
Act, printed in the House section of the Con-
gressional Record on or about December 11,
2013, by the Chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives, shall have the same effect with respect
to the implementation of this Act as if it
were a joint explanatory statement of a com-
mittee of conference.

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Army Programs

Sec. 111. Limitation on availability of funds
for Stryker vehicle program.

112. Study on multiyear, multivehicle
procurement authority for tac-
tical vehicles.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs

121. CVN-T8 class aircraft carrier pro-
gram.

122. Repeal of requirements relating to
procurement of future surface
combatants.

123. Multiyear procurement authority
for E-2D aircraft program.

124. Limitation on availability of funds
for Littoral Combat Ship.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs
131. Repeal of requirement for mainte-

nance of certain retired KC-
135E aircraft.

132. Multiyear procurement authority
for C-130J aircraft.

133. Prohibition on cancellation or
modification of avionics mod-
ernization program for C-130
aircraft.

134. Prohibition of procurement of un-
necessary C-27J aircraft by the
Air Force.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

Sec. 141. Personal protection equipment pro-
curement.

Repeal of certain F-35 reporting re-
quirements.

Limitation on availability of funds
for retirement of RQ-4 Global
Hawk unmanned aircraft sys-
tems and A-10 aircraft.

MC-12 Liberty Intelligence, Sur-
veillance, and Reconnaissance
aircraft.

Competition for evolved expendable
launch vehicle providers.

Reports on personal protection
equipment and health and safe-
ty risks associated with ejec-
tion seats.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2014 for procurement
for the Army, the Navy and the Marine
Corps, the Air Force, and Defense-wide ac-
tivities, as specified in the funding table in
section 4101.

Subtitle B—Army Programs

LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR STRYKER VEHICLE PRO-

GRAM.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2014 for weap-
ons and tracked combat vehicles, Army, for
the procurement or upgrade of Stryker vehi-
cles, not more than 75 percent may be obli-
gated or expended until a period of 15 days
has elapsed following the date on which the
Secretary of the Army submits the report
under subsection (b).

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
the Army shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report on the status of
the Stryker vehicle spare parts inventory lo-
cated in Auburn, Washington, cited in the re-
port of the Inspector General of the Depart-
ment of Defense (number 2013-025) dated No-
vember 30, 2012. The report submitted under
this subsection shall include the following:

(1) The status of the implementation by
the Secretary of the recommendations speci-
fied on pages 30 to 34 of the report by the In-
spector General.

(2) The value of the parts remaining in
warehouse that may still be used by the Sec-
retary for the repair, upgrade, or reset of
Stryker vehicles.

(3) The value of the parts remaining in the
warehouse that are no longer usable by the
Secretary for the repair, upgrade, or reset of
Stryker vehicles.

(4) A cost estimate of the monthly cost of
maintaining the inventory of such parts that
are no longer usable by the Secretary.

(6) Any other matters the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

SEC. 112. STUDY ON MULTIYEAR, MULTIVEHICLE

PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY FOR
TACTICAL VEHICLES.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) budget uncertainty and reduced defense
procurements have had negative impacts on
the tactical vehicle industrial base; and

(2) in such environment, the Army should
consider innovative contracting and acquisi-
tion strategies to maximize cost savings, im-
prove the sustainment of the tactical vehicle
industrial base, and reduce risk during this
downturn in defense procurement.

(b) STUDY REQUIRED.—

(1) STuDY.—The Secretary of the Army, in
consultation with the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics, shall conduct a study of the desirability

Sec. 142.

Sec. 143.

Sec. 144.

Sec. 145.

Sec. 146.

SEC. 111.
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and feasibility of requesting legislative au-
thority, in accordance with section 2306b of
title 10, United States Code, to enter into
one or more multiyear, multivehicle con-
tracts for the procurement of tactical vehi-
cles beginning in fiscal year 2015 or there-
after.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary, in consultation with the Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics, shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
on the possible multiyear, multivehicle con-
tracting options and other innovative con-
tracting options considered in the study
under paragraph (1). Such report should in-
clude the following:

(A) A Dbusiness case analysis of a
multiyear, multivehicle contract for tactical
vehicles, including any potential increases in
cost, savings, or risk that may derive from
such a contract in comparison to standard
contracting methods.

(B) An evaluation of whether the Secretary
requires legislative action to enter into such
a multiyear, multivehicle contract.

(C) Any other matters the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

Subtitle C—Navy Programs
SEC. 121. CVN-78 CLASS ATRCRAFT CARRIER PRO-
GRAM.

(a) COST LIMITATION BASELINE FOR LEAD
SHIP.—Subsection (a) of section 122 of the
John Warner National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364;
120 Stat. 2104) is amended to read as follows:

“‘(a) LIMITATION.—

‘(1) LEAD SsHIP.—The total amount obli-
gated from funds appropriated or otherwise
made available for Shipbuilding and Conver-
sion, Navy, or for any other procurement ac-
count, for the aircraft carrier designated as
CVN-78 may not exceed $12,887,000,000 (as ad-
justed pursuant to subsection (b)).

‘(2) FOLLOW-ON SHIPS.—The total amount
obligated from funds appropriated or other-
wise made available for Shipbuilding and
Conversion, Navy, or for any other procure-
ment account, for the construction of any
ship that is constructed in the CVN-78 class
of aircraft carriers after the lead ship of that
class may not exceed $11,498,000,000 (as ad-
justed pursuant to subsection (b)).”.

(b) HULL NUMBER; ADDITIONAL FACTOR FOR
ADJUSTMENT OF LIMITATION AMOUNT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (b) of such sec-
tion is amended—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘“CVN-21" and inserting ‘“‘CVN-
78

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking *2006’’ and
inserting ‘‘2013”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(7) With respect to the aircraft carrier
designated as CVN-78, the amounts of in-
creases or decreases in costs of that ship
that are attributable solely to an urgent and
unforeseen requirement identified as a result
of the shipboard test program.”’.

(2) LIMITATION ON ADJUSTMENT.—Such sec-
tion is further amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘“‘(e) LIMITATION ON SHIPBOARD TEST PRO-
GRAM COST ADJUSTMENT.—With respect to
using the authority under subsection (b)(7)
to adjust the amount set forth in subsection
(a)(1) for the aircraft carrier designated as
CVN-78 for reasons relating to an urgent and
unforeseen requirement identified as a result
of the shipboard test program, the Secretary
may only use such authority if—

‘(1) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that such requirement was not known
before the date of the submittal to Congress
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of the budget for fiscal year 2014 (as sub-
mitted pursuant to section 1105 of title 31,
United States Code);

‘(2) the Secretary determines, and cer-
tifies to the congressional defense commit-
tees, that waiting on an action by Congress
to raise the cost cap specified in such sub-
section (a)(1) to account for such require-
ment will result in a delay in the delivery of
that ship or a delay in the date of initial op-
erating capability of that ship; and

‘“(3) the Secretary submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting
forth a description of such requirement be-
fore the obligation of additional funds pursu-
ant to such authority.”.

(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR CVN-79.—Such sec-
tion is further amended by adding after sub-
section (e), as added by subsection (b)(2), the
following new subsection:

“(f) REQUIREMENTS FOR CVN-79.—

‘(1) QUARTERLY COST ESTIMATE.—The Sec-
retary of the Navy shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees on a quar-
terly basis a report setting forth the most
current cost estimate for the aircraft carrier
designated as CVN-79 (as estimated by the
program manager). Each cost estimate shall
include the current percentage of completion
of the program, the total costs incurred, and
an estimate of costs at completion for ship
construction, Government-furnished equip-
ment, and engineering and support costs.

‘“(2) DIRECTION FOR NEGOTIATING CERTAIN
CONTRACTS.—The Secretary shall ensure that
each prime contract for the aircraft carrier
designated as CVN-79 includes an incentive
fee structure that will, throughout the pe-
riod of performance of the contract, provide
incentives for each contractor to meet the
portion of the cost of the ship, as limited by
subsection (a)(2) and adjusted pursuant to
subsection (b), for which the contractor is re-
sponsible.”.

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading
of such section is amended to read as follows:
“SEC. 122. ADHERENCE TO NAVY COST ESTI-

MATES FOR CVN-78 CLASS OF AIR-
CRAFT CARRIERS.”.

(e) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
contents at the beginning of such Act is
amended by striking the item relating to
section 122 and inserting the following:

‘“Sec. 122. Adherence to Navy cost estimates
for CVN-78 class of aircraft car-
riers.”.

SEC. 122. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENTS RELATING

TO PROCUREMENT OF FUTURE SUR-
FACE COMBATANTS.

Section 125 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public
Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2214; 10 U.S.C. 7291 note)
is repealed.

SEC. 123. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHOR-

ITY FOR E-2D AIRCRAFT PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the
Navy may enter into one or more multiyear
contracts, beginning with the fiscal year 2014
program year, for the procurement of E-2D
aircraft.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT
PAYMENTS.—A contract entered into under
subsection (a) shall provide that any obliga-
tion of the United States to make a payment
under the contract for a fiscal year after fis-
cal year 2014 is subject to the availability of
appropriations for that purpose for such
later fiscal year.

SEC. 124. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
construction or advanced procurement of
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materials for the Littoral Combat Ships des-
ignated as LCS 25 or LCS 26 may be obli-
gated or expended until the Secretary of the
Navy submits to the congressional defense
committees each of the following:

(1) The report required by subsection (b)(1).

(2) A coordinated determination by the Di-
rector of Operational Test and Evaluation
and the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics that
successful completion of the test evaluation
master plan for both seaframes and each
mission module will demonstrate oper-
ational effectiveness and operational suit-
ability.

(3) A certification that the Joint Require-
ments Oversight Council—

(A) has reviewed the capabilities of the leg-
acy systems that the Littoral Combat Ship
is planned to replace and has compared such
capabilities to the capabilities to be provided
by the Littoral Combat Ship;

(B) has assessed the adequacy of the cur-
rent capabilities development document for
the Littoral Combat Ship to meet the re-
quirements of the combatant commands and
to address future threats as reflected in the
latest assessment by the defense intelligence
community; and

(C) has either validated the current capa-
bilities development document or directed
the Secretary to update the current capabili-
ties development document based on the per-
formance of the Littoral Combat Ship and
mission modules to date.

(4) A report on the expected performance of
each seaframe variant and mission module
against the current or updated capabilities
development document.

(5) Certification that a capability produc-
tion document will be completed for each
mission module before operational testing.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Chief of Naval Operations, in coordina-
tion with the Director of Operational Test
and Evaluation, shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
current concept of operations and expected
survivability attributes of each of the Lit-
toral Combat Ship seaframes.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required by
paragraph (1) shall set forth the following:

(A) A review of the current concept of op-
erations of the Littoral Combat Ship and a
comparison of such concept of operations
with the original concept of operations of
the Littoral Combat Ship.

(B) An assessment of the ability of the Lit-
toral Combat Ship to carry out the core mis-
sions of the Cooperative Strategy for 21st
Century Seapower of the Navy.

(C) A comparison of the combat capabili-
ties for the three missions assigned to the
Littoral Combat Ship seaframes (anti-sur-
face warfare, mine countermeasures, and
anti-submarine warfare) with the combat ca-
pabilities for each of such missions of the
systems the Littoral Combat Ship is replac-
ing.

(D) An assessment of expected surviv-
ability of the Littoral Combat Ship
seaframes in the context of the planned em-
ployment of the Littoral Combat Ship as de-
scribed in the concept of operations.

(E) The current status of operational test-
ing for the seaframes and the mission mod-
ules of the Littoral Combat Ship.

(F') An updated test and evaluation master
plan for the Littoral Combat Ship.

(G) A review of survivability testing, mod-
eling, and simulation conducted to date on
the two seaframes of the Littoral Combat
Ship.

(H) An updated assessment of the endur-
ance of the Littoral Combat Ship at sea with
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respect to maintenance, fuel use, and

sustainment of crew and mission modules.

(I) An assessment of the adequacy of cur-
rent ship manning plans for the Littoral
Combat Ship and an assessment of the im-
pact that increased manning has on design
changes and the endurance of the Littoral
Combat Ship.

(J) A list of the casualty reports to date on
each Littoral Combat Ship, including a de-
scription of the impact of such casualties on
the design or ability of that Littoral Combat
Ship to perform assigned missions.

(3) ForRM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in classified
form and unclassified form.

Subtitle D—Air Force Programs

SEC. 131. REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR MAIN-
TENANCE OF CERTAIN RETIRED KC-
135E ATRCRAFT.

Section 135 of the John Warner National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2114), as
amended by section 131 of the Duncan Hun-
ter National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 122
Stat. 4377), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘(a) LIMITATION.—’; and

(2) by striking subsection (b).

SEC. 132. MULTIYEAR PROCUREMENT AUTHOR-
ITY FOR C-130J AIRCRAFT.

(a) AUTHORITY FOR MULTIYEAR PROCURE-
MENT.—Subject to section 2306b of title 10,
United States Code, the Secretary of the Air
Force may enter into one or more multiyear
contracts, beginning with the fiscal year 2014
program year, for the procurement of C-130J
aircraft for the Department of the Air Force
and the Department of the Navy.

(b) CONDITION FOR OUT-YEAR CONTRACT
PAYMENTS.—A contract entered into under
subsection (a) shall provide that any obliga-
tion of the United States to make a payment
under the contract for a fiscal year after fis-
cal year 2014 is subject to the availability of
appropriations for that purpose for such
later fiscal year.

SEC. 133. PROHIBITION ON CANCELLATION OR
MODIFICATION OF AVIONICS MOD-
ERNIZATION PROGRAM FOR C-130
AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
the Air Force may be used to—

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

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

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than April 1, 2014, the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a suffi-
ciency review of the cost-benefit analysis
conducted under section 143(b) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1662),
including any findings and recommendations
relating to such review.

SEC. 134. PROHIBITION OF PROCUREMENT OF
UNNECESSARY C-27J AIRCRAFT BY
THE AIR FORCE.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
112-81) for aircraft procurement, Air Force,
that remain available to the Secretary of the
Air Force on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act may be obligated or ex-
pended for the procurement of additional C-
27J aircraft that are not on contract as of
June 1, 2013.
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Subtitle E—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters

SEC. 141. PERSONAL PROTECTION EQUIPMENT
PROCUREMENT.

(a) CONSOLIDATED BUDGET JUSTIFICATION
DISPLAY.—Chapter 9 of title 10, TUnited
States Code, is amended by adding after sec-
tion 235 the following new section:

“§236. Personal protection equipment pro-
curement: display of budget information

‘‘(a) BUDGET JUSTIFICATION DISPLAY.—The
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress, as a part of the defense budget mate-
rials for each fiscal year after fiscal year
2014, a consolidated budget justification dis-
play that covers all programs and activities
associated with the procurement of personal
protection equipment during the period cov-
ered by the future-years defense program
submitted in that fiscal year under section
221.

“(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR BUDGET DISPLAY.—
The consolidated budget justification display
under subsection (a) for a fiscal year shall in-
clude the following:

‘(1 The amount for personal protection
equipment included in both the base budget
of the President and any overseas contin-
gency operations budget of the President.

‘(2) A brief description of each category of
personal protection equipment for each mili-
tary department planned to be procured and
developed.

‘(3) For each category planned to be pro-
cured using funds made available for oper-
ation and maintenance (whether under the
base budget or any overseas contingency op-
erations budget)—

‘“(A) the relevant appropriations account,
budget activity, and subactivity group for
the category; and

‘(B) the funding profile for the fiscal year
as requested, including cost and quantities,
and an estimate of projected investments or
procurements for each of the subsequent five
fiscal years.

‘‘(4) For each category planned to be devel-
oped using funds made available for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation
(whether under the base budget or any over-
seas contingency operations budget)—

‘“(A) the relevant appropriations account,
program, project or activity; program ele-
ment number, and line number; and

‘(B) the funding profile for the fiscal year
as requested and an estimate of projected in-
vestments for each of the subsequent five fis-
cal years.

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The terms ‘budget’ and ‘defense budget
materials’ have the meaning given those
terms in section 234 of this title.

‘(2) The term ‘category of personal protec-
tion equipment’ means the following:

“‘(A) Body armor components.

‘(B) Combat helmets.

‘(C) Combat protective eyewear.

‘(D) Other items as determined appro-
priate by the Secretary.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by adding after the item relating to
section 235 the following new item:

¢‘236. Personal protection equipment procure-
ment: display of budget infor-
mation.”.

SEC. 142. REPEAL OF CERTAIN F-35 REPORTING
REQUIREMENTS.

Section 122 of the Ike Skelton National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4157) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking subsection (b); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b).
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143. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF RQ-4
GLOBAL HAWK UNMANNED AIR-
CRAFT SYSTEMS AND A-10 AIR-
CRAFT.

(a) LIMITATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended to make significant changes to
manning levels with respect to covered air-
craft or to retire, prepare to retire, or place
in storage a covered aircraft.

(2) COVERED AIRCRAFT.—In this subsection,
the term ‘‘covered aircraft’” means the fol-
lowing:

(A) A-10 aircraft (except for such aircraft
that the Secretary of the Air Force, as of
April 9, 2013, plans to retire).

(B) RQ—4 Block 30 Global Hawk unmanned
aircraft systems.

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT
OF CERTAIN A-10 AIRCRAFT.—In addition to
the limitation in subsection (a)(1), during
the period preceding December 31, 2014, the
Secretary of the Air Force may not retire,
prepare to retire, or place in storage A-10
aircraft (except for such aircraft that the
Secretary, as of April 9, 2013, plans to retire).

(c) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense, in coordination
with the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, shall submit to the appropriate con-
gressional committees a report on all high-
altitude airborne intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance systems operated, or
planned for future operation, by the Depart-
ment of Defense.

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
paragraph (1) shall include—

(A) the intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance capabilities of each high-alti-
tude intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance system covered by the report;

(B) the plans to upgrade such capabilities
in the future;

(C) the fully-burdened cost-per-flight-hour
of each such system;

(D) the number of requests for each such
system made by commanders of the combat-
ant commands during the five-year period
prior to the report, including the percentage
of such requests that have been fulfilled to
meet the requirements of such commanders;

(E) a description of the assumptions used
by the Secretary in carrying out this sub-
section; and

(F) any other information that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate with respect to
the analysis of high-altitude intelligence,
surveillance, and reconnaissance systems.

(3) ForM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

(4) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘ap-
propriate congressional committees”
means—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen-
ate; and

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives.

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed to limit or otherwise af-
fect the requirement to maintain the oper-
ational capability of RQ-4 Block 30 Global
Hawk unmanned aircraft systems under sec-
tion 154(b) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1666).

SEC.
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SEC. 144. MC-12 LIBERTY INTELLIGENCE, SUR-
VEILLANCE, AND RECONNAISSANCE
AIRCRAFT.

(a) AUTHORITY.—Beginning on the date
that is 60 days after the date on which the
Secretary of Defense submits the report
under subsection (d)(1), the Secretary may
transfer MC-12 Liberty intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance aircraft from the
Air Force to the Army in accordance with
the plan developed under subsection (b)(1).

(b) PLAN.—

(1) PLAN REQUIRED.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall develop a plan for the potential
transfer of MC-12 Liberty intelligence, sur-
veillance, and reconnaissance aircraft from
the Air Force to the Army pursuant to sub-
section (a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The plan required by para-
graph (1) shall—

(A) ensure that any transfer described in
such paragraph does not adversely affect on-
going intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance operations, including such oper-
ations in Afghanistan;

(B) identify the appropriate size, composi-
tion, and configuration of the fleet of MC-12
Liberty intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance aircraft required by the Army;

(C) identify the appropriate size, composi-
tion, configuration, and disposition of the re-
maining fleet of MC-12 Liberty intelligence,
surveillance, and reconnaissance aircraft re-
quired by the Air Force;

(D) provide for the modification of the MC-
12 Liberty intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance aircraft that are transferred to
the Army pursuant to the plan in order to
meet the long-term needs of the Army; and

(E) for any aircraft that are so transferred,
include a time line for the orderly transfer of
the aircraft in a manner consistent with sub-
paragraph (A).

(¢) EFFECT ON OTHER PROGRAMS.—

(1) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
FOR PROCUREMENT.—None of the funds au-
thorized to be appropriated by this Act or
otherwise made available for fiscal year 2014
for the Army may be obligated or expended
to procure additional aircraft under the En-
hanced Medium Altitude Reconnaissance and
Surveillance System program during fiscal
year 2014.

(2) CONVERSION OF AIRCRAFT.—The Sec-
retary of the Army shall convert aircraft de-
scribed in paragraph (3) to the Enhanced Me-
dium Altitude Reconnaissance and Surveil-
lance System program configuration to meet
the requirements of the Army. The Sec-
retary shall carry out this paragraph using
funds authorized to be appropriated by this
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
yvear 2013 or 2014 for the Enhanced Medium
Altitude Reconnaissance and Surveillance
System program.

(3) AIRCRAFT DESCRIBED.—The aircraft de-
scribed in this paragraph are the following:

(A) MC-12 Liberty intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance aircraft of the Air
Force that are transferred to the Army pur-
suant to subsection (a).

(B) Army Medium Altitude Multi-Intel-
ligence intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance C-12 Quick Reaction Capability
aircraft.

(d) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than the date on
which the budget of the President for fiscal
yvear 2015 is submitted to Congress pursuant
to section 1105 of title 31, United States
Code, the Secretary shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report
on the plan required by subsection (b)(1).

(2) ForM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

(3) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term
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‘“‘appropriate committees”’
means—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen-
ate; and

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives.

SEC. 145. COMPETITION FOR EVOLVED EXPEND-
ABLE LAUNCH VEHICLE PROVIDERS.

(a) PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air
Force shall develop a plan to implement the
new acquisition strategy for the evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle program described
in the acquisition decision memorandum
dated November 27, 2012.

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The plan to imple-
ment the new acquisition strategy for the
evolved expendable launch vehicle program
under paragraph (1) shall include a general
description of how the Secretary will con-
duct competition with respect to awarding a
contract to certified evolved expendable
launch vehicle providers. Such description
may include the following with respect to
such acquisition strategy:

(A) The proposed cost, schedule, and per-
formance.

(B) Mission assurance activities.

(C) The manner in which the contractor
will operate under the Federal Acquisition
Regulation.

(D) The effect of other contracts in which
the contractor is entered into with the Fed-
eral Government, including the evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle launch capability
contract, the space station commercial re-
supply services contracts, and other relevant
contracts regarding national security space
and strategic programs.

(E) Any other areas the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

(b) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—At the same time that the
Secretary issues a draft of the request for
proposals with respect to a contract for the
evolved expendable launch vehicle provider,
the Secretary shall—

(A) submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report that includes the
plan under subsection (a)(1); or

(B) provide to such committees a briefing
on such plan.

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term
‘“‘appropriate congressional committees’’
means the following:

(A) The congressional defense committees.

(B) The Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology of the House of Representatives
and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate.

(C) The Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence of the House of Representatives
and the Select Committee on Intelligence of
the Senate.

SEC. 146. REPORTS ON PERSONAL PROTECTION
EQUIPMENT AND HEALTH AND
SAFETY RISKS ASSOCIATED WITH
EJECTION SEATS.

(a) STUDY ON PERSONAL PROTECTION EQUIP-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall enter into a
contract with a federally funded research
and development center to conduct a study
to identify and assess cost-effective and effi-
cient alternative means for the procurement
and research and development of personal
protection equipment that supports and pro-
motes competition and innovation in the
personal protection equipment industrial
base.

congressional
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(2) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 120 days
after the date on which the contract is en-
tered into under paragraph (1), the federally
funded research and development center con-
ducting the study under such paragraph
shall submit to the Secretary the study, in-
cluding any findings and recommendations.

(3) REPORT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date on which the Secretary re-
ceives the study under paragraph (2), the
Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report that includes
the study under paragraph (1), the matters
described in subparagraph (B), and any re-
lated findings, recommendations, comments,
and plans of the Secretary.

(B) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
subparagraph (A) shall include the following:

(i) The findings and recommendations of
the federally funded research and develop-
ment center submitted to the Secretary
under paragraph (2).

(ii) An assessment of current and future
technologies that could markedly improve
body armor, including by decreasing weight,
increasing survivability, and making other
relevant improvements.

(iii) An analysis of the capability of the
personal protection equipment industrial
base to leverage such technologies to
produce the next generation body armor.

(iv) An assessment of alternative body
armor acquisition models, including dif-
ferent types of contracting and budgeting
practices of the Department of Defense.

(4) PERSONAL PROTECTION EQUIPMENT.—In
this subsection, the term ‘‘personal protec-
tion equipment’ includes—

(A) body armor components;

(B) combat helmets;

(C) combat protective eyewear;

(D) environmental and fire-resistant cloth-
ing; and

(E) other individual equipment items as
determined appropriate by the Secretary.

(b) REPORT ON HEALTH AND SAFETY RISKS
ASSOCIATED WITH EJECTION SEATS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a
report setting forth an assessment of the
risks to the health and safety of members of
the Armed Forces of the ejection seats cur-
rently in operational use by the Air Force.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) An assessment of whether aircrew
members wearing advanced helmets, night
vision systems, helmet-mounted cueing sys-
tem, or other helmet-mounted devices or at-
tachments are at increased risk of serious in-
jury or death during a high-speed ejection se-
quence.

(B) An analysis of how ejection seats cur-
rently in operational use provide protection
against head, neck, and spinal cord injuries
during an ejection sequence.

(C) An analysis of initiatives to decrease
the risk of death or serious injury during an
ejection sequence.

(D) The status of any testing or qualifica-
tions on upgraded ejection seats that may
reduce the risk of death or serious injury
during an ejection sequence.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations

Sec. 211. Modification of requirements on bi-
ennial strategic plan for the
Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency.
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Sec. 212. Limitation on availability of funds
for ground combat vehicle engi-
neering and manufacturing
phase.

Limitation and reporting require-
ments for unmanned -carrier-
launched surveillance and
strike system program.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Air Force logistics trans-
formation.

Limitation on availability of funds
for defensive cyberspace oper-
ations of the Air Force.

Limitation on availability of funds
for precision extended range
munition program.

Long-range standoff weapon re-
quirement; prohibition on
availability of funds for non-
competitive procedures for of-
fensive anti-surface warfare
weapon contracts of the Navy.

Review of software development for
F-35 aircraft.

Evaluation and assessment of the
distributed common ground
system.

Operationally responsive space.

Sustainment or replacement of
Blue Devil intelligence, surveil-
lance, and reconnaissance capa-
bilities.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

Sec. 231. Improvements to acquisition ac-
countability reports on bal-
listic missile defense system.

Prohibition on use of funds for
MEADS program.

Prohibition on availability of funds
for integration of certain mis-
sile defense systems; report on
regional ballistic missile de-
fense.

Availability of funds for co-produc-
tion of Iron Dome short-range
rocket defense system in the
United States.

Additional missile defense radar for
the protection of the TUnited
States homeland.

Evaluation of options for future
ballistic missile defense sensor
architectures.

Plans to improve the ground-based
midcourse defense system.

Report on potential future home-
land ballistic missile defense
options.

Briefings on status of implementa-
tion of certain missile defense
matters.

Sense of Congress and report on
NATO and missile defense bur-
den-sharing.

Sense of Congress on deployment of
regional ballistic missile de-
fense capabilities.

Sense of Congress on procurement
of capability enhancement II
exoatmospheric kill vehicle.

Subtitle D—Reports

Annual Comptroller General report
on the amphibious combat vehi-
cle acquisition program.

Annual Comptroller General of the
United States report on the ac-
quisition program for the VXX
Presidential Helicopter.

Report on strategy to improve body
armor.

Subtitle E—Other Matters

Establishment of Communications
Security Review and Advisory
Board.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

220.
221.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 232.

Sec. 233.

Sec. 234.

Sec. 235.

Sec. 236.

Sec. 237.

Sec. 238.

Sec. 239.

Sec. 240.

241.

Sec.

Sec. 242.

Sec. 251.

Sec. 252.

Sec. 253.

Sec. 261.
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262. Extension and expansion of mecha-
nisms to provide funds for de-
fense laboratories for research
and development of tech-
nologies for military missions.

Extension of authority to award
prizes for advanced technology
achievements.

Five-year extension of pilot pro-
gram to include technology
protection features during re-
search and development of cer-
tain defense systems.

Briefing on biometrics activities of
the Department of Defense.

Sense of Congress on importance of
aligning common missile com-
partment of Ohio-class replace-
ment program with the United
Kingdom’s Vanguard successor
program.

Sec. 267. Sense of Congress on counter-elec-
tronics high power microwave
missile project.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2014 for the use of the
Department of Defense for research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation as specified in the
funding table in section 4201.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS ON
BIENNIAL STRATEGIC PLAN FOR
THE DEFENSE ADVANCED RE-
SEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY.

(a) ELEMENTS OF STRATEGIC PLAN.—Sub-
section (b) of section 2352 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as
follows:

‘(1) The strategic objectives of that agen-
cy, and the linkage between such objectives
and the missions of the armed forces.”’;

(2) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘goals”’
and inserting ‘‘objectives’’;

(3) by striking paragraph (3);

(4) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5)
as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and

(5) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by
paragraph (4) of this subsection, by striking
“for the programs of that agency’ and in-
serting ‘‘for programs demonstrating mili-
tary systems to one or more of the armed
forces”.

(b) RESPONSIBILITY FOR SUBMISSION OF
PLAN.—Subsection (¢) of such section is
amended by striking ‘‘Secretary of Defense
shall” and inserting ‘‘Director shall, in co-
ordination with the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics,”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to biennial strategic plans submitted under
section 2352 of title 10, United States Code,
as amended by this section, after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 212. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR GROUND COMBAT VEHI-
CLE ENGINEERING AND MANUFAC-
TURING PHASE.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2014 for the Army may be
obligated or expended for post-Milestone B
engineering and manufacturing phase devel-
opment activities for the ground combat ve-
hicle program until a period of 30 days has
elapsed following the date on which the Sec-
retary of the Army submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report that in-
cludes the following:

(1) An independent assessment of the draft
milestone B documentation for the ground
combat vehicle that—

Sec.

Sec. 263.

Sec. 264.

Sec. 265.

Sec. 266.
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(A) is performed by the Director of Cost
Assessment and Program Evaluation, the As-
sistant Secretary of Defense for Research
and Engineering, or other similar official;
and

(B) analyzes whether there is a sufficient
business case to proceed with the engineer-
ing and manufacturing development phase
for the ground combat vehicle using only one
contractor.

(2) A certification by the Secretary that
the ground combat vehicle program has—

(A) feasible, fully defined, and stable re-
quirements;

(B) been demonstrated in a relevant envi-
ronment in accordance with section
2366b(a)(3)(D) of title 10, United States Code,
and achieved technology readiness or matu-
rity;

(C) independent and high-confidence cost
estimates;

(D) sufficient funding available during fis-
cal year 2014 and sufficient funding planned
for the period covered by the current future-
years defense plan; and

(E) a realistic and achievable schedule.
SEC. 213. LIMITATION AND REPORTING REQUIRE-

MENTS FOR UNMANNED CARRIER-
LAUNCHED SURVEILLANCE AND
STRIKE SYSTEM PROGRAM.

(a) LIMITATION ON NUMBER OF AIR VEHI-
CLES.—The Secretary of Defense may not ac-
quire more than six air vehicles of the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system prior to receiving milestone B
approval (as defined in section 2366(e)(7) of
title 10, United States Code) for engineering
and manufacturing development and low-
rate initial production.

(b) QUARTERLY COST REPORTS.—Beginning
90 days after the date on which the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system receives milestone A approval,
and each 90-day period thereafter until such
system receives milestone B approval, the
Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
that includes, at a minimum—

(1) the current cost estimate and schedule,
as of the date of the report, for all segments
of the unmanned carrier-launched surveil-
lance and strike system program;

(2) any changes to such cost estimate or
schedule from the previous report; and

(3) an explanation for any changes to the
cost estimate or schedule or to the key per-
formance parameters or Kkey system at-
tributes used for such program.

(c) BUDGET DOCUMENTATION REQUIRE-
MENT.—In the budget materials submitted to
the President by the Secretary of Defense in
connection with the submission to Congress,
pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, United
States Code, of the budget for fiscal year
2015, and each subsequent fiscal year, the
Secretary shall include individual project
lines for each program segment of the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system, within program element
0604404N, that articulate all costs, contrac-
tual actions, and other information associ-
ated with technology development for each
such program segment.

(d) ANNUAL GAO REVIEW.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General of
the United States shall annually conduct a
review of the acquisition program for the un-
manned carrier-launched surveillance and
strike system.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than March 1 of
each year, the Comptroller General shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the review under paragraph
Q).

(3) ELEMENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (2) shall include such matters as the
Comptroller General considers appropriate
to fully inform the congressional defense
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committees of the status of the unmanned

carrier-launched surveillance and strike sys-

tem program. Such matters should include,
at a minimum, the following:

(A) The extent to which the unmanned car-
rier-launched surveillance and strike system
program is meeting cost, schedule, and per-
formance goals.

(B) The progress and results of develop-
mental testing.

(C) An assessment of the acquisition strat-
egy for the program, including whether the
strategy is consistent with acquisition man-
agement best practices identified by the
Comptroller General for the purposes of the
program.

(4) SUNSET.—The Comptroller General shall
carry out this subsection until the earlier
of—

(A) the date on which the Secretary of the
Navy awards a contract for the full-rate pro-
duction of the unmanned carrier-launched
surveillance and strike system; or

(B) the date on which the unmanned car-
rier-launched surveillance and strike system
program is terminated.

SEC. 214. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR AIR FORCE LOGISTICS
TRANSFORMATION.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated
by this Act or otherwise made available for
fiscal year 2014 for procurement, Air Force,
or research, development, test, and evalua-
tion, Air Force, for logistics information
technology, including for the expeditionary
combat support system, not more than 85
percent may be obligated or expended until
the date that is 30 days after the date on
which the Secretary of the Air Force sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on how the Secretary will mod-
ernize and update the logistics information
technology systems of the Air Force fol-
lowing the cancellation of the expeditionary
combat support system. Such report shall in-
clude—

(1) a detailed strategy and timeline for im-
plementing the recommendations from the
Expeditionary Combat Support System Ac-
quisition Investigation Review Team Final
Report; and

(2) a description of the near-term options
for maintaining or incrementally modern-
izing the logistics information technology
systems of the Air Force until a replacement
for the expeditionary combat support system
can be determined.

SEC. 215. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DEFENSIVE CYBER-
SPACE OPERATIONS OF THE AIR
FORCE.

(a) LIMITATION.— Of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2014 for pro-
curement, Air Force, or research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation, Air Force, for
Defensive Cyberspace Operations (Program
Element 0202088F), not more than 90 percent
may be obligated or expended until a period
of 30 days has elapsed following the date on
which the Secretary of the Air Force sub-
mits to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the Application Software
Assurance Center of Excellence.

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) A description of how the Application
Software Assurance Center of Excellence is
used to support the software assurance ac-
tivities of the Air Force and other elements
of the Department of Defense, including pur-
suant to section 933 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Pub-
lic Law 112-239; 10 U.S.C. 2224 note).

(2) A description of the resources used to
support the Center of Excellence from the
beginning of the Center through fiscal year
2014.
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(3) The plan of the Secretary for sustaining
the Center of Excellence during the period
covered by the future-years defense program
submitted in 2013 under section 221 of title
10, United States Code.

SEC. 216. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR PRECISION EXTENDED
RANGE MUNITION PROGRAM.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated
by this Act or otherwise made available for
fiscal year 2014 for the Department of De-
fense, not more than 50 percent may be obli-
gated or expended for the precision extended
range munition program until the date on
which the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff submits to the congressional defense
committees written certification that—

(1) such program is necessary to meet a
valid operational need that cannot be met by
the existing precision guided mortar muni-
tion of the Army, other indirect fire weap-
ons, or aerial-delivered joint fires; and

(2) a sufficient business case exists to pro-
ceed with the development and production of
such program.

SEC. 217. LONG-RANGE STANDOFF WEAPON RE-
QUIREMENT; PROHIBITION ON
AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR NON-
COMPETITIVE PROCEDURES FOR
OFFENSIVE ANTI-SURFACE WAR-
FARE WEAPON CONTRACTS OF THE
NAVY.

(a) LONG-RANGE STANDOFF WEAPON.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air
Force shall develop a follow-on air-launched
cruise missile to the AGM-86 that—

(A) achieves initial operating capability
for conventional missions prior to the retire-
ment of the conventionally armed AGM-86;

(B) achieves initial operating capability
for nuclear missions prior to the retirement
of the nuclear-armed AGM-86; and

(C) is capable of internal carriage and em-
ployment for both conventional and nuclear
missions on the next-generation long-range
strike bomber.

(2) CONSECUTIVE DEVELOPMENT.—In devel-
oping a follow-on air-launched cruise missile
to the AGM-86 in accordance with paragraph
(1), the Secretary may carry out develop-
ment and production activities with respect
to nuclear missions prior to carrying out
such activities with respect to conventional
missions if the Secretary determines such
consecutive order of development and pro-
duction activities to be cost effective.

(b) OFFENSIVE ANTI-SURFACE WARFARE
WEAPON CONTRACTS OF THE NAVY.—

(1) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided by
paragraph (2), none of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2014 for the of-
fensive anti-surface warfare weapon may be
used to enter into or modify a contract using
procedures other than competitive proce-
dures (as defined in section 2302(2) of title 10,
United States Code).

(2) EXEMPTION; WAIVER.—

(A) EXEMPTED ACTIVITIES.—The prohibition
in paragraph (1) shall not apply to funds
specified in such paragraph that are made
available for the development, testing, and
fielding of aircraft-launched offensive anti-
surface warfare weapons capabilities.

(B) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER AUTHOR-
ITY.—The Secretary of Defense may waive
the prohibition in paragraph (1) if the Sec-
retary determines that such a waiver is in
the national security interests of the United
States.

SEC. 218. REVIEW OF SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT
FOR F-35 AIRCRAFT.

(a) SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics shall establish an independent team con-
sisting of subject matter experts to review
the development of software for the F-35 air-
craft program (in this subsection referred to



H7730

as the ‘‘software development program’’), in-
cluding by reviewing the progress made with
respect to—

(A) managing the software development
program; and

(B) delivering critical software capability
in accordance with current program mile-
stones.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than March 3, 2014,
the Under Secretary shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on
the review under paragraph (1). Such report
shall include the following:

(A) An assessment by the independent
team with respect to whether the software
development program—

(i) has been successful in meeting the key
milestone dates occurring before the date of
the report; and

(ii) will be successful in meeting the estab-
lished program schedule.

(B) Any recommendations of the inde-
pendent team with respect to improving the
software development program to ensure
that, in support of the start of initial oper-
ational testing, the established program
schedule is met on time.

(C) If the independent team determines
that the software development program will
be unable to deliver the full complement of
software within the established program
schedule, any potential alternatives that the
independent team considers appropriate to
deliver such software within such schedule.

(b) AUTONOMIC LOGISTICS INFORMATION SYS-
TEM SUSTAINMENT REPORT.—Not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Under Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Joint Strike Fighter Joint
Program Office, shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on cur-
rent plans, as of the date of the report, for
long-term sustainment of the autonomic lo-
gistics information system of F-35 aircraft.
Such report shall include the following:

(1) Current plans for acquisition of tech-
nical data rights to autonomic logistics in-
formation system software and the potential
competitive sustainment of elements of the
autonomic logistics information system.

(2) How sustainment of the autonomic lo-
gistics information system may take advan-
tage of public-private partnerships author-
ized by section 2474 of title 10, United States
Code, including schedules for actions nec-
essary for such sustainment.

(3) Any current plan to select, designate,
and activate any Government-owned and
Government-operated site to serve as the au-
tonomic logistics operating unit.

(4) Current plans to ensure that the auto-
nomic logistics information system provides
total asset visibility and accountability, in-
cluding asset valuation and tracking, and for
potential integration with other automated
logistics systems.

SEC. 219. EVALUATION AND ASSESSMENT OF THE
DISTRIBUTED COMMON GROUND
SYSTEM.

(a) PROJECT CODES FOR BUDGET SUBMIS-
SIONS.—In the budget submitted by the
President to Congress under section 1105 of
title 31, United States Code, for fiscal year
2015 and each subsequent fiscal year, each ca-
pability component within the distributed
common ground system program shall be set
forth as a separate project code within the
program element line, and each covered offi-
cial shall submit supporting justification for
the project code within the program element
descriptive summary.

(b) ANALYSIS.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Lo-
gistics shall conduct an analysis of capa-
bility components that are compliant with
the intelligence community data standards
and could be used to meet the requirements
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of the distributed common ground system
program.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The analysis required
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(A) Revalidation of the distributed com-
mon ground system program requirements
based on current program needs, recent oper-
ational experience, and the requirement for
nonproprietary solutions that adhere to
open-architecture principles.

(B) Market research of current commer-
cially available tools to determine whether
any such tools could potentially satisfy the
requirements described in subparagraph (A).

(C) Analysis of the competitive acquisition
options for any tools identified in subpara-
graph (B).

(3) SUBMISSION.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Under Secretary shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees the results of
the analysis conducted under paragraph (1).

(¢) COVERED OFFICIAL DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘covered official”’ means
the following:

(1) The Secretary of the Army, with re-
spect to matters concerning the Army.

(2) The Secretary of the Navy, with respect
to matters concerning the Navy.

(3) The Secretary of the Air Force, with re-
spect to matters concerning the Air Force.

(4) The Commandant of the Marine Corps,
with respect to matters concerning the Ma-
rine Corps.

(56) The Commander of the United States
Special Operations Command, with respect
to matters concerning the United States
Special Operations Command.

SEC. 220. OPERATIONALLY RESPONSIVE SPACE.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) it remains the policy of the United
States, as expressed in section 913(a) of the
John Warner National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364;
120 Stat. 2355), to demonstrate, acquire, and
deploy an effective capability for operation-
ally responsive space to support military
users and operations from space, which shall
consist of—

(A) responsive satellite payloads and
busses built to common technical standards;

(B) low-cost space launch vehicles and sup-
porting range operations that facilitate the
timely launch and on-orbit operations of sat-
ellites;

(C) responsive command and control capa-
bilities; and

(D) concepts of operations, tactics, tech-
niques, and procedures that permit the use of
responsive space assets for combat and mili-
tary operations other than war; and

(2) the Operationally Responsive Space
Program Office has demonstrated through
multiple launches since 2009 an ability to ac-
complish many of the policy objectives of
the Operationally Responsive Space Program
through specific missions, but has not exe-
cuted a mission that leverages all policy ob-
jectives of such Program in a single mission.

(b) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2014 for the
Department of Defense for the space-based
infrared systems space modernization initia-
tive wide-field-of-view testbed, not more
than 50 percent may be obligated or ex-
pended until the Executive Agent for Space
of the Department of Defense certifies to the
congressional defense committees that the
Secretary of Defense is carrying out the
Operationally Responsive Space Program Of-
fice in accordance with section 2273a of title
10, United States Code.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
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Executive Agent for Space of the Depart-

ment of Defense shall submit to the congres-

sional defense committees a report regarding

a potential mission that would seek to lever-

age all policy objectives of the Operationally

Responsive Space Program in a single mis-

sion.

SEC. 221. SUSTAINMENT OR REPLACEMENT OF
BLUE DEVIL INTELLIGENCE, SUR-
VEILLANCE, AND RECONNAISSANCE
CAPABILITIES.

(a) PLAN TO RETAIN CAPABILITY.—The Sec-
retary of the Air Force shall develop a plan
to sustain the operational capabilities of the
Blue Devil 1 Intelligence, Surveillance, and
Reconnaissance Systems (in this section re-
ferred to as ‘‘Blue Devil 1 system’’), includ-
ing precision signal geolocation, by—

(1) procuring the existing Blue Devil 1 sys-
tem;

(2) developing a new system; or

(3) basing a new system on capabilities
that are adapted and integrated from exist-
ing programs and programs being developed.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report
on—

(1) the potential cost of procuring, oper-
ating, and sustaining current Blue Devil 1
systems for fiscal years 2014 through 2019, in-
cluding costs relating to procurement, re-
search and development, personnel, oper-
ation and maintenance, and military con-
struction;

(2) the ability of other current platforms
and subsystems as of the date of the report
to provide intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance support similar to the support
provided by the current Blue Devil 1 system;
and

(3) a listing of programs of the Air Force
and other programs of the Department of De-
fense in development as of the date of the re-
port that could provide such similar support
in the future.

(c) REQUIREMENT TO COORDINATE.—In pre-
paring the report under subsection (b), the
Secretary shall—

(1) coordinate with the Commander of the
United States Special Operations Command
regarding the operational needs of the
United States Special Operations Command;
and

(2) coordinate with the Director of the De-
fense Advanced Research Projects Agency
with respect to information regarding the
transfer to the Air Force of the technology
developed under the wide-area network de-
tection program for operational integration
of wide-area motion imagery and near-
vertical direction-finding data for effective
target detection, identification, and track-
ing for potential incorporation, as practical
and appropriate, into other platforms.

(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term
‘“‘appropriate congressional committees’’
means—

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen-
ate; and

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Appropriations, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of
the House of Representatives.

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs

SEC. 231. IMPROVEMENTS TO ACQUISITION AC-
COUNTABILITY REPORTS ON BAL-

LISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEM.
(a) IMPROVEMENT TO OPERATIONS AND
SUSTAINMENT COST ESTIMATES.—In preparing
the acquisition accountability reports on the
ballistic missile defense system required by
section 225 of title 10, United States Code,



December 12, 2013

the Director of the Missile Defense Agency
shall improve the quality of cost estimates
relating to operations and sustainment that
are included in such reports under subsection
(b)(3)(A) of such section, including with re-
spect to the confidence levels of such cost es-
timates.

(b) OPERATIONS AND SUSTAINMENT RESPON-
SIBILITY.—Section 225 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘“(e) OPERATIONS AND SUSTAINMENT COST
ESTIMATES.—The Director shall ensure that
each life-cycle cost estimate included in an
acquisition baseline pursuant to subsection
()(3)(A) includes—

‘(1) all of the operations and sustainment
costs for which the Director is responsible;
and

‘“(2) a description of the operations and
sustainment functions and costs for which a
military department is responsible.”.

(c) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the Missile Defense Agency
shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report outlining the plans of
the Director to improve the quality of cost
estimates pursuant to subsection (a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include—

(A) a description of the actions planned to
improve the quality of cost estimates in-
cluded in the acquisition accountability re-
ports on the ballistic missile defense system
required by section 225 of title 10, United
States Code;

(B) the schedule for such planned actions,
including the planned schedule for meeting
the requirements of subsection (e) of such
section 225, as added by subsection (b);

(C) a description of any steps taken during
the previous year to improve the quality of
such cost estimates;

(D) an assessment of how the planned im-
provements compare to the best practices
and cost-estimation guidelines recommended
by the Comptroller General of the United
States for cost estimates of the ballistic mis-
sile defense system;

(E) any other matters the Director con-
siders appropriate; and

(F) the views of the Comptroller General of
the United States with respect to the con-
tents of the report.

(3) FOrRM.—The report under paragraph (1)
shall be submitted in unclassified form.

SEC. 232. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR
MEADS PROGRAM.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made avail-
able for fiscal year 2014 for the Department
of Defense may be obligated or expended for
the medium extended air defense system.
SEC. 233. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR INTEGRATION OF CER-
TAIN MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS;
REPORT ON REGIONAL BALLISTIC
MISSILE DEFENSE.

(a) PROHIBITION ON INTEGRATION OF CERTAIN
SYSTEMS.—

(1) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that missile defense systems of the
People’s Republic of China should not be in-
tegrated into the missile defense systems of
the United States or the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization.

(2) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended to integrate missile defense sys-
tems of the People’s Republic of China into
missile defense systems of the United States.

(b) REPORT ON REGIONAL BALLISTIC MISSILE
DEFENSE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
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the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
on the status and progress of regional mis-
sile defense programs and efforts.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) A description of the overall risk assess-
ment from the most recent Global Ballistic
Missile Defense Assessment of regional mis-
sile defense capabilities relative to meeting
the operational needs of the commanders of
the geographic combatant commands, in-
cluding the need for force protection of for-
ward-deployed forces and capabilities of the
United States and for the defense of allies
and partners of the United States.

(B) An assessment of whether and how the
currently planned phased, adaptive approach
to missile defense in Europe and other
planned regional missile defense approaches
and capabilities of the United States meet
the integrated priorities of the commanders
of the geographic combatant commands to
achieve the operational requirements of the
commanders to defend against the ballistic
missile threat to deployed forces of the
United States and allies of the United
States, including a description of planned
force structure deployment options to in-
crease missile defense capabilities in the
area of responsibility of a commander, if
needed, in the event of warning of an immi-
nent ballistic missile attack.

(C) A detailed explanation of the current
and planned concept of operations for the
phased, adaptive approach to missile defense
in Europe, including—

(i) arrangements for allocating the com-
mand of assets of such approach between the
Commander of the United States European
Command and the Supreme Allied Com-
mander, Europe;

(ii) an explanation of the circumstances
under which such command would be allo-
cated to each commander; and

(iii) a description of the prioritization of
defense of both the deployed forces of the
United States and the territory of the mem-
ber states of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization using available missile defense in-
terceptor inventory.

(D) A description of the progress made in
the development and testing of elements of
systems intended for deployment in phases 2
and 3 of the phased, adaptive approach to
missile defense in Europe, including the
standard missile-3 block IB, the standard
missile-3 block IIA interceptors, and the
Aegis Ashore system, and any areas where
work remains to ensure such phases are
ready for deployment as specified in the 2010
Ballistic Missile Defense Review.

(E) A description of the manner in which
elements of regional missile defense archi-
tectures, such as forward-based X-band ra-
dars in Japan, Israel, Turkey, and the area of
responsibility of the Commander of the
United States Central Command, contribute
to the enhancement of the homeland defense
of the United States.

(F) A description of the manner in which
enhanced integration of offensive military
capabilities and defensive missile defense ca-
pabilities, including the potential for im-
proved intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance, will fit into regional missile de-
fense planning and force structure assess-
ments.

(G) A description of how the contributions
of allies and partners of the United States
that have purchased missile defense tech-
nology of the United States could aid in re-
ducing the costs of deployment of regional
missile defense capabilities of the United
States, and how the systems of such allies
and partners could be better networked and
integrated to provide mutual force mul-
tiplication benefits.
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(H) A description of how the Secretary of
Defense is working with allies and partners
of the United States that have purchased air
and missile defense technology of the United
States to integrate the capabilities of such
allies and partners provided by such tech-
nology with the air and missile defense sys-
tems and networks of the United States to
provide mutual benefit.

(I) Any other matters the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

(3) ForM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.
SEC. 234. AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR CO-PRO-

DUCTION OF IRON DOME SHORT-
RANGE ROCKET DEFENSE SYSTEM
IN THE UNITED STATES.

(a) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.— Of the funds authorized
to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2014 for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation,
Defense-wide, for the Missile Defense Agen-
cy, not more than $15,000,000 may be obli-
gated or expended for nonrecurring engineer-
ing costs in connection with the establish-
ment of a capacity for co-production in the
United States by industry of the United
States of parts and components for the Iron
Dome short-range rocket defense program.
Such obligation or expenditure shall be made
pursuant to an agreement described in para-
graph (2).

(2) AGREEMENT DESCRIBED.—An agreement
described in this paragraph is an agreement
entered into by the Government of the
United States and the Government of Israel
with respect to the co-production in the
United States of parts and components for
the Iron Dome short-range rocket defense
program.

(b) REPORT ON CO-PRODUCTION.—Not later
than 30 days after obligating or expending
funds specified in subsection (a), the Direc-
tor of the Missile Defense Agency shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report on the plan to implement an agree-
ment described in paragraph (2) of such sub-
section, including the following:

(1) A description of the estimated cost of
implementing the agreement, including the
costs to be paid by industry.

(2) The expected schedule to implement the
agreement.

(3) A description of any efforts to minimize
the costs of the agreement to the Govern-
ment of the United States.

(c) REPORT ON MISSILE DEFENSE COOPERA-
TION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a report
on the status of missile defense cooperation
between the United States and Israel.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the following:

(A) A description of the current program of
ballistic missile defense cooperation between
the United States and Israel, including the
objectives and results of such cooperation as
of the date of the report.

(B) A description of steps taken during the
year prior to the report, and steps planned to
be taken during the year following the re-
port, by the governments of the United
States and Israel to improve the coordina-
tion, interoperability, and integration of the
missile defense capabilities of the United
States and Israel.

(C) A description of joint missile defense
exercises and training that have been con-
ducted by the United States and Israel, and
the lessons learned from such exercises.

(D) A description of joint efforts of the
United States and Israel to develop ballistic
missile defense technologies and capabilities.
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(E) Any other matters that the Secretary
considers appropriate.

(d) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this section
shall be construed to alter or affect the pro-
curement schedule, or anticipated procure-
ment numbers, under the Iron Dome short-
range rocket defense program.

(e) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) second-source production of parts and
components of the Iron Dome short-range
rocket defense program that is based in the
United States is in the national security in-
terest of both Israel and the United States;
and

(2) the move towards such a second-source
capacity in the United States for integration
and assembly of all-up rounds of the Iron
Dome short-range rocket defense program
will further enhance the security of Israel by
ensuring added production capability of such
vital program.

SEC. 235. ADDITIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE RADAR
FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE
UNITED STATES HOMELAND.

(a) DEPLOYMENT OF LONG-RANGE DISCRIMI-
NATING RADAR.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Mis-
sile Defense Agency shall deploy a long-
range discriminating radar against long-
range ballistic missile threats from the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. Such
radar shall be located at a location opti-
mized to support the defense of the homeland
of the United States.

(2) FUNDING.—Of the funds authorized to be
appropriated by this Act for research, devel-
opment, test, and evaluation, Defense-wide,
for the Missile Defense Agency for BMD Sen-
sors (PE 63884C), as specified in the funding
table in section 4201, $30,000,000 shall be
available for initial costs toward the deploy-
ment of the radar required by paragraph (1).

(b) ADDITIONAL SENSOR COVERAGE FOR
THREATS FROM IRAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall ensure that the Secretary is able to de-
ploy additional tracking and discrimination
sensor capabilities to support the defense of
the homeland of the United States from fu-
ture long-range ballistic missile threats that
emerge from Iran.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report that details
what sensor capabilities of the TUnited
States, including re-locatable land- and sea-
based capabilities, are or will become avail-
able to support the defense of the homeland
of the United States from future long-range
ballistic missile threats that emerge from
Iran. Such report shall include the following:

(A) With respect to the capabilities in-
cluded in the report, an identification of
such capabilities that can be located on the
Atlantic-side of the United States by not
later than 2019, or sooner if long-range bal-
listic missile threats from Iran are success-
fully flight-tested prior to 2019.

(B) A description of the manner in which
the United States will maintain such capa-
bilities so as to ensure the deployment of the
capabilities in time to support the missile
defense of the United States from long-range
ballistic missile threats from Iran.

SEC. 236. EVALUATION OF OPTIONS FOR FUTURE
BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SEN-
SOR ARCHITECTURES.

(a) EVALUATION REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense,
acting through the Commander of the United
States Strategic Command, shall conduct an
evaluation of options and alternatives for fu-
ture sensor architectures for ballistic missile
defense in order to enhance the ballistic mis-
sile defense capabilities of the United States.

(2) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall consult with
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the heads of departments and agencies of the
Federal Government that the Secretary de-
termines appropriate.

(3) SCOPE OF EVALUATION.—In conducting
the evaluation under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall consider the following:

(A) A wide range of options for a future
sensor architecture for ballistic missile de-
fense, including—

(i) options regarding the future develop-
ment, integration, exploitation, and deploy-
ment of existing or new missile defense sen-
sor systems and assets; and

(ii) options regarding using capabilities of
the Federal Government that exist or are
planned as of the date of the evaluation that
are not primarily focused on missile defense,
including such capabilities that may require
modification to be used for missile defense.

(B) The potential costs, advantages, and
feasibility of using such future sensor archi-
tecture for purposes other than missile de-
fense, including for technical intelligence
collection or space situational awareness.

(C) Whether and how such future sensor ar-
chitectures could be designed and employed
to fulfill missions other than missile defense
when not required for such missile defense
missions.

(4) OBJECTIVE.—The objective of the eval-
uation shall be to identify one or more fu-
ture sensor architectures for ballistic missile
defense that will result in an improvement of
the performance of the ballistic missile de-
fense system in a cost-effective, operation-
ally effective, timely, and affordable man-
ner.

(b) ELEMENTS TO BE EVALUATED.—The eval-
uation required by subsection (a) shall in-
clude a consideration of the following:

(1) SENSOR TYPES.—At a minimum, the
types of sensors as follows:

(A) Radar.

(B) Infrared.

(C) Optical and electro-optical.

(D) Directed energy.

(2) SENSOR MODES.—Deployment modes of
sensors as follows:

(A) Ground-based sensors.

(B) Sea-based sensors.

(C) Airborne sensors.

(D) Space-based sensors.

(3) SENSOR FUNCTIONS.—At a minimum,
missile defense-related sensor functions as
follows:

(A) Detection.

(B) Tracking.

(C) Characterization.

(D) Classification.

(E) Discrimination.

(F) Debris mitigation.

(G) Kill assessment.

(4) SENSOR ARCHITECTURE CAPABILITIES.—A?b
a minimum, maximization or improvement
of sensor-related capabilities as follows:

(A) Handling of increasing raid sizes.

(B) Precision tracking of threat missiles.

(C) Providing fire-control quality tracks of
evolving threat missiles.

(D) Enabling launch-on-remote and en-
gage-on-remote capabilities.

(E) Discriminating lethal objects (war-
heads) from other objects.

(F) Effectively assessing the results of en-
gagements.

(G) Enabling enhanced shot doctrine.

(H) Other capabilities that the Secretary of
Defense determines appropriate.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting
forth the results of the evaluation required
by subsection (a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report under paragraph
(1) shall include the findings, conclusions,
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and recommendations of the Secretary with
respect to—

(A) future sensor architectures evaluated
under subsection (a)(3)(A)(1).

(B) existing or planned capabilities of the
Federal Government evaluated under sub-
section (a)(3)(A)(ii);

(C) using future sensor architecture for ad-
ditional purposes as described in subsection
(a)(3)(B); and

(D) the design and employment of future
sensor architectures to fulfill missions other
than missile defense as described in sub-
section (a)(3)(C).

(3) FOrRM.—The report shall be submitted in
unclassified form, but may include a classi-
fied annex.

(d) CONFORMING REPEAL.—Section 224 of
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126
Stat. 1675) is repealed.

SEC. 237. PLANS TO IMPROVE THE GROUND-
BASED MIDCOURSE DEFENSE SYS-
TEM.

(a) IMPROVED KILL ASSESSMENT CAPA-
BILITY.—The Director of the Missile Defense
Agency, in consultation with the Com-
mander of the United States Strategic Com-
mand and the Commander of the United
States Northern Command, shall develop—

(1) options to achieve an improved kill as-
sessment capability for the ground-based
midcourse defense system that can be devel-
oped as soon as practicable with acceptable
acquisition risk, with the objective of
achieving initial operating capability by not
later than December 31, 2019, including by
improving—

(A) the exo-atmospheric kill vehicle for the
ground-based interceptor;

(B) the command, control, battle manage-
ment, and communications system; and

(C) the sensor and communications archi-
tecture of the ballistic missile defense sys-
tem; and

(2) a plan to carry out such options that
gives priority to including such improved ca-
pabilities in at least some of the 14 ground-
based interceptors that will be procured by
the Director, as announced by the Secretary
of Defense on March 15, 2013.

(b) IMPROVED HIT ASSESSMENT.—The Direc-
tor, in consultation with the Commander of
the United States Strategic Command and
the Commander of the United States North-
ern Command, shall take appropriate steps
to develop an interim capability for im-
proved hit assessment for the ground-based
midcourse defense system that can be inte-
grated into near-term exo-atmospheric kill
vehicle upgrades and refurbishment.

(¢) REPORT ON IMPROVED CAPABILITIES.—
Not later than April 1, 2014, the Director, the
Commander of the United States Strategic
Command, and the Commander of the United
States Northern Command shall jointly sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report on—

(1) the development of an improved kill as-
sessment capability under subsection (a), in-
cluding the plan developed under paragraph
(2) of such subsection; and

(2) the development of an interim capa-
bility for improved hit assessment under
subsection (b).

(d) PLAN FOR UPGRADED ENHANCED EXO-AT-
MOSPHERIC KILL VEHICLE.—

(1) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than 120
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Director shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a plan to use
covered funding to develop, test, and deploy
an upgraded enhanced exo-atmospheric kill
vehicle for the ground-based midcourse de-
fense system that—

(A) is tested under a test program coordi-
nated with the Director of Operational Test
and Evaluation; and
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(B) following such test program, is capable
of being deployed during fiscal year 2018 or
thereafter.

(2) PRIORITY.—In developing the plan for an
upgraded enhanced exo-atmospheric kill ve-
hicle under paragraph (1), the Director shall
give priority to the following attributes:

(A) Cost effectiveness and high reliability,

testability, producibility, modularity, and
maintainability.

(B) Capability across the midcourse battle
space.

(C) Ability to leverage ballistic missile de-
fense system data with kill vehicle on-board
capability to discriminate lethal objects.

(D) Reliable on-demand communications.

(E) Sufficient flexibility to ensure that the
potential for future enhancements, including
ballistic missile defense system interceptor
commonality and multiple and volume Kkill
capability, is maintained.

(3) COVERED FUNDING DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘‘covered funding’ means—

(A) funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fis-
cal year 2014 for the Missile Defense Agency,
as specified in the funding table in section
4201; and

(B) funds authorized to be appropriated by
the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239) or oth-
erwise made available for fiscal year 2013
that are available to the Director to carry
out the plan under paragraph (1).

SEC. 238. REPORT ON POTENTIAL FUTURE HOME-
LAND BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE
OPTIONS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 240
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on potential future options for enhanc-
ing the ballistic missile defense of the home-
land of the United States.

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall
prepare the report under subsection (a) in
consultation with the Commander of the
United States Strategic Command, the Com-
mander of the United States Northern Com-
mand, and the Director of the Missile De-
fense Agency.

(¢c) ELEMENTS.—The report under
section (a) shall include the following:

(1) A description of the current assessment
of the threat to the United States from lim-
ited ballistic missile attack (whether acci-
dental, unauthorized, or deliberate), particu-
larly from countries such as North Korea
and Iran, and an assessment of the projected
future threat through 2022, including a dis-
cussion of confidence levels and uncertain-
ties in such threat assessment.

(2) A description of the current capability
of the ballistic missile defense of the home-
land of the United States to defend against
the current threat of limited ballistic mis-
sile attack (whether accidental, unauthor-
ized, or deliberate), particularly from coun-
tries such as North Korea and Iran.

(3) A description of the status of efforts to
correct the problems that caused the flight
test failures of the ground-based midcourse
defense system in December 2010 and July
2013 and plans for future efforts, including
additional flight testing, to demonstrate
that the problems have been successfully
corrected.

(4) A description of planned improvements
to the current ballistic missile defense sys-
tem of the homeland of the United States,
and the enhancements to the capability of
such system that would result from such
planned improvements, including—

(A) deployment of 14 additional ground-
based interceptors at Fort Greely, Alaska;

(B) missile defense upgrades of early warn-
ing radars at Clear, Alaska, and Cape Cod,
Massachusetts;
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(C) deployment of an in-flight interceptor
communications system data terminal at
Fort Drum, New York; and

(D) improvements to the effectiveness and
reliability of the ground-based interceptors
and the overall ground-based midcourse de-
fense system.

(5) In accordance with subsection (d), a de-
scription of potential additional future op-
tions for the ballistic missile defense of the
homeland of the United States, in addition
to the improvements described in paragraph
(4), if future ballistic missile threats warrant
deployment of such options to increase the
capabilities of such ballistic missile defense,
including—

(A) deployment of a missile defense inter-
ceptor site on the East Coast;

(B) deployment of a missile defense inter-
ceptor site in another location in the United
States, other than on the East Coast;

(C) expansion of Missile Field-1 at Fort
Greely, Alaska, to an operationally available
20-silo configuration, to permit further inter-
ceptor deployments;

(D) deployment of additional ground-based
interceptors for the ground-based midcourse
defense system at Fort Greely, Alaska, or
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, or
both;

(E) deployment of additional missile de-
fense sensors, including at a site in Alaska
as well as an X-band radar on or near the
East Coast or elsewhere, to enhance system
tracking and discrimination, including var-
ious sensor options;

(F) enhancements to the operational effec-
tiveness, cost effectiveness, and overall per-
formance of the ground-based midcourse de-
fense system through improvements to sys-
tem reliability, discrimination, battle man-
agement, exo-atmospheric kill vehicle capa-
bility, and related functions;

(G) the potential for future enhancement
and deployment of the standard missile-3
block IIA interceptor to augment the bal-
listic missile defense of the homeland of the
United States;

(H) missile defense options to defend the
homeland of the United States against bal-
listic missiles that could be launched from
vessels on the seas around the United States,
including the Gulf of Mexico, or other bal-
listic missile threats that could approach the
United States from the south, should such a
threat arise in the future; and

(I) any other options the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(d) EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL OPTIONS.—
For each option described under subsection
(c)(b), the Secretary shall provide an evalua-
tion of the advantages and disadvantages of
such option. The evaluation of each such op-
tion shall include consideration of the fol-
lowing:

(1) Technical feasibility.

(2) Operational effectiveness and utility
against the projected future threat.

(3) Cost, cost effectiveness, and afford-
ability.

(4) Schedule considerations.

(5) Agility to respond to changes in future
threat evolution.

(e) CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS.—
Based on the evaluations required by sub-
section (d), the Secretary shall include in the
report under subsection (a) such findings,
conclusions, and recommendations as the
Secretary considers appropriate for potential
future options for the ballistic missile de-
fense of the homeland of the United States.

(f) FORM.—The report under subsection (a)
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but
may include a classified annex.
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SEC. 239. BRIEFINGS ON STATUS OF IMPLEMEN-
TATION OF CERTAIN MISSILE DE-
FENSE MATTERS.

Not later than 180 days after the comple-
tion of the site evaluation study required by
subsection (a) of section 227 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2013 (Public Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1678), and
again one year after such date, the Secretary
of Defense shall provide to the congressional
defense committees a detailed briefing on
the current status of efforts and plans to im-
plement the requirements of such section,
including—

(1) the progress and plans toward prepara-
tion of the environmental impact statement
required by subsection (b) of such section;
and

(2) the development of the contingency
plan under subsection (d) of such section for
deployment of an additional homeland mis-
sile defense interceptor site in case the
President determines to proceed with such
an additional deployment.

SEC. 240. SENSE OF CONGRESS AND REPORT ON
NATO AND MISSILE DEFENSE BUR-
DEN-SHARING.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that as defense budget resources
continue to decline in the United States, in-
cluding by reason of funding reductions
under the Budget Control Act of 2011 (Public
Law 112-25), and the sequestration in effect
by reason of such Act, the importance of bur-
den-sharing among members of the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization for missile de-
fense is increasing.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the cost of missile defense for mem-
bers of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (in this section referred to as “NATO”),
including the phased, adaptive approach to
missile defense in Europe, and the contribu-
tions made by members of NATO for such
missile defense.

(c) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
subsection (b) shall include the following:

(1) The total estimated cost directly at-
tributable to the various phases of the
phased, adaptive approach to missile defense
in Europe, including costs relating to re-
search, development, testing, and evalua-
tion, procurement, and military construc-
tion.

(2) With respect to the cost of missile de-
fense for NATO, including the phased, adapt-
ive approach to missile defense in Europe, a
description of the level of burden-sharing
among members of NATO as of the date of
the report, including through contributions
made by a member in the form of hosting
elements of such approach to missile defense
in the territory of the member.

(3) An assessment of, and recommendations
for, areas where the Secretary determines
that NATO and the members of NATO could
improve the burden-sharing among members
with respect to the cost of missile defense for
NATO described in paragraph (2), including
through the possible pooling of missile de-
fense interceptors.

(d) FOorM.—The report required by sub-
section (b) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.
SEC. 241. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON DEPLOYMENT

OF REGIONAL BALLISTIC MISSILE
DEFENSE CAPABILITIES.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) the United States develops and deploys
regional ballistic missile defense capabilities
to protect the forward-deployed forces, al-
lies, and partners of the United States
against regional ballistic missile threats,
consistent with the security obligations of
the United States and as part of the broader
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theater security and military plans of the
geographic combatant commanders of the
United States;

(2) in deciding on the deployment of re-
gional missile defense assets and capabilities
of the United States, the Secretary of De-
fense should give priority consideration to
the capabilities needed to deter and defend
against the ballistic missile threat, includ-
ing the recommendations of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff and the priorities of the geographic
combatant commanders for meeting the
operational needs of the commanders for bal-
listic missile defense;

(3) such deployment decisions should take
into account all of the ballistic missile
threats to the forces, allies, and partners of
the United States in each region;

(4) the United States should encourage the
allies and partners of the United States to
acquire and contribute to integrated and
complementary regional ballistic missile de-
fense capabilities—including coordination,
data sharing, and networking arrange-
ments—and such allied and partner capabili-
ties should be taken into account in deciding
on the deployment of regional missile de-
fense capabilities of the United States; and

(6) the United States should cooperate
closely with the allies and partners of the
United States, including such allies and
partners in East Asia, on missile defense de-
ployments and cooperation that enhance the
mutual security of the United States and
such allies and partners.

SEC. 242. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON PROCURE-
MENT OF CAPABILITY ENHANCE-
MENT II EXOATMOSPHERIC KILL VE-
HICLE.

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary of Defense should not procure a Capa-
bility Enhancement II exoatmospheric kill
vehicle for deployment until after the date
on which a successful intercept flight test of
the Capability Enhancement II ground-based
interceptor has occurred, unless such pro-
curement is for test assets or to maintain a
warm line for the industrial base.

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 251. ANNUAL COMPTROLLER GENERAL RE-
PORT ON THE AMPHIBIOUS COMBAT
VEHICLE ACQUISITION PROGRAM.

(a) ANNUAL GAO REVIEW.—During the pe-
riod beginning on the date of the enactment
of this Act and ending on March 1, 2018, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct an annual review of the am-
phibious combat vehicle acquisition pro-
gram.

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1 of
each year beginning in 2014 and ending in
2018, the Comptroller General shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the review of the amphibious combat
vehicle acquisition program conducted under
subsection (a).

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Each report
under paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(A) The extent to which the program is
meeting development and procurement cost,
schedule, performance, and risk mitigation
goals.

(B) With respect to meeting the desired
initial operational capability and full oper-
ational capability dates for the amphibious
combat vehicle, the progress and results of—

(i) developmental and operational testing
of the vehicle; and

(ii) plans for correcting deficiencies in ve-
hicle performance, operational effectiveness,
reliability, suitability, and safety.

(C) An assessment of procurement plans,
production results, and efforts to improve
manufacturing efficiency and supplier per-
formance.
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(D) An assessment of the acquisition strat-
egy of the amphibious combat vehicle, in-
cluding whether such strategy is in compli-
ance with acquisition management best-
practices and the acquisition policy and reg-
ulations of the Department of Defense.

(E) An assessment of the projected oper-
ations and support costs and the viability of
the Marine Corps to afford to operate and
sustain the amphibious combat vehicle.

(3) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—In submit-
ting to the congressional defense committees
the first report under paragraph (1) and a re-
port following any changes made by the Sec-
retary of the Navy to the baseline docu-
mentation of the amphibious combat vehicle
acquisition program, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall include, with respect to such pro-
gram, an assessment of the sufficiency and
objectivity of—

(A) the analysis of alternatives;

(B) the initial capabilities document; and

(C) the capabilities development document.
SEC. 252. ANNUAL COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF

THE UNITED STATES REPORT ON
THE ACQUISITION PROGRAM FOR
THE VXX PRESIDENTIAL HELI-
COPTER.

(a) ANNUAL GAO REVIEW.—The Comptroller
General of the United States shall conduct
annually a review of the acquisition program
for the VXX Presidential Helicopter aircraft.

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than March 1
each year, the Comptroller General shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on the review conducted under
subsection (a) during the preceding year.

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report under para-
graph (1) shall include such matters as the
Comptroller General considers appropriate
to fully inform the congressional defense
committees of the stage of the acquisition
process for the VXX Presidential Helicopter
aircraft covered by the review described in
such report. Such matters may include the
following:

(A) The extent to which the acquisition
program for the VXX Presidential Helicopter
aircraft is meeting cost, schedule, and per-
formance goals.

(B) The progress and results of develop-
mental testing.

(C) An assessment of the acquisition strat-
egy for the program, including whether the
strategy is consistent with acquisition man-
agement best practices identified by the
Comptroller General for purposes of the pro-
gram.

(c) SUNSET.—The requirements in this sec-
tion shall terminate upon the earlier of—

(1) the date on which the Navy awards a
contract for full-rate production for the VXX
Presidential Helicopter aircraft; or

(2) the date on which the acquisition pro-
gram for such aircraft is terminated.

SEC. 253. REPORT ON STRATEGY TO IMPROVE
BODY ARMOR.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on
the comprehensive research and development
strategy of the Secretary to achieve signifi-
cant reductions in the weight of body armor.

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) A brief description of each solution for
body armor weight reduction that is being
developed as of the date of the report.

(2) For each such solution—

(A) the costs, schedules, and performance
requirements;

(B) the research and development funding
profile;

(C) a description of the materials being
used in the solution; and

(D) the feasibility and technology readi-
ness levels of the solution and the materials.
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(3) A strategy to provide resources for fu-
ture research and development of body
armor weight reduction.

(4) An explanation of how the Secretary is
using a modular or tailorable solution to ap-
proach body armor weight reduction.

(5) A description of how the Secretary co-
ordinates the research and development of
body armor weight reduction being carried
out by the military departments.

(6) Any other matter the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(c) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annex.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
SEC. 261. ESTABLISHMENT OF COMMUNICATIONS
SECURITY REVIEW AND ADVISORY
BOARD.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 7 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“§189. Communications Security Review and

Advisory Board

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There shall be in the
Department of Defense a Communications
Security Review and Advisory Board (in this
section referred to as the ‘Board’) to review
and assess the communications security,
cryptographic modernization, and related
key management activities of the Depart-
ment and provide advice to the Secretary
with respect to such activities.

““(b) MEMBERS.—(1) The Secretary shall de-
termine the number of members of the
Board.

‘(2) The Chief Information Officer of the
Department of Defense shall serve as chair-
man of the Board.

‘(3) The Secretary shall appoint officers in
the grade of general or admiral and civilian
employees of the Department of Defense in
the Senior Executive Service to serve as
members of the Board.

‘‘(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Board shall—

‘(1) monitor the overall communications
security, cryptographic modernization, and
key management efforts of the Department,
including activities under major defense ac-
quisition programs (as defined in section 139¢c
of this title), by—

“‘(A) requiring each Chief Information Offi-
cer of each military department to report
the communications security activities of
the military department to the Board;

“(B) tracking compliance of each military
department with respect to communications
security modernization efforts;

‘(C) validating lifecycle communications
security modernization plans for major de-
fense acquisition programs;

‘“(2) validate the need to replace cryp-
tographic equipment based on the expiration
dates of the equipment and evaluate the
risks of continuing to use cryptographic
equipment after such expiration dates;

‘“(3) convene in-depth program reviews for
specific cryptographic modernization devel-
opments with respect to validating require-
ments and identifying programmatic risks;

‘“(4) develop a long-term roadmap for com-
munications security to identify potential
issues and ensure synchronization with
major planning documents; and

‘“(6) advise the Secretary on the cryp-
tographic posture of the Department, includ-
ing budgetary recommendations.

‘(d) EXCLUSION OF CERTAIN PROGRAMS.—
The Board shall not include the consider-
ation of programs funded under the National
Intelligence Program (as defined in section
3(6) of the National Security Act of 1947 (50
U.S.C. 3003(6))) in carrying out this section.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by adding after the item relating to
section 188 the following new item:
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¢189. Communications Security Review and
Advisory Board”.

SEC. 262. EXTENSION AND EXPANSION OF MECH-
ANISMS TO PROVIDE FUNDS FOR DE-
FENSE LABORATORIES FOR RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF
TECHNOLOGIES FOR MILITARY MIS-
SIONS.

(a) CLARIFICATION OF AVAILABILITY OF
FuUNDS.—Section 219 of the Duncan Hunter
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C.
2358 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)(D), by striking ‘“‘and
recapitalization’” through the period at the
end and inserting ‘‘recapitalization, or minor
military construction of the laboratory in-
frastructure, in accordance with subsection
(0).”;

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c)
as subsections (¢) and (d), respectively; and

(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

“(b) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS FOR INFRA-
STRUCTURE PROJECTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the provisions
of this subsection, funds available under a
mechanism under subsection (a)(1)(D) that
are solely intended to carry out a laboratory
infrastructure project shall be available for
such project until expended.

¢“(2) PRIOR NOTICE OF COSTS OF PROJECTS.—
Funds shall be available in accordance with
paragraph (1) for a project referred to in such
paragraph only if the Secretary notifies the
congressional defense committees of the
total cost of the project before the date on
which the Secretary uses a mechanism under
subsection (a)(1)(D) for such project.

“(3) ACCUMULATION OF FUNDS FOR
PROJECTS.—Funds may accumulate under a
mechanism under subsection (a) for a project
referred to in paragraph (1) for not more
than five years.

“(4) COST LIMIT COMPLIANCE.—The Sec-
retary shall ensure that a project referred to
in paragraph (1) for which funds are made
available in accordance with such paragraph
complies with the applicable cost limitations
in the following provisions of law:

““(A) Section 2805(d) of title 10, United
States Code, with respect to revitalization
and recapitalization projects.

‘‘(B) Section 2811 of such title, with respect
to repair projects.”.

(b) EXTENSION.—Subsection (d) of such sec-
tion, as redesignated by subsection (a)(2) of
this section, is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2016’ and inserting ‘‘September
30, 2020°.

(c) APPLICATION.—Subsection (b) of such
section 219, as added by subsection (a)(3),
shall apply with respect to funds made avail-
able under such section on or after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 263. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO AWARD
PRIZES FOR ADVANCED TECH-
NOLOGY ACHIEVEMENTS.

Section 2374a(f) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2013’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2018°°.
SEC. 264. FIVE-YEAR EXTENSION OF PILOT PRO-

GRAM TO INCLUDE TECHNOLOGY
PROTECTION FEATURES DURING
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF
CERTAIN DEFENSE SYSTEMS.

Section 243(d) of the Ike Skelton National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year
2011 (Public Law 111-383; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note)
is amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2015’ and
inserting ‘‘October 1, 2020”°.

SEC. 265. BRIEFING ON BIOMETRICS ACTIVITIES
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE.

(a) BRIEFING REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall brief the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives on an as-
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sessment of the future program structure for

biometrics oversight and execution and ar-

chitectural requirements for biometrics-ena-
bling capability.

(b) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The briefing under
subsection (a) shall include the following:

(1) An assessment of the roles and respon-
sibilities of the principal staff assistant for
biometrics, the program manager for bio-
metrics, and the Defense Forensics and Bio-
metrics Agency, including—

(A) the roles and responsibilities of each
element of the Department of Defense, in-
cluding each military department, with re-
sponsibility for biometrics and each such
element that is responsible for requirements
and testing regarding biometrics; and

(B) whether the executive management re-
sponsibilities of the Department of Defense
program manager for biometrics should be
retained by the Army or transferred to an-
other element of the Department.

(2) An assessment of the current require-
ments for biometrics-enabling capability, in-
cluding with respect to—

(A) a governance process for capturing,
vetting, and validating requirements and
business processes across military depart-
ment, interagency, and international part-
ners; and

(B) a process to determine resourcing busi-
ness rules to establish and sustain such capa-
bilities.

(3) An evaluation of the most appropriate
element of the Department to take responsi-
bility for defining and managing the end-to-
end performance of the biometric enterprise,
beginning and ending at the point of biomet-
ric encounter, as described in the report of
the Comptroller General of the United States
titled ‘“Defense Biometrics: Additional
Training for Leaders and More Timely
Transmission of Data Could Enhance the Use
of Biometrics in Afghanistan’’, numbered 12—
442.

SEC. 266. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON IMPORTANCE
OF ALIGNING COMMON MISSILE
COMPARTMENT OF OHIO-CLASS RE-
PLACEMENT PROGRAM WITH THE
UNITED KINGDOM’S VANGUARD SUC-
CESSOR PROGRAM.

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary of Defense and the Secretary of the
Navy should make every effort to ensure
that the common missile compartment asso-
ciated with the Ohio-class ballistic missile
submarine replacement program stays on
schedule and is aligned with the Vanguard-
successor program of the United Kingdom in
order for the United States to fulfill its long-
standing commitment to our ally and part-
ner in sea-based strategic deterrence.

SEC. 267. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON COUNTER-
ELECTRONICS HIGH POWER MICRO-
WAVE MISSILE PROJECT.

It is the sense of the Congress that—

(1) in carrying out the non-Kkinetic counter-
electronics developmental planning effort of
the Air Force, the Secretary of Defense
should consider the results of the successful
joint technology capability demonstration
that the counter-electronics high power
microwave missile project conducted in 2012;

(2) an analysis of alternatives is an impor-
tant step in the long-term development of a
non-kinetic counter-electronic system;

(3) the Secretary should pursue both near-
and far-term joint non-kinetic counter-elec-
tronic systems; and

(4) the counter-electronics high power
microwave missile project (or a variant
thereof) should be considered among the op-
tions for a possible materiel solution in re-
sponse to any near-term joint urgent oper-
ational need, joint emergent operational
need, or combatant command integrated pri-
ority for a non-kinetic counter-electronic
system.
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TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 301. Operation and maintenance fund-
ing.
Subtitle B—Energy and Environment

Sec. 311. Deadline for submission of reports
on proposed budgets for activi-
ties relating to operational en-
ergy strategy.

312. Facilitation of interagency co-
operation in conservation pro-
grams of the Departments of
Defense, Agriculture, and Inte-
rior to avoid or reduce adverse
impacts on military readiness
activities.

Sec. 313. Reauthorization of Sikes Act.

Sec. 314. Clarification of prohibition on dis-

posing of waste in open-air burn

Sec.

pits.

Sec. 315. Limitation on availability of funds
for procurement of drop-in
fuels.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

Sec. 321. Strategic policy for prepositioned

materiel and equipment.

Sec. 322. Department of Defense manufac-
turing arsenal study and report.

Consideration of Army arsenals’ ca-
pabilities to fulfill manufac-
turing requirements.

Strategic policy for the retrograde,
reconstitution, and replace-
ment of operating forces used
to support overseas contin-
gency operations.

Littoral Combat Ship Strategic
Sustainment Plan.

Strategy for improving asset track-
ing and in-transit visibility.
Subtitle D—Reports

Additional reporting requirements
relating to personnel and unit
readiness.

Modification of authorities on
prioritization of funds for
equipment readiness and stra-
tegic capability.

Revision to requirement for annual
submission of information re-
garding information technology
capital assets.

334. Modification of annual corrosion
control and prevention report-
ing requirements.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

Authority

Sec. 341. Certification for realignment of
forces at Lajes Air Force Base,
Azores.

Limitation on performance of De-
partment of Defense flight dem-
onstration teams outside the
United States.

Limitation on funding for United
States Special Operations Com-
mand National Capital Region.

Limitation on availability of funds
for Trans Regional Web Initia-
tive.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Gifts made for the benefit of mili-
tary musical units.

Revised policy on ground combat
and camouflage utility uni-
forms.

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

SEC. 301. OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE FUND-

ING.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2014 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for oper-
ation and maintenance, as specified in the
funding table in section 4301.

Sec. 323.

Sec. 324.

Sec. 325.

Sec. 326.

Sec. 331.

Sec. 332.

Sec. 333.

Sec.

Sec. 342.

Sec. 343.

Sec. 344.

Sec. 351.

Sec. 352.
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Subtitle B—Energy and Environment
SEC. 311. DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF RE-
PORTS ON PROPOSED BUDGETS FOR
ACTIVITIES RELATING TO OPER-
ATIONAL ENERGY STRATEGY.

Section 138c(e) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘Not later
than 30 days after the date on which the
budget for a fiscal year is submitted to Con-
gress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the proposed budgets for
that fiscal year’” and inserting ‘‘The Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to Congress a
report on the proposed budgets for a fiscal
year’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

¢“(6) The report required by paragraph (4)
for a fiscal year shall be submitted by the
later of the following dates:

‘‘(A) The date that is 30 days after the date
on which the budget for that fiscal year is
submitted to Congress pursuant to section
1105 of title 31.

‘“(B) March 31 of the previous fiscal year.”’.
SEC. 312. FACILITATION OF INTERAGENCY CO-

OPERATION IN CONSERVATION PRO-
GRAMS OF THE DEPARTMENTS OF
DEFENSE, AGRICULTURE, AND INTE-
RIOR TO AVOID OR REDUCE AD-
VERSE IMPACTS ON MILITARY READ-
INESS ACTIVITIES.

(a) USE or FUNDS UNDER CERTAIN AGREE-
MENTS.—Section 2684a of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (h) and (i)
as subsections (i) and (j), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (g) the fol-
lowing new subsection (h):

““(h) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION IN CON-
SERVATION PROGRAMS TO AVOID OR REDUCE
ADVERSE IMPACTS ON MILITARY READINESS
ACTIVITIES.—In order to facilitate inter-
agency cooperation and enhance the effec-
tiveness of actions that will protect both the
environment and military readiness, the re-
cipient of funds provided pursuant an agree-
ment under this section or under the Sikes
Act (16 U.S.C. et seq.) may, with regard to
the lands and waters within the scope of the
agreement, use such funds to satisfy any
matching funds or cost-sharing requirement
of any conservation program of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture or the Department of
the Interior notwithstanding any limitation
of such program on the source of matching
or cost-sharing funds.”’.

(b) SUNSET.—This section and subsection
(h) of section 2684a of title 10, United States
Code, as added by this section, shall expire
on October 1, 2019, except that any agree-
ment referred to in such subsection that is
entered into on or before September 30, 2019,
shall continue according to its terms and
conditions as if this section has not expired.
SEC. 313. REAUTHORIZATION OF SIKES ACT.

Section 108 of the Sikes Act (16 U.S.C. 670f)
is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years 2009
through 2014’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal years 2014 through 2019”.

SEC. 314. CLARIFICATION OF PROHIBITION ON
DISPOSING OF WASTE IN OPEN-AIR
BURN PITS.

Section 317(c)(2) of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Pub-
lic Law 111-84; 123 Stat. 2249; 10 U.S.C. 2701
note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’;

(2) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (Q); and

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the
following new subparagraphs:

“(C) tires;

‘(D) treated wood;

‘“(E) batteries;

‘“(F) plastics, except insignificant amounts
of plastic remaining after a good-faith effort
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to remove or recover plastic materials from
the solid waste stream;

‘(@) munitions and explosives, except
when disposed of in compliance with guid-
ance on the destruction of munitions and ex-
plosives contained in the Department of De-
fense Ammunition and Explosives Safety
Standards, DoD Manual 6055.09-M;

“(H) compressed gas cylinders,
empty with valves removed;

‘“(I) fuel containers, unless completely
evacuated of its contents;

““(J) aerosol cans;

‘“(K) polychlorinated biphenyls;

‘(L) petroleum, oils, and lubricants prod-
ucts (other than waste fuel for initial com-
bustion);

‘(M) asbestos;

‘(N) mercury;

‘“(0) foam tent material;

‘(P) any item containing any of the mate-
rials referred to in a preceding paragraph;
and”.

SEC. 315. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR PROCUREMENT OF
DROP-IN FUELS.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended to make a bulk purchase of a
drop-in fuel for operational purposes unless
the cost of that drop-in fuel is cost-competi-
tive with the cost of a traditional fuel avail-
able for the same purpose.

(b) WAIVER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-
ments of paragraph (2), the Secretary of De-
fense may waive the limitation under sub-
paragraph (a) with respect to a purchase.

(2) NOTICE REQUIRED.—Not later than 30
days after issuing a waiver under this sub-
section, the Secretary shall submit to the
congressional defense committees notice of
the waiver. Any such notice shall include
each of the following:

(A) The rationale of the Secretary for
issuing the waiver

(B) A certification that the waiver is in the
national security interest of the United
States.

(C) The expected cost of the purchase for
which the waiver is issued.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section—

(1) The term ‘‘drop-in fuel” means a neat
or blended liquid hydrocarbon fuel designed
as a direct replacement for a traditional fuel
with comparable performance characteris-
tics and compatible with existing infrastruc-
ture and equipment

(2) The term ‘‘traditional fuel’” means a
liquid hydrocarbon fuel derived or refined
from petroleum.

(3) The term ‘‘operational purposes’” means
for the purposes of conducting military oper-
ations, including training, exercises, large
scale demonstrations, and moving and sus-
taining military forces and military plat-
forms. Such term does not include research,
development, testing, evaluation, fuel cer-
tification, or other demonstrations.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment

unless

SEC. 321. STRATEGIC POLICY FOR
PREPOSITIONED MATERIEL AND
EQUIPMENT.

(a) MODIFICATIONS TO STRATEGIC POLICY.—
Section 2229(a) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘‘(a) POLICY REQUIRED.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall maintain a strategic policy on the pro-
grams of the Department of Defense for
prepositioned materiel and equipment. Such
policy shall take into account national secu-
rity threats, strategic mobility, service re-
quirements, and the requirements of the
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combatant commands, and shall address how
the Department’s prepositioning programs,
both ground and afloat, align with national
defense strategies and departmental prior-
ities.

‘(2) ELEMENTS.—The strategic policy re-
quired under paragraph (1) shall include the
following elements:

““(A) Overarching strategic guidance con-
cerning planning and resource priorities that
link the Department of Defense’s current
and future needs for prepositioned stocks,
such as desired responsiveness, to evolving
national defense objectives.

‘“(B) A description of the Department’s vi-
sion for prepositioning programs and the de-
sired end state.

‘“(C) Specific interim goals demonstrating
how the vision and end state will be
achieved.

‘(D) A description of the strategic environ-
ment, requirements for, and challenges asso-
ciated with, prepositioning.

‘“(E) Metrics for how the Department will
evaluate the extent to which prepositioned
assets are achieving defense objectives.

“(F) A framework for joint departmental
oversight that reviews and synchronizes the
military services’ prepositioning strategies
to minimize potentially duplicative efforts
and maximize efficiencies in prepositioned
materiel and equipment across the Depart-
ment of Defense.

“(3) JOINT OVERSIGHT.—The Secretary of
Defense shall establish joint oversight of the
military services’ prepositioning efforts to
maximize efficiencies across the Department
of Defense.””.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a plan for
implementation of the prepositioning stra-
tegic policy required under section 2229(a) of
title 10, United States Code, as amended by
subsection (a).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The implementation plan
required under paragraph (1) shall include
the following elements:

(A) Detailed guidance for how the Depart-
ment of Defense will achieve the vision, end
state, and goals outlined in the strategic pol-
icy.

(B) A comprehensive list of the Depart-
ment’s prepositioned materiel and equip-
ment programs.

(C) A detailed description of how the plan
will be implemented.

(D) A schedule with milestones for the im-
plementation of the plan.

(E) An assignment of roles and responsibil-
ities for the implementation of the plan.

(F') A description of the resources required
to implement the plan.

(G) A description of how the plan will be
reviewed and assessed to monitor progress.

(¢c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and annually thereafter,
the Comptroller General of the United States
shall review the implementation plan sub-
mitted under subsection (b) and the
prepositioning strategic policy required
under section 2229(a) of title 10, United
States Code, as amended by subsection (a),
and submit to the congressional defense
committees a report describing the findings
of such review and including any additional
information relating to the propositioning
strategic policy and plan that the Comp-
troller General determines appropriate.

SEC. 322. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE MANUFAC-
TURING ARSENAL STUDY AND RE-
PORT.

(a) REVIEW.—

(1) MANUFACTURING REQUIREMENTS.—The
Secretary of Defense, in consultation with
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the military services and Defense Agencies,

shall review—

(A) current and expected manufacturing
requirements across the military services
and Defense Agencies to identify critical
manufacturing competencies and supplies,
components, end items, parts, assemblies,
and sub-assemblies for which there is no or
limited domestic commercial source and
which are appropriate for manufacturing
within an arsenal owned by the United
States in order to support critical manufac-
turing capabilities;

(B) how the Department of Defense can
more effectively use and manage public-pri-
vate partnerships to preserve critical indus-
trial capabilities at such arsenals for future
national security requirements while pro-
viding to the Department of the Army a re-
turn on its investment;

(C) the effectiveness of the strategy of the
Department of Defense to assign workload to
each of the arsenals and the potential for al-
ternative strategies that could better iden-
tify workload for each arsenal;

(D) the impact of the rate structure driven
by the Department of the Army working-
capital funds on public-private partnerships
at each such arsenal;

(E) the extent to which operations at each
such arsenal can be streamlined, improved,
or enhanced; and

(F') the effectiveness of the implementation
by the Department of the Army of coopera-
tive agreements authorized at manufac-
turing arsenals under section 4544 of title 10,
United States Code.

(2) MECHANISMS FOR DETERMINING MANUFAC-
TURING CAPABILITIES.—The Secretary shall
review mechanisms within the Department
of Defense for ensuring that appropriate con-
sideration is given to the unique manufac-
turing capabilities of arsenals owned by the
United States to fulfill manufacturing re-
quirements of the Department of Defense for
which there is no or limited domestic com-
mercial capability.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port that includes the results of the reviews
conducted under subsection (a) and a descrip-
tion of actions planned to support critical
manufacturing capabilities within arsenals
owned by the United States.

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than one year after the date on which
the report required under subsection (b) is
submitted, the Comptroller General shall
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report containing an assessment of the
report together with the recommendations of
the Comptroller General to improve the
strategy of the Department of Defense to as-
sign workload.

SEC. 323. CONSIDERATION OF ARMY ARSENALS’
CAPABILITIES TO FULFILL MANU-
FACTURING REQUIREMENTS.

(a) CONSIDERATION OF CAPABILITY OF ARSE-
NALS.—When undertaking a make-or-buy
analysis, a program executive officer or pro-
gram manager of a military service or De-
fense Agency shall consider the capability of
arsenals owned by the United States to ful-
fill a manufacturing requirement.

(b) NOTIFICATION OF SOLICITATIONS.—Not
later than 180 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall establish and begin implementa-
tion of a system for ensuring that the arse-
nals owned by the United States are notified
of any solicitation that fulfills a manufac-
turing requirement for which there is no or
limited domestic commercial source and
which may be appropriate for manufacturing
within an arsenal owned by the United
States.
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SEC. 324. STRATEGIC POLICY FOR THE RETRO-
GRADE, RECONSTITUTION, AND RE-
PLACEMENT OF OPERATING FORCES
USED TO SUPPORT OVERSEAS CON-
TINGENCY OPERATIONS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF POLICY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish a policy setting forth the pro-
grams and priorities of the Department of
Defense for the retrograde, reconstitution,
and replacement of units and materiel used
to support overseas contingency operations.
The policy shall take into account national
security threats, the requirements of the
combatant commands, the current readiness
of the operating forces of the military de-
partments, and risk associated with stra-
tegic depth and the time necessary to rees-
tablish required personnel, equipment, and
training readiness in such operating forces.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The policy required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) Establishment and assignment of re-
sponsibilities and authorities within the De-
partment for oversight and execution of the
planning, organization, and management of
the programs to reestablish the readiness of
redeployed operating forces.

(B) Guidance concerning priorities, goals,
objectives, timelines, and resources to rees-
tablish the readiness of redeployed operating
forces in support of national defense objec-
tives and combatant command requirements.

(C) Oversight reporting requirements and
metrics for the evaluation of Department of
Defense and military department progress on
restoring the readiness of redeployed oper-
ating forces in accordance with the policy re-
quired under paragraph (1).

(D) A framework for joint departmental re-
views of military services’ annual budgets
proposed for retrograde, reconstitution, or
replacement activities, including an assess-
ment of the strategic and operational risk
assumed by the proposed levels of invest-
ment across the Department of Defense.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a plan for
implementation of the policy required under
this section.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The implementation plan
required under paragraph (1) shall include
the following elements:

(A) The assignment of responsibilities and
authorities for oversight and execution of
the planning, organization, and management
of the programs to reestablish the readiness
of redeployed operating forces.

(B) Establishment of priorities, goals, ob-
jectives, timelines, and resources to reestab-
lish the readiness of redeployed operating
forces in support of national defense objec-
tives and combatant command requirements.

(C) A description of how the plan will be
implemented, including a schedule with
milestones to meet the goals of the plan.

(D) An estimate of the resources by mili-
tary service and by year required to imple-
ment the plan, including an assessment of
the risks assumed in the plan.

(3) UPDATES.—Not later than one year after
submitting the plan required under para-
graph (1), and annually thereafter for two
years, the Secretary of Defense shall submit
to the congressional defense committees an
update on progress toward meeting the goals
of the plan.

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than 120 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and annually after the
submittal of each update to the implementa-
tion plan under subsection (b), the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall re-
view the implementation plan submitted
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under subsection (b) and the policy required
by subsection (a), and submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report describ-
ing the findings of such review and progress
made toward meeting the goals of the plan
and including any additional information re-
lating to the policy and plan that the Comp-
troller General determines appropriate.

SEC. 325. LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP STRATEGIC

SUSTAINMENT PLAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to
the congressional defense committees and to
the Comptroller General of the United States
a strategic sustainment plan for the Littoral
Combat Ship. Such plan shall include each of
the following:

(1) An estimate of the cost and schedule of
implementing the plan.

(2) An identification of the requirements
and planning for the long-term sustainment
of the Littoral Combat Ship and its mission
modules in accordance with section 2366b of
title 10, United States Code, as amended by
section 801 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law
112-81; 125 Stat. 1482).

(3) A description of the current and future
operating environments of the Littoral Com-
bat Ship, as specified or referred to in stra-
tegic guidance and planning documents of
the Department of Defense.

(4) The facility, supply, and logistics sys-
tems requirements, including contractor
support, of the Littoral Combat Ship when
forward deployed, and an estimate of the
cost and personnel required to conduct the
necessary maintenance activities.

(56) Any required updates to host-nation
agreements to facilitate the forward-de-
ployed maintenance requirements of the Lit-
toral Combat Ship, including a discussion of
overseas management of Ship ordnance and
hazardous materials and delivery of equip-
ment and spare parts needed for emergent re-
pair.

(6) An evaluation of the forward-deployed
maintenance requirements of the Littoral
Combat Ship and a schedule of pier-side
maintenance timelines when forward-de-
ployed, including requirements for multiple
ships and variants.

(7) An assessment of the total quantity of
equipment, spare parts, permanently for-
ward-stationed personnel, and size of fly
away teams required to support forward-de-
ployed maintenance requirements for the
U.S.S. Freedom while in Singapore, and esti-
mates for follow-on deployments of Littoral
Combat Ships of both variants.

(8) A detailed description of the continuity
of operations plans for the Littoral Combat
Ship Squadron and of any plans to increase
the number of Squadron personnel.

(9) An identification of mission critical
single point of failure equipment for which a
sufficient number spare parts are necessary
to have on hand, and determination of Lit-
toral Combat Ship forward deployed equip-
ment and spare parts locations and levels.

(b) ForRM.—The plan required under sub-
section (a) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may have a classified annex.

SEC. 326. STRATEGY FOR IMPROVING ASSET
TRACKING AND IN-TRANSIT VISI-
BILITY.

(a) STRATEGY
PLANS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
congressional defense committees a com-
prehensive strategy for improving asset
tracking and in-transit visibility across the
Department of Defense, together with the
plans of the military departments for imple-
menting the strategy.

AND IMPLEMENTATION



H7738

(2) ELEMENTS.—The strategy and imple-
mentation plans required under paragraph
(1) shall include the following elements:

(A) The overarching goals and objectives
desired from implementation of the strategy.

(B) A description of steps to achieve those
goals and objectives, as well as milestones
and performance measures to gauge results.

(C) An estimate of the costs associated
with executing the plan, and the sources and
types of resources and investments, includ-
ing skills, technology, human capital, infor-
mation, and other resources, required to
meet the goals and objectives.

(D) A description of roles and responsibil-
ities for managing and overseeing the imple-
mentation of the strategy, including the role
of program managers, and the establishment
of mechanisms for multiple stakeholders to
coordinate their efforts throughout imple-
mentation and make necessary adjustments
to the strategy based on performance.

(E) A description of key factors external to
the Department of Defense and beyond its
control that could significantly affect the
achievement of the long-term goals con-
tained in the strategy.

(F') A detailed description of asset marking
requirements and how automated informa-
tion and data capture technologies could im-
prove readiness, cost effectiveness, and per-
formance.

(G) A defined list of all categories of items
that program managers are required to iden-
tify for the purposes of asset marking.

(H) A description of steps to improve asset
tracking and in-transit visibility for classi-
fied programs.

(I) Steps to be undertaken to facilitate col-
laboration with industry designed to capture
best practices, lessons learned, and any rel-
evant technical matters.

(J) A description of how improved asset
tracking and in-transit visibility could en-
hance audit readiness, reduce counterfeit
risk, enhance logistical processes, and other-
wise benefit the Department of Defense.

(K) An operational security assessment de-
signed to ensure that all Department of De-
fense assets are appropriately protected dur-
ing the execution of the strategy and imple-
mentation plan.

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not
later than one year after the strategy is sub-
mitted under subsection (a), the Comptroller
General of the United States shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port setting forth an assessment of the ex-
tent to which the strategy and accom-
panying implementation plans—

(1) include the elements set forth under
subsection (a)(2);

(2) align to achieve the overarching asset
tracking and in-transit visibility goals and
objectives of the Department of Defense;

(3) incorporate, as appropriate, industry
best practices related to automated informa-
tion and data capture technologies for asset
tracking and in-transit visibility;

(4) effectively execute the policies pre-
scribed in Department of Defense Instruction
8320.04; and

(5) have been implemented.

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 331. ADDITIONAL REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENTS RELATING TO PERSONNEL

AND UNIT READINESS.

(a) ASSESSMENT OF ASSIGNED MISSIONS AND
CONTRACTOR SUPPORT.—Section 482 of title
10, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ““The report for a quarter”
and inserting ‘‘Each report’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘(e), and (f)”’ and inserting
‘M, (g), (h), (1), (§), and (k), and the reports
for the second and fourth quarters of a cal-
endar year shall also contain the informa-
tion required by subsection (e)’’;
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(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking *‘, in-
cluding the extent” and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
the following: ‘‘, including an assessment of
the manning of units (authorized versus as-
signed numbers of personnel) for units not
scheduled for deployment and the timing of
the arrival of personnel into units preparing
for deployments.’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B), by
‘‘unit” before ‘‘personnel strength’’;

(B) by amending paragraph (2) to read as
follows:

‘‘(2) PERSONNEL TURBULENCE.—

‘“(A) Recruit quality.

‘“(B) Personnel assigned to a unit but not
trained for the level of assigned responsi-
bility or mission.

“(C) Fitness for deployment.

‘(D) Recruiting and retention status.”’;

(C) by striking paragraph (3) and redesig-
nating paragraph (4) as paragraph (3); and

(D) in paragraph (3), as redesignated by
subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘Training
commitments’” and inserting ‘‘Mission re-
hearsals’’;

(3) by redesignating subsections (e), (f), and
(g), as subsections (f), (g), and (1), respec-
tively:;

(4) by inserting after subsection (d)(3), as
redesignated by paragraph (1)(C), the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘‘(e) LoOGISTICS INDICATORS.—The reports
for the second and fourth quarters of a cal-
endar year shall also include information re-
garding the active components of the armed
forces (and an evaluation of such informa-
tion) with respect to each of the following lo-
gistics indicators:”’;

(5) in subsection (e), as designated by para-
graph (4)—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6),
and (7) as paragraphs (1), (2), and (3), respec-
tively;

(B) in paragraph (1), as redesignated by
subparagraph (A), by striking subparagraph
(E); and

(C) in paragraph (2), as so redesignated—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Main-
tenance” and inserting ‘‘Depot mainte-
nance’’; and

(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following new subparagraph:

‘(B) Equipment not available due to a lack
of supplies or parts.”’; and

(6) by inserting after subsection (g), as re-
designated by paragraph (3), the following
new subsections:

““(h) COMBATANT COMMAND ASSIGNED MIs-
SION ASSESSMENTS.—(1) Each report shall
also include an assessment by each com-
mander of a geographic or functional com-
batant command of the ability of the com-
mand to successfully execute each of the as-
signed missions of the command. Each such
assessment for a combatant command shall
also include a list of the mission essential
tasks for each assigned mission of the com-
mand and an assessment of the ability of the
command to successfully complete each task
within prescribed timeframes.

‘(2) For purposes of this subsection, the
term ‘assigned mission’ means any contin-
gency response program plan, theater cam-
paign plan, or named operation that is ap-
proved and assigned by the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.

“(1) RISK ASSESSMENT OF DEPENDENCE ON
CONTRACTOR SUPPORT.—Each report shall
also include an assessment by the Chairman
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the level of
risk incurred by using contract support in
contingency operations as required under
Department of Defense Instruction 1100.22,
‘Policies and Procedures for Determining
Workforce Mix’.
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“(j) COMBAT SUPPORT AGENCIES ASSESS-
MENT.—(1) Each report shall also include an
assessment by the Secretary of Defense of
the military readiness of the combat support
agencies, including, for each such agency—

““(A) a determination with respect to the
responsiveness and readiness of the agency
to support operating forces in the event of a
war or threat to national security, includ-
ing—

‘(i) a list of mission essential tasks and an
assessment of the ability of the agency to
successfully perform those tasks;

‘“(ii) an assessment of how the ability of
the agency to accomplish the tasks referred
to in subparagraph (A) affects the ability of
the military departments and the unified
and geographic combatant commands to exe-
cute operations and contingency plans by
number;

‘‘(iii) any readiness deficiencies and ac-
tions recommended to address such defi-
ciencies; and

‘(iv) key indicators and other relevant in-
formation related to any deficiency or other
problem identified;

‘“(B) any recommendations that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

‘(2) In this subsection, the term ‘combat
support agency’ means any of the following
Defense Agencies:

‘““(A) The Defense Information Systems
Agency.

‘“(B) The Defense Intelligence Agency.

¢(C) The Defense Logistics Agency.

‘(D) The National Geospatial-Intelligence
Agency (but only with respect to combat
support functions that the agencies perform
for the Department of Defense).

‘“(E) The Defense Contract Management
Agency.

‘“(F) The Defense Threat Reduction Agen-
cy.
‘(G) The National Reconnaissance Office.

‘““(H) The National Security Agency (but
only with respect to combat support func-
tions that the agencies perform for the De-
partment of Defense) and Central Security
Service.

‘(I) Any other Defense Agency designated
as a combat support agency by the Secretary
of Defense.

(k) MAJOR EXERCISE ASSESSMENTS.—(1)
Each report shall also include an after-ac-
tion assessment of each major exercise by
the commander of the geographic or func-
tional combatant command concerned or the
chief of the military service concerned, as
appropriate, that includes—

““(A) a brief description of the exercise;

‘(B) planned training objectives for the ex-
ercise;

“(C) a full summary of cost associated with
the exercise, including in-kind and direct
contributions to allies and partners; and

‘(D) an executive summary of the lessons
learned and training objectives met by con-
ducting the exercise.

*“(2) In this subsection, the term ‘major ex-
ercise’ means a named major training event,
an integrated or joint exercise, or a unilat-
eral major exercise.”.

SEC. 332. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITIES ON
PRIORITIZATION OF FUNDS FOR
EQUIPMENT READINESS AND STRA-
TEGIC CAPABILITY.

(a) INCLUSION OF MARINE CORPS IN REQUIRE-
MENTS.—Section 323 of the John Warner Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2007 (10 U.S.C. 229 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph
(2) and inserting the following new para-
graph (2):

‘(2) the Secretary of the Army to meet the
requirements of the Army, and the Secretary
of the Navy to meet the requirements of the
Marine Corps, for that fiscal year, in addi-
tion to the requirements under paragraph
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(1), for the reconstitution of equipment and
materiel in prepositioned stocks in accord-
ance with requirements under the policy or
strategy implemented under the guidelines
in section 2229 of title 10, United States
Code.”’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by striking sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting the following
new subparagraph (B):

“(B) the Army and the Marine Corps for
the reconstitution of equipment and mate-
riel in prepositioned stocks.”.

(b) REPEAL OF REQUIREMENT FOR ANNUAL
ARMY REPORT AND GAO REVIEW.—Such sec-
tion is further amended by striking sub-
sections (¢) through (f) and inserting the fol-
lowing new subsection (c):

“(c) CONTINGENCY OPERATION DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘contingency oper-
ation’ has the meaning given that term in
section 101(a)(13) of title 10, United States
Code.”.

SEC. 333. REVISION TO REQUIREMENT FOR AN-
NUAL SUBMISSION OF INFORMA-
TION REGARDING INFORMATION
TECHNOLOGY CAPITAL ASSETS.

Section 351(a)(1) of the Bob Stump Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314; 10 U.S.C. 221
note) is amended by striking ‘‘in excess of
$30,000,000” and all that follows and inserting
‘“‘(as computed in fiscal year 2000 constant
dollars) in excess of $32,000,000 or an esti-
mated total cost for the future-years defense
program for which the budget is submitted
(as computed in fiscal year 2000 constant dol-
lars) in excess of $378,000,000, for all expendi-
tures, for all increments, regardless of the
appropriation and fund source, directly re-
lated to the assets definition, design, devel-
opment, deployment, sustainment, and dis-
posal.”.

SEC. 334. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL CORROSION
CONTROL AND PREVENTION RE-
PORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 903(b)(5) of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 2228
note) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)” after *“(5)”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘““(B) The report required under subpara-
graph (A) shall—

‘(i) provide a clear linkage between the
corrosion control and prevention program of
the military department and the overarching
goals and objectives of the long-term corro-
sion control and prevention strategy devel-
oped and implemented by the Secretary of
Defense under section 2228(d) of title 10,
United States Code; and

‘‘(ii) include performance measures to en-
sure that the corrosion control and preven-
tion program is achieving the goals and ob-
jectives described in clause (i).”.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of

Authority

SEC. 341. CERTIFICATION FOR REALIGNMENT OF
FORCES AT LAJES AIR FORCE BASE,
AZORES.

The Secretary of Defense shall certify to
the congressional defense committees, prior
to taking any action to realign forces at
Lajes Air Force Base, Azores, that the action
is supported by a European Infrastructure
Consolidation Assessment initiated by the
Secretary of Defense on January 25, 2013. The
certification shall include a specific assess-
ment of the efficacy of Lajes Air Force Base,
Azores, in support of the United States over-
seas force posture.

SEC. 342. LIMITATION ON PERFORMANCE OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE FLIGHT
DEMONSTRATION TEAMS OUTSIDE
THE UNITED STATES.

If, during fiscal year 2014 or 2015, any per-
formance by a flight demonstration team
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under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of De-
fense that is scheduled for a location within
the United States is cancelled by reason of
budget reductions made pursuant to an order
for sequestration issued by the President
under section 251A of the Balanced Budget

and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985,

then no such flight demonstration team may

perform at any location outside the United

States during such fiscal year.

SEC. 343. LIMITATION ON FUNDING FOR UNITED
STATES SPECIAL OPERATIONS COM-
MAND NATIONAL CAPITAL REGION.

(a) LIMITATION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available for fiscal year 2014 for
the Department of Defense may be obligated
or expended for the United States Special
Operations Command National Capital Re-
gion (USSOCOM-NCR) until 30 days after the
Secretary of Defense submits to the congres-
sional defense committees a report on the
USSOCOM-NCR.

(b) REPORT ELEMENTS.—The report re-
quired under subsection (a) shall include the
following elements:

(1) A description of the purpose of the
USSOCOM-NCR.

(2) A description of the activities to be per-
formed by the USSOCOM-NCR.

(3) An explanation of the impact of the
USSOCOM-NCR on existing activities at
United States Special Operations Command
headquarters.

(4) A detailed, by fiscal year, breakout of
the staffing and other costs associated with
the USSOCOM-NCR over the future-years de-
fense program.

(5) A description of the relationship be-
tween the USSOCOM-NCR and the Office of
the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Spe-
cial Operations and Low-Intensity Conflict.

(6) A description of the role of the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense for Special Oper-
ations and Low-Intensity Conflict in pro-
viding oversight of USSOCOM-NCR activi-
ties.

(7) Any other matters the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

SEC. 344. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR TRANS REGIONAL WEB
INITIATIVE.

(a) LIMITATION.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), none of the funds authorized to
be appropriated for fiscal year 2014 for the
Department of Defense may be obligated or
expended for the Trans Regional Web Initia-
tive.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
section (a), of the amounts authorized to be
appropriated by section 301 for operation and
maintenance, Defense-wide, not more than
$2,000,000 may be obligated or expended for—

(1) the termination of the Trans Regional
Web Initiative as managed by Special Oper-
ations Command; or

(2) transitioning appropriate capabilities of
such Initiative to other agencies.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

SEC. 351. GIFTS MADE FOR THE BENEFIT OF
MILITARY MUSICAL UNITS.

Section 974 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e)
as subsections (e) and (f), respectively; and

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing:

“(d) PRIVATE DONATIONS.—(1) The Sec-
retary concerned may accept contributions
of money, personal property, or services on
the condition that such money, property, or
services be used for the benefit of a military
musical unit under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary.

‘“(2) Any contribution of money under
paragraph (1) shall be credited to the appro-
priation or account providing the funds for
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such military musical unit. Any amount so
credited shall be merged with amounts in the
appropriation or account to which credited,
and shall be available for the same purposes,
and subject to the same conditions and limi-
tations, as amounts in such appropriation or
account.

‘“(3) Not later than January 30 of each
year, the Secretary concerned shall submit
to Congress a report on any contributions of
money, personal property, and services ac-
cepted under paragraph (1) during the fiscal
year preceding the fiscal year during which
the report is submitted.”.

SEC. 352. REVISED POLICY ON GROUND COMBAT
AND CAMOUFLAGE UTILITY UNI-
FORMS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PoLicY.—It is the
policy of the United States that the Sec-
retary of Defense shall eliminate the devel-
opment and fielding of Armed Force-specific
combat and camouflage utility uniforms and
families of uniforms in order to adopt and
field a common combat and camouflage util-
ity uniform or family of uniforms for specific
combat environments to be used by all mem-
bers of the Armed Forces.

(b) PROHIBITION.—Except as provided in
subsection (c), after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of a military
department may not adopt any new camou-
flage pattern design or uniform fabric for
any combat or camouflage utility uniform or
family of uniforms for use by an Armed
Force, unless—

(1) the new design or fabric is a combat or
camouflage utility uniform or family of uni-
forms that will be adopted by all Armed
Forces;

(2) the Secretary adopts a uniform already
in use by another Armed Force; or

(3) the Secretary of Defense grants an ex-
ception based on unique circumstances or
operational requirements.

(c) EXCEPTIONS.—Nothing in subsection (b)
shall be construed as—

(1) prohibiting the development of combat
and camouflage utility uniforms and fami-
lies of uniforms for use by personnel assigned
to or operating in support of the unified
combatant command for special operations
forces described in section 167 of title 10,
United States Code;

(2) prohibiting engineering modifications
to existing uniforms that improve the per-
formance of combat and camouflage utility
uniforms, including power harnessing or gen-
erating textiles, fire resistant fabrics, and
anti-vector, anti-microbial, and anti-bac-
terial treatments;

(3) prohibiting the Secretary of a military
department from fielding ancillary uniform
items, including headwear, footwear, body
armor, and any other such items as deter-
mined by the Secretary;

(4) prohibiting the Secretary of a military
department from issuing vehicle crew uni-
forms;

(6) prohibiting cosmetic service-specific
uniform modifications to include insignia,
pocket orientation, closure devices, inserts,
and undergarments; or

(6) prohibiting the continued fielding or
use of pre-existing service-specific or oper-
ation-specific combat uniforms as long as
the uniforms continue to meet operational
requirements.

(d) REGISTRATION REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary of a military department shall for-
mally register with the Joint Clothing and
Textiles Governance Board all uniforms in
use by an Armed Force under the jurisdic-
tion of the Secretary and all such uniforms
planned for use by such an Armed Force.

(e) LIMITATION ON RESTRICTION.—The Sec-
retary of a military department may not
prevent the Secretary of another military
department from authorizing the use of any
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combat or camouflage utility uniform or

family of uniforms.

(f) GUIDANCE REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall issue guidance
to implement this section.

(2) CONTENT.—At a minimum, the guidance
required by paragraph (1) shall require the
Secretary of each of the military depart-
ments—

(A) in cooperation with the commanders of
the combatant commands, including the uni-
fied combatant command for special oper-
ations forces, to establish, by not later than
180 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, joint criteria for combat and cam-
ouflage utility uniforms and families of uni-
forms, which shall be included in all new re-
quirements documents for such uniforms;

(B) to continually work together to assess
and develop new technologies that could be
incorporated into future combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms and families of uni-
forms to improve war fighter survivability;

(C) to ensure that new combat and camou-
flage utility uniforms and families of uni-
forms meet the geographic and operational
requirements of the commanders of the com-
batant commands; and

(D) to ensure that all new combat and cam-
ouflage utility uniforms and families of uni-
forms achieve interoperability with all com-
ponents of individual war fighter systems,
including body armor, organizational cloth-
ing and individual equipment, and other in-
dividual protective systems.

(g) REPEAL OF PoLICY.—Section 352 of the
National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2010 (Public Law 111-84, 123 Stat.
2262; 10 U.S.C. 771 note) is repealed.

TITLE IV—-MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS

Subtitle A—Active Forces

End strengths for active forces.

Revisions in permanent active duty
end strength minimum levels
and in annual limitation on
certain end strength reduc-
tions.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces

End strengths for Selected Reserve.

End strengths for Reserves on ac-
tive duty in support of the re-
serves.

End strengths for military techni-
cians (dual status).

Fiscal year 2014 limitation on num-
ber of non-dual status techni-
cians.

Maximum number of reserve per-
sonnel authorized to be on ac-
tive duty for operational sup-
port.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 421. Military personnel.

Subtitle A—Active Forces

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authorized
strengths for active duty personnel as of
September 30, 2014, as follows:

(1) The Army, 520,000.

(2) The Navy, 323,600.

(3) The Marine Corps, 190,200.

(4) The Air Force, 327,600.

SEC. 402. REVISIONS IN PERMANENT ACTIVE

DUTY END STRENGTH MINIMUM
LEVELS AND IN ANNUAL LIMITA-
TION ON CERTAIN END STRENGTH
REDUCTIONS.

(a) PERMANENT ACTIVE DuTY END
STRENGTH MINIMUM LEVELS.—Section 691(b)
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by
striking paragraphs (1) through (4) and in-
serting the following new paragraphs:

‘(1) For the Army, 510,000.

401.
402.

Sec.
Sec.

411.
412.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 413.

Sec. 414.

Sec. 415.
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‘“(2) For the Navy, 323,600.

‘“(3) For the Marine Corps, 188,000.

‘“(4) For the Air Force, 327,600."".

(b) ANNUAL MAXIMUM AUTHORIZED REDUC-
TION IN END STRENGTHS.—

(1) ARMY END STRENGTHS.—Subsection (a)
of section 403 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public
Law 112-239; 126 Stat. 1708) is amended by
striking ‘15,000 members’” and inserting
‘25,000 members”’.

(2) MARINE CORPS END STRENGTHS.—Sub-
section (b) of such section is amended by
striking ‘5,000 members” and inserting
7,600 members’’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENGTHS FOR SELECTED RE-
SERVE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Armed Forces are au-
thorized strengths for Selected Reserve per-
sonnel of the reserve components as of Sep-
tember 30, 2014, as follows:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 354,200.

(2) The Army Reserve, 205,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 59,100.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 39,600.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 105,400.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 70,400.

(7) The Coast Guard Reserve, 9,000.

(b) END STRENGTH REDUCTIONS.—The end
strengths prescribed by subsection (a) for the
Selected Reserve of any reserve component
shall be proportionately reduced by—

(1) the total authorized strength of units
organized to serve as units of the Selected
Reserve of such component which are on ac-
tive duty (other than for training) at the end
of the fiscal year; and

(2) the total number of individual members
not in units organized to serve as units of
the Selected Reserve of such component who
are on active duty (other than for training or
for unsatisfactory participation in training)
without their consent at the end of the fiscal
year.

(c) END STRENGTH INCREASES.—Whenever
units or individual members of the Selected
Reserve of any reserve component are re-
leased from active duty during any fiscal
yvear, the end strength prescribed for such
fiscal year for the Selected Reserve of such
reserve component shall be increased propor-
tionately by the total authorized strengths
of such units and by the total number of
such individual members.

SEC. 412. END STRENGTHS FOR RESERVES ON AC-
TIVE DUTY IN SUPPORT OF THE RE-
SERVES.

Within the end strengths prescribed in sec-
tion 411(a), the reserve components of the
Armed Forces are authorized, as of Sep-
tember 30, 2014, the following number of Re-
serves to be serving on full-time active duty
or full-time duty, in the case of members of
the National Guard, for the purpose of orga-
nizing, administering, recruiting, instruct-
ing, or training the reserve components:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 32,060.

(2) The Army Reserve, 16,261.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 10,159.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 2,261.

(5) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 14,734.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 2,911.

SEC. 413. END STRENGTHS FOR MILITARY TECH-
NICIANS (DUAL STATUS).

The minimum number of military techni-
cians (dual status) as of the last day of fiscal
year 2014 for the reserve components of the
Army and the Air Force (notwithstanding
section 129 of title 10, United States Code)
shall be the following:

(1) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 27,210.
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(2) For the Army Reserve, 8,395.

(3) For the Air National Guard of the
United States, 21,875.

(4) For the Air Force Reserve, 10,429.

SEC. 414. FISCAL YEAR 2014 LIMITATION ON NUM-
BER OF NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNI-
CIANS.

(a) LIMITATIONS.—

(1) NATIONAL GUARD.—Within the limita-
tion provided in section 10217(c)(2) of title 10,
United States Code, the number of non-dual
status technicians employed by the National
Guard as of September 30, 2014, may not ex-
ceed the following:

(A) For the Army National Guard of the
United States, 1,600.

(B) For the Air National Guard of the
United States, 350.

(2) ARMY RESERVE.—The number of non-
dual status technicians employed by the
Army Reserve as of September 30, 2014, may
not exceed 595.

(3) AIR FORCE RESERVE.—The number of
non-dual status technicians employed by the
Air Force Reserve as of September 30, 2014,
may not exceed 90.

(b) NON-DUAL STATUS TECHNICIANS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘non-dual
status technician’ has the meaning given
that term in section 10217(a) of title 10,
United States Code.

SEC. 415. MAXIMUM NUMBER OF RESERVE PER-
SONNEL AUTHORIZED TO BE ON AC-
TIVE DUTY FOR OPERATIONAL SUP-
PORT.

During fiscal year 2014, the maximum num-
ber of members of the reserve components of
the Armed Forces who may be serving at any
time on full-time operational support duty
under section 115(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is the following:

(1) The Army National Guard of the United
States, 17,000.

(2) The Army Reserve, 13,000.

(3) The Navy Reserve, 6,200.

(4) The Marine Corps Reserve, 3,000.

(6) The Air National Guard of the United
States, 16,000.

(6) The Air Force Reserve, 14,000.

Subtitle C—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 421. MILITARY PERSONNEL.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2014 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agen-
cies of the Department of Defense for ex-
penses, not otherwise provided for, for mili-
tary personnel, as specified in the funding
table in section 4401.

(b) CONSTRUCTION OF AUTHORIZATION.—The
authorization of appropriations in subsection
(a) supersedes any other authorization of ap-
propriations (definite or indefinite) for such
purpose for fiscal year 2014.

TITLE V—MILITARY PERSONNEL POLICY

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Generally

Sec. 501. Congressional notification require-
ments related to increases in
number of general and flag offi-
cers on active duty or in joint
duty assignments.

502. Service credit for cyberspace expe-
rience or advanced education
upon original appointment as a
commissioned officer.

503. Selective early retirement author-
ity for regular officers and se-
lective early removal of officers
from reserve active-status list.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component
Management

511. Suicide prevention efforts for mem-
bers of the reserve components.

512. Removal of restrictions on the
transfer of officers between the
active and inactive National
Guard.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
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Sec. 513. Limitations on cancellations of de-
ployment of certain reserve
component units and involun-
tary mobilizations of certain
Reserves.

Sec. 514. Review of requirements and au-
thorizations for reserve compo-
nent general and flag officers in
an active status.

Sec. 515. Feasibility of establishing a unit of
the National Guard in Amer-
ican Samoa and in the Com-
monwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities

Sec. 521. Provision of information under
Transition Assistance Program
about disability-related em-
ployment and education protec-
tions.

Medical examination requirements
regarding post-traumatic stress
disorder or traumatic brain in-
jury before administrative sep-
aration.

Establishment and use of con-
sistent definition of gender-
neutral occupational standard
for military career designators.

Sense of Congress regarding the
Women in Service Implementa-
tion Plan.

Provision of military service
records to the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs in an electronic
format.

Sec. 526. Review of Integrated Disability

Evaluation System.

Subtitle D—Military Justice Matters, Other
Than Sexual Assault Prevention and Re-
sponse and Related Reforms

Sec. 522.

Sec. 523.

Sec. 524.

Sec. 525.

Sec. 531. Modification of eligibility for ap-
pointment as Judge on the
United States Court of Appeals
for the Armed Forces.

Sec. 532. Enhancement of protection of
rights of conscience of members
of the Armed Forces and chap-
lains of such members.

Sec. 533. Inspector General investigation of
Armed Forces compliance with
regulations for the protection
of rights of conscience of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces and
their chaplains.

Sec. 534. Survey of military chaplains views
on Department of Defense pol-
icy regarding chaplain prayers
outside of religious services.

Subtitle E—Member Education and Training

Sec. 541. Additional requirements for ap-
proval of educational programs
for purposes of certain edu-
cational assistance under laws
administered by the Secretary
of Defense.

Sec. 542. Enhancement of mechanisms to
correlate skills and training for
military occupational special-
ties with skills and training re-
quired for civilian certifi-
cations and licenses.

Sec. 543. Report on the Troops to Teachers
program.

Sec. 544. Secretary of Defense report on fea-
sibility of requiring automatic
operation of current prohibi-
tion on accrual of interest on
direct student loans of certain
members of the Armed Forces.
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Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education
and Military Family Readiness Matters
Sec. 551. Continuation of authority to assist
local educational agencies that
benefit dependents of members
of the Armed Forces and De-
partment of Defense civilian

employees.

Impact aid for children with severe
disabilities.

Treatment of tuition payments re-
ceived for virtual elementary
and secondary education com-
ponent of Department of De-
fense education program.

Family support programs for im-
mediate family members of
members of the Armed Forces
assigned to special operations
forces.

Sense of Congress on parental
rights of members of the Armed
Forces in child custody deter-
minations.

Subtitle G—Decorations and Awards

561. Repeal of limitation on number of
medals of honor that may be
awarded to the same member of
the Armed Forces.

Standardization of time-limits for
recommending and awarding
Medal of Honor, Distinguished-
Service Cross, Navy Cross, Air
Force Cross, and Distinguished-
Service Medal.

Recodification and revision of
Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Coast Guard Medal of Honor
Roll requirements.

Prompt replacement of military
decorations.

Review of eligibility for, and award
of, Purple Heart to victims of
the attacks at recruiting sta-
tion in Little Rock, Arkansas,
and at Fort Hood, Texas.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to former mem-
bers of the Armed Forces pre-
viously recommended for award
of the Medal of Honor.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor for acts of valor
during the Vietnam War.

Authorization for award of the Dis-
tinguished-Service Cross for
acts of valor during the Korean
and Vietnam Wars.

Authorization for award of the
Medal of Honor to First Lieu-
tenant Alonzo H. Cushing for
acts of valor during the Civil
War.

Subtitle H—Other Studies, Reviews, Policies,

and Reports

Report on feasibility of expanding
performance evaluation reports
to include 360-degree assess-
ment approach.

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

Policy on military recruitment and
enlistment of graduates of sec-
ondary schools.

Comptroller General report on use
of determination of personality
disorder or adjustment disorder
as basis to separate members
from the Armed Forces.

Subtitle I—Other Matters

Accounting for members of the
Armed Forces and Department
of Defense civilian employees
listed as missing and related re-
ports.

Sec. 552.

Sec. 553.

Sec. 554.

Sec. 5b5.

Sec.

Sec. 562.

Sec. 563.

Sec. 564.

Sec. 565.

Sec. 566.

Sec. 567.

Sec. 568.

Sec. 569.

Sec. 571.

Sec. 572.

Sec. 573.

Sec. 574.

Sec. 581.
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582. Expansion of privileged informa-
tion authorities to debriefing
reports of certain recovered
persons who were never placed
in a missing status.

Revision of specified senior mili-
tary colleges to reflect consoli-
dation of North Georgia College
and State University and
Gainesville State College.

Review of security of military in-
stallations, including barracks,
temporary lodging facilities,
and multi-family residences.

Authority to enter into concessions
contracts at Army National
Military Cemeteries.

Military salute during recitation of
pledge of allegiance by mem-
bers of the Armed Forces not in
uniform and by veterans.

Improved climate assessments and
dissemination of results.

Subtitle A—Officer Personnel Policy
Generally

501. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE-
QUIREMENTS RELATED TO IN-
CREASES IN NUMBER OF GENERAL
AND FLAG OFFICERS ON ACTIVE
DUTY OR IN JOINT DUTY ASSIGN-
MENTS.

(a) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION REQUIRED;
BASELINES.—Section 526 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (d)
through (h) as subsections (c) through (g), re-
spectively; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

“(h) ACTIVE-DUTY BASELINE.—

(1) NOTICE AND WAIT REQUIREMENT.—If the
Secretary of a military department proposes
an action that would increase above the
baseline the number of general officers or
flag officers of an armed force under the ju-
risdiction of that Secretary who would be on
active duty and would count against the
statutory limit applicable to that armed
force under subsection (a), the action shall
not take effect until after the end of the 60-
calendar day period beginning on the date on
which the Secretary provides notice of the
proposed action, including the rationale for
the action, to the Committees on Armed
Services of the House of Representatives and
the Senate.

‘“(2) BASELINE DEFINED.—For purposes of
paragraph (1), the term ‘baseline’ for an
armed force means the lower of—

““(A) the statutory limit of general officers
or flag officers of that armed force under
subsection (a); or

‘(B) the actual number of general officers
or flag officers of that armed force who, as of
January 1, 2014, counted toward the statu-
tory limit of general officers or flag officers
of that armed force under subsection (a).

“(3) LIMITATION.—If, at any time, the ac-
tual number of general officers or flag offi-
cers of an armed force who count toward the
statutory limit of general officers or flag of-
ficers of that armed force under subsection
(a) exceeds such statutory limit, then no in-
crease described in paragraph (1) for that
armed force may occur until the general offi-
cer or flag officer total for that armed force
is reduced below such statutory limit.

(i) JOINT DUTY ASSIGNMENT BASELINE.—

(1) NOTICE AND WAIT REQUIREMENT.—If the
Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of a
military department, or the Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff proposes an action that
would increase above the baseline the num-
ber of general officers and flag officers of the
armed forces in joint duty assignments who
count against the statutory limit under sub-
section (b)(1), the action shall not take effect

Sec.

Sec. 583.

Sec. 584.

Sec. 585.

Sec. 586.

Sec. 587.

SEC.
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until after the end of the 60-calendar day pe-
riod beginning on the date on which the Sec-
retary or Chairman, as the case may be, pro-
vides notice of the proposed action, includ-
ing the rationale for the action, to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Senate.

‘“(2) BASELINE DEFINED.—For purposes of
paragraph (1), the term ‘baseline’ means the
lower of—

‘“(A) the statutory limit on general officer
and flag officer positions that are joint duty
assignments under subsection (b)(1); or

‘(B) the actual number of general officers
and flag officers who, as of January 1, 2014,
were in joint duty assignments counted to-
ward the statutory limit under subsection
(D).

‘(3) LIMITATION.—If, at any time, the ac-
tual number of general officers and flag offi-
cers in joint duty assignments counted to-
ward the statutory limit under subsection
(b)(1) exceeds such statutory limit, then no
increase described in paragraph (1) may
occur until the number of general officers
and flag officers in joint duty assignments is
reduced below such statutory limit.”.

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—

(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2014, the Secretary of Defense shall
submit to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the
Senate a report specifying—

(A) the numbers of general officers and flag
officers who, as of January 1, 2014, counted
toward the service-specific limits of sub-
section (a) of section 526 of title 10, United
States Code; and

(B) the number of general officers and flag
officers in joint duty assignments who, as of
January 1, 2014, counted toward the statu-
tory limit under subsection (b)(1) of such sec-
tion.

(2) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Section 526 of title
10, United States Code, is further amended
by inserting after subsection (i), as added by
subsection (a)(2) of this section, the fol-
lowing new subsection:

‘“(j) ANNUAL REPORT ON GENERAL OFFICER
AND FLAG OFFICER NUMBERS.—Not later than
March 1, 2015, and each March 1 thereafter,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives and the Senate a report
specifying—

‘(1) the numbers of general officers and
flag officers who, as of January 1 of the cal-
endar year in which the report is submitted,
counted toward the service-specific limits of
subsection (a); and

‘(2) the number of general officers and flag
officers in joint duty assignments who, as of
such January 1, counted toward the statu-
tory limit under subsection (b)(1).”.

(¢) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this is section shall take effect on
January 1, 2014.

SEC. 502. SERVICE CREDIT FOR CYBERSPACE EX-
PERIENCE OR ADVANCED EDU-
CATION UPON ORIGINAL APPOINT-
MENT AS A COMMISSIONED OFFI-
CER.

Section 533 of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsections (a)(2) and (c), by insert-
ing ‘“‘or (g)” after ‘‘subsection (b)’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(g)(1) Under regulations prescribed by the
Secretary of Defense, if the Secretary of a
military department determines that the
number of commissioned officers with cyber-
space-related experience or advanced edu-
cation serving on active duty in an armed
force under the jurisdiction of such Sec-
retary is critically below the number needed,
such Secretary may credit any person receiv-
ing an original appointment with a period of
constructive service for the following:
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““(A) Special experience or training in a
particular cyberspace-related field if such
experience or training is directly related to
the operational needs of the armed force con-
cerned.

‘“(B) Any period of advanced education in a
cyberspace-related field beyond the bacca-
laureate degree level if such advanced edu-
cation is directly related to the operational
needs of the armed force concerned.

‘“(2) Constructive service credited an offi-
cer under this subsection shall not exceed
one year for each year of special experience,
training, or advanced education, and not
more than three years total constructive
service may be credited.

““(3) Constructive service credited an offi-
cer under this subsection is in addition to
any service credited that officer under sub-
section (a) and shall be credited at the time
of the original appointment of the officer.

‘“(4) The authority to award constructive
service credit under this subsection expires
on December 31, 2018.”".

SEC. 503. SELECTIVE EARLY RETIREMENT AU-
THORITY FOR REGULAR OFFICERS
AND SELECTIVE EARLY REMOVAL
OF OFFICERS FROM RESERVE AC-
TIVE-STATUS LIST.

(a) REGULAR OFFICERS ON THE ACTIVE-DUTY
LIST CONSIDERED FOR SELECTIVE EARLY RE-
TIREMENT.—

(1) LIEUTENANT COLONELS AND COM-
MANDERS.—Subparagraph (A) of section
638a(b)(2) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by striking ‘‘would be subject to”’
and all that follows through ‘‘two or more
times)”’ and inserting ‘‘have failed of selec-
tion for promotion at least one time and
whose names are not on a list of officers rec-
ommended for promotion.

(2) COLONELS AND NAVY CAPTAINS.—Sub-
paragraph (B) of such section is amended by
striking ‘‘would be subject to’” and all that
follows through ‘‘not less than two years)”
and inserting ‘‘have served on active duty in
that grade for at least two years and whose
names are not on a list of officers rec-
ommended for promotion’.

(b) OFFICERS CONSIDERED FOR SELECTIVE
EARLY REMOVAL FROM RESERVE ACTIVE-STA-
TUS LIST.—Section 14704 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘‘“Whenever’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘all officers on that list”
and inserting ‘‘officers on the reserve active-
status list”’;

(C) by striking ‘‘the reserve active-status
list, in the number specified by the Sec-
retary by each grade and competitive cat-
egory.” and inserting ‘‘that list.”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘“(2) Except as provided in paragraph (3),
the list of officers in a reserve component
whose names are submitted to a board under
paragraph (1) shall include each officer on
the reserve active-status list for that reserve
component in the same grade and competi-
tive category whose position on the reserve
active-status list is between—

““(A) that of the most junior officer in that
grade and competitive category whose name
is submitted to the board; and

‘“(B) that of the most senior officer in that
grade and competitive category whose name
is submitted to the board.

“(3) A list submitted to a board under
paragraph (1) may not include an officer
who—

‘““(A) has been approved for voluntary re-
tirement; or

‘(B) is to be involuntarily retired under
any provision of law during the fiscal year in
which the board is convened or during the
following fiscal year.”’;

(2) by redesignating subsections (b) and (c)
as subsections (c¢) and (d), respectively; and
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(3) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection (b):

““(b) SPECIFICATION OF NUMBER OF OFFICERS
WHO MAY BE RECOMMENDED FOR SEPARA-
TION.—The Secretary of the military depart-
ment concerned shall specify the number of
officers described in subsection (a)(1) that a
board may recommend for separation under
subsection (c).”.

Subtitle B—Reserve Component Management

SEC. 511. SUICIDE PREVENTION EFFORTS FOR
MEMBERS OF THE RESERVE COMPO-
NENTS.

(a) IMPROVED OUTREACH UNDER SUICIDE
PREVENTION AND RESILIENCE PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 10219 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (g); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the fol-
lowing new subsection (f):

“(f) OUTREACH FOR CERTAIN MEMBERS OF
THE RESERVE COMPONENTS.—(1) Upon the re-
quest of an adjutant general of a State, the
Secretary may share with the adjutant gen-
eral the contact information of members de-
scribed in paragraph (2) who reside in such
State in order for the adjutant general to in-
clude such members in suicide prevention ef-
forts conducted under this section.

‘(2) Members described in this paragraph
are—

““(A) members of the Individual Ready Re-
serve; and

“(B) members of a reserve component who
are individual mobilization augmentees.”’.

(b) INCLUSION IN DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIPS PILOT PROGRAM.—
Section 706 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1800; 10 U.S.C. 10101 note) is
amended—

(1) in subsections (a) and (e), by striking
“‘and substance use disorders and traumatic
brain injury’’ and inserting ‘¢, substance use
disorders, traumatic brain injury, and sui-
cide prevention’’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(3), by striking ‘‘and
substance use disorders and traumatic brain
injury described in paragraph (1)’ and insert-
ing *‘, substance use disorders, traumatic
brain injury, and suicide prevention’.

SEC. 512. REMOVAL OF RESTRICTIONS ON THE
TRANSFER OF OFFICERS BETWEEN
THE ACTIVE AND INACTIVE NA-
TIONAL GUARD.

(a) ARMY NATIONAL GUARD.—During the pe-
riod ending on December 31, 2016, under regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the
Army:

(1) An officer of the Army National Guard
who fills a vacancy in a federally recognized
unit of the Army National Guard may be
transferred from the active Army National
Guard to the inactive Army National Guard.

(2) An officer of the Army National Guard
transferred to the inactive Army National
Guard pursuant to paragraph (1) may be
transferred from the inactive Army National
Guard to the active Army National Guard to
fill a vacancy in a federally recognized unit.

(b) AIR NATIONAL GUARD.—During the pe-
riod ending on December 31, 2016, under regu-
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the
Air Force:

(1) An officer of the Air National Guard
who fills a vacancy in a federally recognized
unit of the Air National Guard may be trans-
ferred from the active Air National Guard to
the inactive Air National Guard.

(2) An officer of the Air National Guard
transferred to the inactive Air National
Guard pursuant to paragraph (1) may be
transferred from the inactive Air National
Guard to the active Air National Guard to
fill a vacancy in a federally recognized unit.
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SEC. 513. LIMITATIONS ON CANCELLATIONS OF
DEPLOYMENT OF CERTAIN RESERVE
COMPONENT UNITS AND INVOLUN-
TARY MOBILIZATIONS OF CERTAIN
RESERVES.

(a) LIMITATION ON CANCELLATION OF DE-
PLOYMENT OF CERTAIN UNITS WITHIN 180 DAYS
OF SCHEDULED DEPLOYMENT.—

(1) LIMITATION.—The deployment of a unit
of a reserve component of the Armed Forces
described in paragraph (2) may not be can-
celled during the 180-day period ending on
the date on which the unit is otherwise
scheduled for deployment without the ap-
proval, in writing, of the Secretary of De-
fense.

(2) COVERED DEPLOYMENTS.—A deployment
of a unit of a reserve component described in
this paragraph is a deployment whose can-
cellation as described in paragraph (1) is due
to the deployment of a unit of a regular com-
ponent of the Armed Forces to carry out the
mission for which the unit of the reserve
component was otherwise to be deployed.

(3) NOTICE TO CONGRESS AND GOVERNORS ON
APPROVAL OF CANCELLATION OF DEPLOY-
MENT.—On approving the cancellation of de-
ployment of a unit under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees and the Governor con-
cerned a notice on the approval of cancella-
tion of deployment of the unit.

(b) ADVANCE NOTICE TO CERTAIN RESERVES
ON INVOLUNTARY MOBILIZATION.—

(1) ADVANCE NOTICE REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary concerned may not provide less than
120 days advance notice of an involuntary
mobilization to a member of the reserve
component of the Armed Forces described in
paragraph (2) without the approval, in writ-
ing, of the Secretary of Defense.

(2) COVERED RESERVES.—A member of a re-
serve component described in this paragraph
is a member as follows:

(A) A member who is not assigned to a unit
organized to serve as a unit.

(B) A member who is to be mobilized apart
from the member’s unit.

(3) COMMENCEMENT OF APPLICABILITY.—This
subsection shall apply with respect to mem-
bers who are mobilized on or after the date
that is 120 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(4) SECRETARY CONCERNED DEFINED.—In this
subsection, the term ‘‘Secretary concerned’
has the meaning given that term in section
101(a)(9) of title 10, United States Code.

(5) SUNSET.—This subsection shall cease to
apply as of the date of the completion of the
withdrawal of United States combat forces
from Afghanistan.

(c) NONDELEGATION OF APPROVAL.—The
Secretary of Defense may not delegate the
approval of cancellations of deployments of
units under subsection (a) or the approval of
mobilization of Reserves without advance
notice under subsection (b).

SEC. 514. REVIEW OF REQUIREMENTS AND AU-
THORIZATIONS FOR RESERVE COM-
PONENT GENERAL AND FLAG OFFI-
CERS IN AN ACTIVE STATUS.

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall conduct a review of the general
officer and flag officer requirements for
members of the reserve component in an ac-
tive status.

(b) PURPOSE OF REVIEW.—The purpose of
the review is to ensure that the authorized
strengths provided in section 12004 of title 10,
United States Code, for reserve general offi-
cers and reserve flag officers in an active
status—

(1) are based on an objective requirements
process and are sufficient for the effective
management, leadership, and administration
of the reserve components;

(2) provide a qualified, sufficient pool from
which reserve component general and flag of-
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ficers can continue to be assigned on active
duty in joint duty and in-service military po-
sitions;

(3) reflect a review of the appropriateness
and number of exemptions provided by sub-
sections (b), (c), and (d) of section 12004 of
title 10, United States Code;

(4) reflect the efficiencies that can be
achieved through downgrading or elimi-
nation of reserve component general or flag
officer positions, including through the con-
version of certain reserve component general
or flag officer positions to senior civilian po-
sitions; and

(5) are subjected to periodic review, con-
trol, and adjustment.

(¢) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives a report
containing the results of the review, includ-
ing such recommendations for changes in
law and policy related to authorized reserve
general and flag officers strengths as the
Secretary considers to be appropriate.

SEC. 515. FEASIBILITY OF ESTABLISHING A UNIT
OF THE NATIONAL GUARD IN AMER-
ICAN SAMOA AND IN THE COMMON-
WEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MAR-
TANA ISLANDS.

(a) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall determine the feasi-
bility of establishing—

(1) a unit of the National Guard in Amer-
ican Samoa; and

(2) a unit of the National Guard in the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.

(b) FORCE STRUCTURE ELEMENTS.—In mak-
ing the feasibility determination under sub-
section (a), the Secretary of Defense shall
consider the following:

(1) The allocation of National Guard force
structure and manpower to American Samoa
and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands in the event of the establish-
ment of a unit of the National Guard in
American Samoa and in the Commonwealth
of the Northern Mariana Islands, and the im-
pact of this allocation on existing National
Guard units in the 50 States, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands,
Guam, and the District of Columbia.

(2) The Federal funding that would be re-
quired to support pay, benefits, training op-
erations, and missions of members of a unit
of the National Guard in American Samoa
and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands, based on the allocation derived
from paragraph (1), and the equipment, in-
cluding maintenance, required to support
such force structure.

(3) The presence of existing infrastructure
to support a unit of the National Guard in
American Samoa and the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands, and the re-
quirement for additional infrastructure, in-
cluding information technology infrastruc-
ture, to support such force structure, based
on the allocation derived from paragraph (1).

(4) How a unit of the National Guard in
American Samoa and the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Island would accom-
modate the National Guard Bureau’s ‘“‘Essen-
tial Ten’’ homeland defense capabilities (i.e.,
aviation, engineering, civil support teams,
security, medical, transportation, mainte-
nance, logistics, joint force headquarters,
and communications) and reflect regional
needs.

(5) The manpower cadre, both military per-
sonnel and full-time support, including Na-
tional Guard technicians, required to estab-
lish, maintain, and sustain a unit of the Na-
tional Guard in American Samoa and the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands, and the ability of American Samoa
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and of the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands to support demographically
a unit of the National Guard at each loca-
tion.

(6) The ability of a unit of the National
Guard in American Samoa and the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands to
maintain unit readiness and the logistical
challenges associated with transportation,
communications, supply/resupply, and train-
ing operations and missions.

(c) SUBMISSION OF CONCLUSION.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Secretary of Defense shall
notify the congressional defense committees
of the results of the feasibility determina-
tion made under subsection (a). If the Sec-
retary determines that establishment of a
unit of the National Guard in American
Samoa or the Commonwealth of the North-
ern Mariana Islands (or both) is feasible, the
Secretary shall include in the notification
the following:

(1) A determination of whether the execu-
tive branch of American Samoa and of the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands has enacted and implemented statu-
tory authorization for an organized militia
as a prerequisite for establishing a unit of
the National Guard, and a description of any
other steps that such executive branches
must take to request and carry out the es-
tablishment of a National Guard unit.

(2) A list of any amendments to titles 10,
32, and 37, United States Code, that would
have to be enacted by Congress to provide for
the establishment of a unit of the National
Guard in American Samoa and in the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.

(3) A description of any required Depart-
ment of Defense actions to establish a unit
of the National Guard in American Samoa
and in the Commonwealth of the Northern
Mariana Islands.

(4) A suggested timeline for completion of
the steps and actions described in the pre-
ceding paragraphs.

Subtitle C—General Service Authorities
SEC. 521. PROVISION OF INFORMATION UNDER

TRANSITION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
ABOUT DISABILITY-RELATED EM-
PLOYMENT AND EDUCATION PRO-
TECTIONS.

(a) ADDITIONAL ELEMENT OF PROGRAM.—
Section 1144(b) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

““(9) Provide information about disability-
related employment and education protec-
tions.”.

(b) DEADLINE FOR IMPLEMENTATION.—The
program carried out under section 1144 of
title 10, United States Code, shall comply
with the requirements of subsection (b)(9) of
such section, as added by subsection (a), by
not later than April 1, 2015.

SEC. 522. MEDICAL EXAMINATION REQUIRE-
MENTS REGARDING POST-TRAU-
MATIC STRESS DISORDER OR TRAU-
MATIC BRAIN INJURY BEFORE AD-
MINISTRATIVE SEPARATION.

Section 1177(a)(2) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after ‘‘honor-
able’ the following: ¢‘, including an adminis-
trative separation in lieu of court-martial,”.
SEC. 523. ESTABLISHMENT AND USE OF CON-

SISTENT DEFINITION OF GENDER-
NEUTRAL OCCUPATIONAL STAND-
ARD FOR MILITARY CAREER DES-
IGNATORS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF DEFINITIONS.—Sec-
tion 543 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law
103-160; 10 U.S.C. 113 note) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) GENDER-NEUTRAL OCCUPATIONAL STAND-
ARD.—The term ‘gender-neutral occupational
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standard’, with respect to a military career
designator, means that all members of the
Armed Forces serving in or assigned to the
military career designator must meet the
same performance outcome-based standards
for the successful accomplishment of the
necessary and required specific tasks associ-
ated with the qualifications and duties per-
formed while serving in or assigned to the
military career designator.

‘(2) MILITARY CAREER DESIGNATOR.—The
term ‘military career designator’ refers to—

““(A) in the case of enlisted members and
warrant officers of the Armed Forces, mili-
tary occupational specialties, specialty
codes, enlisted designators, enlisted classi-
fication codes, additional skill identifiers,
and special qualification identifiers; and

‘“(B) in the case of commissioned officers
(other than commissioned warrant officers),
officer areas of concentration, occupational
specialties, specialty codes, additional skill
identifiers, and special qualification identi-
fiers.”.

(b) USE OF DEFINITIONS.—Such section is
further amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘military occupational career
field” and inserting ‘‘military career desig-
nator’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘common,
relevant performance standards’ and insert-
ing “‘an occupational standard’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘‘any military occupational
specialty’” and inserting ‘“‘any military ca-
reer designator’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘requirements for members
in that specialty and shall ensure (in the
case of an occupational specialty’ and in-
serting ‘‘requirements as part of the gender-
neutral occupational standard for members
in that career designator and shall ensure (in
the case of a career designator’; and

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by striking ‘‘an occupational specialty’’
and inserting ‘‘a military career designator’’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘that occupational spe-
cialty” and inserting ‘‘that military career
designator’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘that specialty” and in-
serting ‘‘that military career designator’’;
and

(3) in subsection (¢)—

(A) by striking ‘‘the occupational stand-
ards for a military occupational field”’ and
inserting ‘‘the gender-neutral occupational
standard for a military career designator’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘‘that occupational field”
and inserting ‘‘that military career desig-
nator”’.

SEC. 524. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE
WOMEN IN SERVICE IMPLEMENTA-
TION PLAN.

It is the sense of Congress that the Secre-
taries of the military departments—

(1) no later than September 2015, should de-
velop, review, and validate individual occu-
pational standards, using validated gender-
neutral occupational standards, so as to as-
sess and assign members of the Armed
Forces to units, including Special Operations
Forces; and

(2) no later than January 1, 2016, should
complete all assessments.

SEC. 525. PROVISION OF MILITARY SERVICE
RECORDS TO THE SECRETARY OF
VETERANS AFFAIRS IN AN ELEC-
TRONIC FORMAT.

(a) PROVISION IN ELECTRONIC FORMAT.—In
accordance with subsection (b), the Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, shall make
the covered records of each member of the
Armed Forces available to the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs in an electronic format.
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(b) DEADLINE FOR PROVISION OF RECORDS.—
With respect to a member of the Armed
Forces who is discharged or released from
the Armed Forces on or after January 1, 2014,
the Secretary of Defense shall ensure that
the covered records of the member are made
available to the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs not later than 90 days after the date of
the member’s discharge or release.

(C) SHARING OF PROTECTED HEALTH INFOR-
MATION.—For purposes of the regulations
promulgated under section 264(c) of the
Health Insurance Portability and Account-
ability Act of 1996 (Public Law 104-191; 42
U.S.C. 1320d-2 note), making medical records
available to the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs under subsection (a) shall be treated as
a permitted disclosure.

(d) RECORDS CURRENTLY AVAILABLE TO SEC-
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—The Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, in consultation
with the Secretary of Defense, shall ensure
that the covered records of members of the
Armed Forces that are available to the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs as of the date of
the enactment of this Act are made elec-
tronically accessible and available as soon as
practicable after that date to the Veterans
Benefits Administration.

(e) COVERED RECORDS DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘covered records’ means,
with respect to a member of the Armed
Forces—

(1) service treatment records;

(2) accompanying personal records;

(3) relevant unit records; and

(4) medical records created by reason of
treatment or services received pursuant to
chapter 55 of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 526. REVIEW OF INTEGRATED DISABILITY

EVALUATION SYSTEM.

(a) REVIEW.—The Secretary of Defense, in
consultation with the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs, shall conduct a review of—

(1) the backlog of pending cases in the In-
tegrated Disability Evaluation System with
respect to members of the reserve compo-
nents of the Armed Forces for the purpose of
addressing the matters specified in para-
graph (1) of subsection (b); and

(2) the improvements to the Integrated
Disability Evaluation System specified in
paragraph (2) of such subsection.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary of Defense shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services and Vet-
erans’ Affairs of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate a report on the review
conducted under subsection (a). Such report
shall include the following:

(1) With respect to the reserve components
of the Armed Forces—

(A) the number of pending cases that exist
as of the date of the report, listed by mili-
tary department, component, and, with re-
spect to the National Guard, State;

(B) as of the date of the report, the average
time it takes the Department of Defense and
the Department of Veterans Affairs to proc-
ess a case through each phase or step of the
Integrated Disability Evaluation System
under that Department’s control;

(C) a description of the measures the Sec-
retary has taken, and will take, to resolve
the backlog of cases in the Integrated Dis-
ability Evaluation System; and

(D) the date by which the Secretary plans
to resolve such backlog for each military de-
partment.

(2) With respect to the regular components
and reserve components of the Armed
Forces—

(A) a description of the progress being
made by both the Department of Defense and
the Department of Veterans Affairs to tran-
sition the Integrated Disability Evaluation
System to an integrated and readily acces-
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sible electronic format that a member of the
Armed Forces may access to see the status
of the member during each phase or step of
the system;

(B) an estimate of the cost to complete the
transition to an integrated and readily ac-
cessible electronic format; and

(C) an assessment of the feasibility of im-
proving in-transit visibility of pending cases,
including by establishing a method of track-
ing a pending case when—

(i) a military treatment facility is assigned
a packet and pending case for action regard-
ing a member; and

(ii) a packet is at the Veterans Tracking
Application and Disability Rating Activity
Site of the Department of Veterans Affairs.

(c) PENDING CASE DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘pending case’” means a case
involving a member of the Armed Forces
who, as of the date of the review under sub-
section (a), is within the Integrated Dis-
ability Evaluation System and has been re-
ferred to a medical evaluation board.
Subtitle D—Military Justice Matters, Other

Than Sexual Assault Prevention and Re-

sponse and Related Reforms
SEC. 531. MODIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR AP-

POINTMENT AS JUDGE ON THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE ARMED FORCES.

(a) MODIFICATION.—Paragraph (4) of section
942(b) of title 10, United States Code (article
142(b) of the Uniform Code of Military Jus-
tice), is amended to read as follows:

‘“(4) A person may not be appointed as a
judge of the court within seven years after
retirement from active duty as a commis-
sioned officer of a regular component of an
armed force.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by subsection (a) shall take effect on
the date of the enactment of this Act, and
shall apply with respect to appointments to
the United States Court of Appeals for the
Armed Forces that occur on or after that
date.

SEC. 532. ENHANCEMENT OF PROTECTION OF
RIGHTS OF CONSCIENCE OF MEM-
BERS OF THE ARMED FORCES AND
CHAPLAINS OF SUCH MEMBERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a)(1) of sec-
tion 533 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law
112-239; 126 Stat. 1727; 10 U.S.C. prec. 1030
note) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“The Armed Forces shall
accommodate the beliefs’” and inserting
““Unless it could have an adverse impact on
military readiness, unit cohesion, and good
order and discipline, the Armed Forces shall
accommodate individual expressions of be-
lief”’;

(2) by inserting
‘“‘conscience’’; and

(3) by striking ‘‘use such beliefs’” and in-
serting ‘‘use such expression of belief”’.

(b) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall prescribe the
implementing regulations required by sub-
section (c¢) of such section. In prescribing
such regulations, the Secretary shall consult
with the official military faith-group rep-
resentatives who endorse military chaplains.
SEC. 533. INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION

OF ARMED FORCES COMPLIANCE
WITH REGULATIONS FOR THE PRO-
TECTION OF RIGHTS OF CON-
SCIENCE OF MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES AND THEIR CHAP-
LAINS.

(a) INVESTIGATION INTO COMPLIANCE; RE-
PORT.—Not later than 18 months after the
date on which regulations are issued imple-
menting the protections afforded by section
533 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (Public Law 112-239;

‘‘sincerely held” before
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126 Stat. 1727; 10 U.S.C. prec. 1030 note), as
amended by section 532, the Inspector Gen-
eral of the Department of Defense shall sub-
mit to the congressional defense committees
a report—

(1) setting forth the results of an investiga-
tion by the Inspector General during that 18-
month period into the compliance by the
Armed Forces with the elements of such reg-
ulations on adverse personnel actions, dis-
crimination, or denials of promotion, school-
ing, training, or assignment for members of
the Armed Forces based on conscience,
moral principles, or religious beliefs; and

(2) identifying the number of times during
the investigation period that the Inspector
General of the Department of Defense or the
Inspector General of a military department
was contacted regarding an incident involv-
ing the conscience, moral principles, or reli-
gious beliefs of a member of the Armed
Forces.

(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting any
analysis, investigation, or survey for pur-
poses of this section, the Inspector General
of the Department of Defense shall consult
with the Armed Forces Chaplains Board, as
appropriate.

SEC. 534. SURVEY OF MILITARY CHAPLAINS
VIEWS ON DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE POLICY REGARDING CHAP-
LAIN PRAYERS OUTSIDE OF RELI-
GIOUS SERVICES.

(a) SURVEY REQUIRED.—The Secretary of
Defense shall conduct a survey among a sta-
tistically valid sample of military chaplains
of the regular and reserve components of the
Armed Forces, to be selected at random, to
assess whether—

(1) restrictions placed on prayers offered in
a public or non-religious setting have pre-
vented military chaplains from exercising
the tenets of their faith as prescribed by
their endorsing faith group; and

(2) those restrictions have had an adverse
impact on the ability of military chaplains
to fulfill their duties to minister to members
of the Armed Forces and their dependents.

(b) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION.—The Sec-
retary of Defense shall complete the survey
required by subsection (a) within one year
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) SUBMISSION OF RESULTS.—Not later
than 90 days after completing the survey re-
quired by subsection (a), the Secretary of De-
fense shall submit to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report containing—

(1) the survey questionnaire; and

(2) the results of the survey.

Subtitle E—Member Education and Training

SEC. 541. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR AP-
PROVAL OF EDUCATIONAL PRO-
GRAMS FOR PURPOSES OF CERTAIN
EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE UNDER
LAWS ADMINISTERED BY THE SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 101 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2006 the following new section:
“§2006a. Assistance for education and train-

ing: availability of certain assistance for

use only for certain programs of education

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective as of August,
1, 2014, an individual eligible for assistance
under a Department of Defense educational
assistance program or authority covered by
this section may, except as provided in sub-
section (b), only use such assistance for edu-
cational expenses incurred for a program as
follows:

‘(1) An eligible program (as defined in sec-
tion 481 of the Higher Education Act of 1965
(20 U.S.C. 1088)) that is offered by an institu-
tion of higher education that has entered
into, and is complying with, a program par-
ticipation agreement under section 487 of
such Act (20 U.S.C. 1094).
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‘“(2) In the case of a program designed to
prepare individuals for licensure or certifi-
cation in any State, if the program meets
the instructional curriculum licensure or
certification requirements of such State.

‘“(3) In the case of a program designed to
prepare individuals for employment pursu-
ant to standards developed by a State board
or agency in an occupation that requires ap-
proval or licensure for such employment, if
the program is approved or licensed by such
State board or agency.

‘“(b) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense
may, by regulation, authorize the use of edu-
cational assistance under a Department of
Defense educational assistance program or
authority covered by this chapter for edu-
cational expenses incurred for a program of
education that is not described in subsection
(a) if the program—

‘(1) is accredited and approved by a na-
tionally or regionally recognized accrediting
agency or association recognized by the De-
partment of Education;

‘“(2) was not an eligible program described
in subsection (a) at any time during the
most recent two-year period;

‘“(3) is a program that the Secretary deter-
mines would further the purposes of the edu-
cational assistance programs or authorities
covered by this chapter, or would further the
education interests of students eligible for
assistance under the such programs or au-
thorities; and

‘“(4) the institution providing the program
does not provide any commission, bonus, or
other incentive payment based directly or
indirectly on success in securing enrollments
or financial aid to any persons or entities en-
gaged in any student recruiting or admission
activities or in making decisions regarding
the award of student financial assistance, ex-
cept for the recruitment of foreign students
residing in foreign countries who are not eli-
gible to receive Federal student assistance.

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘Department of Defense edu-
cational assistance programs and authorities
covered by this section’ means the programs
and authorities as follows:

‘“(A) The programs to assist military
spouses in achieving education and training
to expand employment and portable career
opportunities under section 1784a of this
title.

‘(B) The authority to pay tuition for off-
duty training or education of members of the
armed forces under section 2007 of this title.

“(C) The program of educational assistance
for members of the Selected Reserve under
chapter 1606 of this title.

‘(D) The program of educational assist-
ance for reserve component members sup-
porting contingency operations and certain
other operations under chapter 1607 of this
title.

‘“(E) Any other program or authority of the
Department of Defense for assistance in edu-
cation or training carried out under the laws
administered by the Secretary of Defense
that is designated by the Secretary, by regu-
lation, for purposes of this section.

‘“(2) The term ‘institution of higher edu-
cation’ has the meaning given that term in
section 102 of the Higher Education Act for
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002).”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 101 of
such title is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 2006 the following
new item:

‘‘2006a. Assistance for education and train-
ing: availability of certain as-
sistance for use only for certain
programs of education.”.

(¢c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect on Au-
gust 1, 2014.
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SEC. 542. ENHANCEMENT OF MECHANISMS TO
CORRELATE SKILLS AND TRAINING
FOR MILITARY OCCUPATIONAL SPE-
CIALTIES WITH SKILLS AND TRAIN-
ING REQUIRED FOR CIVILIAN CER-
TIFICATIONS AND LICENSES.

(a) IMPROVEMENT OF INFORMATION AVAIL-
ABLE TO MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES
ABOUT CORRELATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretaries of the
military departments, in coordination with
the Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel
and Readiness, shall, to the maximum extent
practicable, make information on civilian
credentialing opportunities available to
members of the Armed Forces beginning
with, and at every stage of, training of mem-
bers for military occupational specialties, in
order to permit members—

(A) to evaluate the extent to which such
training correlates with the skills and train-
ing required in connection with various ci-
vilian certifications and licenses; and

(B) to assess the suitability of such train-
ing for obtaining or pursuing such civilian
certifications and licenses.

(2) COORDINATION WITH TRANSITION GOALS
PLANS SUCCESS PROGRAM.—Information shall
be made available under paragraph (1) in a
manner consistent with the Transition Goals
Plans Success (GPS) program.

(3) TYPES OF INFORMATION.—The informa-
tion made available under paragraph (1)
shall include, but not be limited to, the fol-
lowing:

(A) Information on the civilian occupa-
tional equivalents of military occupational
specialties (MOS).

(B) Information on civilian license or cer-
tification requirements, including examina-
tion requirements.

(C) Information on the availability and op-
portunities for use of educational benefits
available to members of the Armed Forces,
as appropriate, corresponding training, or
continuing education that leads to a certifi-
cation exam in order to provide a pathway to
credentialing opportunities.

(4) USE AND ADAPTATION OF CERTAIN PRO-
GRAMS.—In making information available
under paragraph (1), the Secretaries of the
military departments may use and adapt ap-
propriate portions of the Credentialing Op-
portunities On-Line (COOL) programs of the
Army and the Navy and the Credentialing
and Educational Research Tool (CERT) of
the Air Force.

(b) IMPROVEMENT OF ACCESS OF ACCREDITED
CIVILIAN CREDENTIALING AND RELATED ENTI-
TIES TO MILITARY TRAINING CONTENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretaries of the
military departments, in coordination with
the Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel
and Readiness, shall, to the maximum extent
practicable consistent with national security
and privacy requirements, make available to
entities specified in paragraph (2), upon re-
quest of such entities, information such as
military course training curricula, syllabi,
and materials, levels of military advance-
ment attained, and professional skills devel-
oped.

(2) ENTITIES.—The entities specified in this
paragraph are the following:

(A) Civilian credentialing agencies.

(B) Entities approved by the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs, or by State approving
agencies, for purposes of the use of edu-
cational assistance benefits under the laws
administered by the Secretary of Veterans
Affairs.

(3) CENTRAL REPOSITORY.—The actions
taken pursuant to paragraph (1) may include
the establishment of a central repository of
information on training and training mate-
rials provided members in connection with
military occupational specialities that is
readily accessible by entities specified in
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paragraph (2) in order to meet requests de-

scribed in paragraph (1).

SEC. 543. REPORT ON THE TROOPS TO TEACHERS
PROGRAM.

Not later than March 1, 2014, the Secretary
of Defense shall submit to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives a report on the
Troops to Teachers program that includes
each of the following:

(1) An evaluation of whether there is a
need to broaden eligibility to allow service
members and veterans without a bachelor’s
degree admission into the program and
whether the program can be strengthened.

(2) An evaluation of whether a pilot pro-
gram should be established to demonstrate
the potential benefit of an institutional-
based award for troops to teachers, as long as
any such pilot program maximizes benefits
to service members and minimizes adminis-
trative and other overhead costs at the par-
ticipating academic institutions.

SEC. 544. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE REPORT ON
FEASIBILITY OF REQUIRING AUTO-
MATIC OPERATION OF CURRENT
PROHIBITION ON ACCRUAL OF IN-
TEREST ON DIRECT STUDENT LOANS
OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of
Defense, after consultation with relevant
Federal agencies, shall submit to the Com-
mittees on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Senate a report ad-
dressing—

(1) the feasibility of automatic application
of the benefits provided under section 455(0)
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
1087e(0)) for members of the Armed Forces
eligible for the benefits; and

(2) if the Secretary determines automatic
application of such benefits is feasible, how
the Department of Defense would implement
the automatic operation of the current pro-
hibition on the accrual of interest on direct
student loans of certain members, including
the Federal agencies with which the Depart-
ment of Defense would coordinate.

Subtitle F—Defense Dependents’ Education
and Military Family Readiness Matters
SEC. 551. CONTINUATION OF AUTHORITY TO AS-

SIST LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGEN-
CIES THAT BENEFIT DEPENDENTS
OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AND DEPARTMENT OF DE-

FENSE CIVILIAN EMPLOYEES.

(a) ASSISTANCE TO SCHOOLS WITH SIGNIFI-
CANT NUMBERS OF MILITARY DEPENDENT STU-
DENTS.—Of the amount authorized to be ap-
propriated for fiscal year 2014 by section 301
and available for operation and maintenance
for Defense-wide activities as specified in the
funding table in section 4301, $25,000,000 shall
be available only for the purpose of providing
assistance to local educational agencies
under subsection (a) of section 572 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2006 (Public Law 109-163; 20 U.S.C.
7703Db).

(b) LOCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCY DEFINED.—
In this section, the term ‘‘local educational
agency’’ has the meaning given that term in
section 8013(9) of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary KEducation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C.
7713(9)).

SEC. 552. IMPACT AID FOR CHILDREN WITH SE-
VERE DISABILITIES.

Of the amount authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2014 pursuant to sec-
tion 301 and available for operation and
maintenance for Defense-wide activities as
specified in the funding table in section 4301,
$5,000,000 shall be available for payments
under section 363 of the Floyd D. Spence Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2001 (as enacted into law by Public Law
106-398; 114 Stat. 1654A-77; 20 U.S.C. 7703a).
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SEC. 553. TREATMENT OF TUITION PAYMENTS
RECEIVED FOR VIRTUAL ELEMEN-
TARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION
COMPONENT OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE EDUCATION PROGRAM.

(a) CREDITING OF PAYMENTS.—Section
2164(1) of title 10, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

‘“(3) Any payments received by the Sec-
retary of Defense under this subsection shall
be credited to the account designated by the
Secretary for the operation of the virtual
educational program under this subsection.
Payments so credited shall be merged with
other funds in the account and shall be avail-
able, to the extent provided in advance in ap-
propriation Acts, for the same purposes and
the same period as other funds in the ac-
count.”.

(b) APPLICATION OF AMENDMENT.—The
amendment made by subsection (a) shall
apply only with respect to tuition payments
received under section 2164(1) of title 10,
United States Code, for enrollments author-
ized by such section, after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, in the virtual elemen-
tary and secondary education program of the
Department of Defense education program.
SEC. 554. FAMILY SUPPORT PROGRAMS FOR IM-

MEDIATE FAMILY MEMBERS OF
MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES
ASSIGNED TO SPECIAL OPERATIONS
FORCES.

(a) PILOT PROGRAMS AUTHORIZED.—Con-
sistent with such regulations as the Sec-
retary of Defense may prescribe to carry out
this section, the Commander of the United
States Special Operations Command may
conduct up to three pilot programs to assess
the feasibility and benefits of providing fam-
ily support activities for the immediate fam-
ily members of members of the Armed
Forces assigned to special operations forces.
In selecting and conducting any pilot pro-
gram under this subsection, the Commander
shall coordinate with the Under Secretary of
Defense for Personnel and Readiness.

(b) SELECTION OF PROGRAMS.—In selecting
the pilot programs to be conducted under
subsection (a), the Commander shall—

(1) identify family support activities that
have a direct and concrete impact on the
readiness of special operations forces, but
that are not being provided by the Secretary
of a military department to the immediate
family members of members of the Armed
Forces assigned to special operations forces;
and

(2) conduct a cost-benefit analysis of each
family support activity proposed to be in-
cluded in a pilot program.

(c) EVALUATION.—The Commander shall de-
velop outcome measurements to evaluate
the success of each family support activity
included in a pilot program under subsection
(a).

(d) ADDITIONAL AUTHORITY.—The Com-
mander may expend up to $5,000,000 during
each fiscal year specified in subsection (f) to
carry out the pilot programs under sub-
section (a).

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘“‘Commander’” means the
Commander of the United States Special Op-
erations Command.

(2) The term ‘“‘immediate family members’’
has the meaning given that term in section
1789(c) of title 10, United States Code.

(3) The term ‘‘special operations forces”
means those forces of the Armed Forces
identified as special operations forces under
section 167(i) of such title.

(f) DURATION OF PILOT PROGRAM AUTHOR-
ITY.—The authority provided by subsection
(a) is available to the Commander during fis-
cal years 2014 through 2016.

(g2) REPORT REQUIRED.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after completing a pilot program under sub-
section (a), the Commander shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a re-
port describing the results of the pilot pro-
gram. The Commander shall prepare the re-
port in coordination with the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readi-
ness.

(2) ELEMENTS OF REPORT.—The report shall
include the following:

(A) A description of the pilot program to
address family support requirements not
being provided by the Secretary of a military
department to immediate family members of
members of the Armed Forces assigned to
special operations forces.

(B) An assessment of the impact of the
pilot program on the readiness of members of
the Armed Forces assigned to special oper-
ations forces.

(C) A comparison of the pilot program to
other programs conducted by the Secretaries
of the military departments to provide fam-
ily support to immediate family members of
members of the Armed Forces.

(D) Recommendations for incorporating
the lessons learned from the pilo