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	Sec. 123 Pilot Program For Flexible Funding Of Submarine Engineered Refueling Overhaul And Conversion
	… A transfer may not be made under this section before the date that is 30 days after the date on which the Secretary of the Navy transmits to the  congressional defense committees a written notification of the intended transfer…

… FINAL REPORT- Not later than October 1, 2011, the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the congressional defense committees a report containing the Secretary's evaluation of the efficacy of the authority provided under this section.
	- FUND TRANSFER CONTINGENT ON NOTIFICATION PLUS 30 DAYS

-NLT 1 OCT 2011
	SRept108-260 p. 74

HR4200EAS p. 26
	SECNAV

	Man overboard indicator system
	…The committee understands that the Naval Safety Center has made recommendations to the Naval Sea Systems Command about deploying MOBI systems within the fleet. Because of the committee's interest in increasing protection for our deployed personnel, the committee directs the Secretary of the Navy to provide a report on the Safety Center's recommendations with the submission of the fiscal year 2006 budget request. That report should identify the Safety Center's recommendations, the number of deployed personnel that the Navy intends to outfit with MOBI systems, and the Navy's procurement plan within the Future Years Defense Program for funding its plan…
	WITH FY06 BUDGET REQUEST
	SRept108-260 p. 85
	SECNAV
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	Sec. 141 Report On Options For Acquisition Of Precision-Guided Munitions


	…The report shall include the following matters:

          (1) A list of the precision-guided munitions in the inventory of the Department of Defense.

          (2) For each such munition--

               (A) the inventory level as of the most recent date that it is feasible to specify when the report is prepared;

               (B) the inventory objective that is necessary to execute the current National Military Strategy prescribed by the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of  Staff;

               (C) the year in which that inventory objective would be expected to be achieved—

(i) if the munition were procured at the minimum sustained production rate;

(ii) if the munition were procured at the most economic production rate; and

(iii) if the munition were procured at the maximum production rate; and

               (D) the procurement cost (in constant fiscal year 2004 dollars) at each of the production rates specified in subparagraph (C).
	1 MAR 2005
	SRept108-260 p.112

HR4200EAS p. 30
	SECDEF

	Advanced SEAL Delivery System
	…the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 prohibited expenditure of advanced procurement funds for items associated with the second ASDS boat until after a favorable Milestone C decision, an independent cost estimate by the Cost Analysis and Improvement Group of the Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD, CAIG), and a detailed report from the Secretary of Defense. 

…The committee remains concerned about the technical challenges and cost growth that have occurred in the ASDS program. The Milestone C decision has been postponed until June 2004. The committee reiterates the requirement for the Secretary of Defense to notify the congressional defense committees of the results of the Milestone C decision on ASDS, and to include in his report: a detailed summary of the program's revised cost estimate and future cost estimates, as validated by the OSD, CAIG; an evaluation of contractor performance, to date; a detailed acquisition strategy; and, a plan to demonstrate realistic solutions to key technical and performance problems identified during testing and operations. 
	FUNDS MAY NOT BE OBLIGATED UNTIL 15 DAYS AFTER SECDEF NOTIFICATION TO CONG. OF MILESTONE C DECISION
	SRept108-260 p.123

HRept108-354 p.536

(original requirement)
	SECDEF

	Sec. 231 . Annual Report On Submarine Technology Insertion
	…The committee believes the Department should emphasize those submarine technologies that will reduce the production and operating cost of submarines while maintaining or improving effectiveness. 

The annual report should include: (1) a list of demonstrated technologies by submarine class; (2) a plan for insertion of those demonstrated technologies by submarine class, if warranted; (3) the estimated cost of this technology insertion; (4) a list of potential technologies by submarine class; and (5) a plan for demonstration of those technologies, if warranted…
	-WITH FY06,07, 08,09 BUDGETS
	SRept108-260 p.134 (Sec 231)

HR4200EAS p. 47

(Sec 241)
	SECDEF

	Sec. 331 Simplification Of Annual Reporting Requirements Concerning Funds Expended For Depot Maintenance And Repair Workloads.
	The committee recommends a provision that would simplify and improve the two separate annual reports required by section 2466(d) of title 10, United States Code, that the Department of Defense prepares relating to the percentage of funds expended or projected to be expended for depot maintenance and repair workloads in the public and private sectors. One report is due February 1 and covers the two previous years. The other report is due April 1 and covers the next five years. This provision implements the General Accounting Office recommendation to improve these reports by only requiring reporting on the previous and current, budget years because that data is more reliable and any potential impacts are more immediate.
	ANNUALLY

-1 FEB COVERING TWO PREVIOUS YEARS

-1 APRIL COVERING NEXT FIVE YEARS
	SRept108-260 p.295

HR4200EAS p. 70
	SECDEF
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	Sec. 332 Repeal of requirement for annual report on management of depot employees
	…The committee recommends a provision that would repeal a reporting requirement by the Department of Defense to report to the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and the House of Representatives, not later than December 1 of each year, on the number of employees employed and expected to be employed by the Department during that fiscal year to perform depot-level maintenance and repair of materiel. The committee, after consulting with the General Accounting Office, agrees with the Department that this reporting requirement is no longer needed. 
	PROPOSED REPEAL of 10USC2472(b)
	SRept108-260 p.296

HR4200EAS p. 71
	SECDEF

	Prevention and mitigation of corrosion
	…the committee urges the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) to establish, by December 1, 2004, a specific funding mechanism for use by the Department of Defense in fiscal year 2006, such as a program element or budget line. This mechanism should provide visibility over expended, budgeted, and programmed funds for the CPO and CPO [Corrosion, Policy & Oversight] activities. The committee directs the Undersecretary of Defense (Comptroller) to report to the committee by January 1, 2005, the funding mechanism selected for the fiscal year 2006 budget for the CPO and CPO initiatives and to identify CPO funding across the future years defense plan. 
	1 JAN 2005
	SRept108-260 p.319
	USD (Compt) 

	Sec. 812. Period For Multiyear Task And Delivery Order Contracts
	“The committee recommends a provision that would amend section 2304a(f) of title 10, United States Code, to clarify that the limitation of the period of time for which task and delivery order contracts may be awarded does not cover options. The provision limits the award of options to no more than three years, unless the head of an agency determines in writing that exceptional circumstances necessitate a longer contract period.” 

Sec 812…Not later than 60 days after the end of each of fiscal years 2005 through 2009, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Congress a report setting forth each extension of a contract period to a total of more than eight years that was granted for task and delivery order contracts of the Department of Defense during such fiscal year under section 2304a(f) of title 10, United States Code. The report shall include, with respect to each such contract period extension--

          (1) a discussion of the exceptional circumstances on which the extension was based; and

          (2) the justification for the determination of exceptional circumstances.
	NLT 30 NOV FY05-09
	SRept108-260 p.355

HR4200EAS p. 239
	SECDEF

	Sec. 841. Commission On The Future Of The National Technology And Industrial Base.
	…The committee recommends a provision that would require the President to establish a commission to assess the future of the national technology and industrial base as defined by section 2500 of title 10, United States Code. The commission would study the issues associated with the future of the national technology and industrial base in the global economy, particularly in relationship to U.S. national security, and assess the future ability of the national technology and industrial base to meet the objectives set forth in section 2501 of title 10, United States Code... 

Sec. 841… Not later than March 1, 2008, the Commission shall submit a report on its activities to the President and Congress. The report shall include the  following matters:

          (1) The findings and conclusions of the Commission.

          (2) The recommendations of the Commission for actions by Federal Government officials to support the maintenance of a robust national technology  and industrial base in the 21st century.

          (3) Any recommendations for legislation or changes in regulations to support the implementation of the findings
	1 MAR 2008
	SRept108-260 p.358

(Sec 841)

HR4200EAS p.248

(Sec 831)
	Commission
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	Sec. 851. Limitation And Reinvestment Authority Relating To Reduction Of The Defense

Acquisition And Support Workforce
	…The committee recommends a provision that would establish a moratorium on further cuts in the acquisition workforce for three years. The Secretary of Defense would be given the flexibility under this provision to realign positions in the acquisition workforce to reinvest in higher priority acquisition positions, and to increase the acquisition workforce by 15 percent. The provision would also require the Secretary of Defense to conduct a strategic assessment and develop a human resources strategic plan for the defense acquisition and support workforce… 

Sec. 851…

STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT AND PLAN- (1) The Secretary of Defense shall--

          (A) assess the extent to which the Department of Defense can recruit, retain, train, and provide professional development opportunities for acquisition

          professionals over the 10-fiscal year period beginning with fiscal year 2005; and    (B) develop a human resources strategic plan for the defense acquisition and support workforce that includes objectives and planned actions for

          improving the management of such workforce.

The Secretary shall submit to Congress, not later than April 1, 2005, a report on the progress made in--

          (A) completing the assessment required under paragraph (1); and

          (B) completing and implementing the strategic plan required under such paragraph.
	1 APR 2005
	SRept108-260 p. 359

(Sec 851)

HR4200EAS p. 260

(Sec 841)
	SECDEF

	Lean manufacturing
	… The committee directs Dept. to report to the congressional defense committees by February 15, 2005 on its plans to increase the emphasis placed on lean manufacturing technologies and processes in acquisition programs, and the potential for broader application of such technologies and processes throughout the Dept. 
	15 FEB 2005
	SRept108-260 p.364


	DOD

	Sec. 911  Study of roles and authorities of the Director of Defense Research and Engineering 
	The committee recommends a provision that would require the Secretary of Defense, through the Defense Science Board (DSB), to carry out a study of the roles and authorities of the Director, Defense Research and Engineering (DDRE). The study would examine past and current activities of the Office of the Director, Defense Research and Engineering (ODDRE), and provide an analysis and recommendations for roles, authorities, and resources required to enable the DDRE to effectively perform the required mission. 

Specifically, the DSB study would analyze the relationship of the DDRE to other senior science and technology (S&T) executives, and would review the Director's authority over S&T planning, programming, and budgeting. In addition, the study would review appropriate future roles and authorities for the Director and relationships to: laboratory and technical center management; workforce development; technology transition; technical review of Department of Defense acquisition programs and policies, and other items identified by the Secretary. 

Sec. 911… Not later than February 1, 2006, the Secretary shall submit a report on the results of the study under this section to the congressional

     defense committees.

     (2) The report shall include recommendations regarding the appropriate roles, authorities, and resources that should be assigned to the Director of Defense

     Research and Engineering in order to enable the Director to serve effectively as the Chief Technology Officer of the Department of Defense and to support the

     transformation of the Armed Forces.
	1 FEB 2006
	SRept108-260 p.369

HR4200EAS p. 314
	SECDEF
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	Sec. 1004. Defense Business Systems Investment Management
	…The committee recommends a provision that would require the Department of Defense to develop a comprehensive architecture for all business systems of the Department… This provision would update and replace section 1004 of the Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003, which included similar requirements. The committee is disappointed that despite an ambitious agenda announced more than two years ago, the Department does not have a working blueprint for new business systems, has not started to field new systems based on such a roadmap, and does not have an effective system in place to control and coordinate investments in business systems by individual Department organizations. 

The committee believes that the comprehensive reform of the Department's business systems is essential to provide the Department's leadership with timely, accurate financial information on which sound business decisions can be based. Successful reform will only be possible if a reform process is institutionalized, so that it will carry on from one administration to the next…”
Sec.1004.  …Not later than March 15 of 2005 and each year thereafter through 2009, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the congressional defense committees a report on the progress made by the Department of Defense in implementing the defense business enterprise architecture and transition plan required by this section. Each report shall include, at a minimum, the following information:

          (1) A description of the specific actions taken and planned to be taken to implement the defense business enterprise architecture and the transition plan.

          (2) Specific milestones, performance measures, and resource commitments for such actions…

…COMPTROLLER GENERAL ASSESSMENT- Not later than 60 days after the date on which the Secretary of Defense approves the defense business  enterprise architecture and transition plan developed under subsection (a), and again each year not later than 60 days after the submission of the annual report under subsection (j), the Comptroller General shall submit to the congressional defense committees an assessment of the extent to which the actions taken by  the Department comply with the requirements of this section…
	-15 MAR 2005-2009

-60 days after each SecDef report
	SRept108-260 p. 371

HR4200EAS p. 336
	-SECDEF

-GAO

	Sec. 2841 Department of Defense follow-on laboratory revitalization demonstration program 
	The committee recommends a provision that would authorize the Secretary of Defense to carry out a follow-on program for the revitalization of laboratories operated by the Department of Defense. Initial authorization for this program was provided under section 2892 of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996 (division B of Public Law 104-106). The authority for the program was extended and amended under section 2871 of the Military Construction Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1999 (division B of Public Law 105-261)…

... This provision would require the Secretary of Defense to establish procedures for the review of each project to be carried out under this section, and to report to the congressional defense committees by September 30, 2005 with a list and description of the projects carried out under this program, as well as recommendations for further use. Finally, this provision would provide for the expiration of the authority on September 30, 2006. 
	30 SEP 2005
	SRept108-260 p.440

HR4200EAS p. 645
	SECDEF
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	Central management of installations
	… The [Army Installation Management Agency]IMA is charged with establishing facility base operations support requirements, advocating for resources within the Department of the Army, and funding facility projects and base operations support accounts annually to satisfy requirements. The Secretary of the Navy established a similar organization under the Commander, Navy Installations (CNI), in October 2003. 

The committee is concerned that the process for resource allocation by these centrally managed agencies is continuing to result in chronic under funding of facility sustainment and base operating accounts...

…Therefore, the committee directs the Secretaries of the Army and Navy each to submit a report to the committee by February 1, 2005 that describes: 

(1) the resource allocation and prioritization process for the disbursement of funds to each installation;

(2) the consideration of the impact of an installation's mission to each Service's overall mission;

(3) the considerations given to the facility and base operating support requirements for installations with unique missions or substantially greater requirements;

(4) the authority granted to installation commanders to quickly reallocate local funds to carry out urgent facility and installation support requirements; and

(5) a comparison and assessment by each major installation of the amount obligated for base operating support and facility sustainment accounts in fiscal years 2003 and 2004.
	1 FEB 2005
	SRept108-260 p.441
	-SECNAV

-SECARMY

	Sec. 3117 Annual report on expenditures for safeguards and security 

	The committee recommends a provision that would require the Secretary of Energy to submit an annual report describing the activities and costs of the safeguards and security program at the defense nuclear facilities across the Department of Energy (DOE). The report should include details of the amounts expended annually for safeguards and security by site and program. The committee wants to ensure that there is adequate transparency on how much funding is requested, authorized, and appropriated for safeguards and security, to ensure congressional oversight into this important area. 

The report should include current policy, including any modifications adopted during the previous fiscal year, as well as any new initiatives or technologies implemented by the safeguards and security program. In addition, the report should describe the budget, including details by program and by facility. 
	ANNUALLY
	SRept108-260 p.476

(Sec 3117)

HR4200EAS p. 671

(Sec 3118)

	SecEnergy

	Sec. 3142 Two-year extension of authority for appointment of certain scientific, engineering, and technical personnel 
	… The committee notes that the current excepted service authority has given the Department of Energy (DOE) hiring flexibility in appointing scientific, engineering, and technical personnel. Since this authority was first created, DOE has been successful in significantly enhancing its technical capabilities. By extending excepted service authority, DOE will have an important tool to acquire and retain a highly talented and motivated workforce. 

The committee directs the Secretary of Energy to submit a report to the congressional defense committees, with the budget justification materials for fiscal year 2005 [sic?], identifying all special hiring authority at DOE and to what extent these hiring authorities have been used. 
	WITH BUDGET SUBMISSION
	SRept108-260 p.479

HR4200EAS p. 689
	SecEnergy
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	Distributed common ground system 


	…The committee supports the recent decision of the military service acquisition executives to integrate the DCGS backbone, version 10.2, into each service DCGS architecture…However, the committee is concerned that the present DCGS architecture within each of the military services is unique and may not be able to properly network and provide critical, timely information to the tactical users in the battlespace. The committee believes the services must have an overarching architecture that is well-defined so DCGS may operate across multiple domains to include ships at sea, Army and Marine Corps battalions on the move, and fixed sites for the Air Force… 

Accordingly, the committee directs the Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence to provide a report to the congressional defense committees and intelligence committees detailing the Department's DCGS integration plan to include tasking and imagery downlinks for the E-8C J-STARS, RC-135 RIVET JOINT, and RQ-4 Global Hawk systems by March 1, 2005. Furthermore, the committee directs the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Networking Information and Integration to report to the congressional defense committees and intelligence committees by March 1, 2005, on the two communities' plans for future operation of a network- centric, DCGS across both the IC domain and the larger DOD information technology domain… 
	1 MAR 2005 (two reports)
	HRept108-491 p. 44
	USD(I)

ASD (NI&I)

	Amphibious assault ship replacement program 


	The budget request contained no funding for the amphibious assault ship replacement program (LHA (R)). 

The committee understands that the LHA (R) will be based on the LHD-1 Class hull combined with the latest propulsion and electric plant technology. The committee further notes that, while the LHA (R) design is not yet finalized, commonality with LHD-1 Class will be much greater than 50 percent. The Secretary of the Navy is directed to report to the congressional defense committees how the additional funding will be used prior to obligation of those funds, since no description has been provided with the budget request… 
	NOT STATED
	HRept108-491 p.66
	SECNAV

	Countering improvised explosive devices 


	… the committee recommends that the Department of Defense and the military departments should, using all means at their disposal, increase the ability of currently unarmored vehicles that are deployed forward for operations in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom to resist improvised explosive devices, including nontraditional production sources and technologies, field-installable kits, and reprogramming of funds...In order to facilitate future such acquisitions, the committee directs the Secretary of Defense to submit a report to the congressional defense committees by March 1, 2005, discussing the lessons learned from the fiscal year 2004 effort to rapidly acquire force protection equipment and possible improvements in the acquisition system reflecting these lessons. 
	1 MAR 2005
	HRept108-491 p.119
	SECDEF

	Guard and Reserve equipment 


	The committee believes that the Chiefs of the Reserve and National Guard should exercise control of modernization funds provided for Reserve and National Guard programs and directs that the Chiefs of the Reserve and National Guard provide a separate submission for fiscal year 2006 of a detailed assessment of their modernization requirements and priorities to the congressional defense committees. 
	NOT STATED
	HRept108-491 p.119
	Reserve/NG Chiefs
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	Indexing of class A mishaps 


	… The committee also notes that the value criterion for determining a Class A mishap has remained at $1.0 million for many years, while the value of parts for, and repair of, military systems have increased considerably. Therefore, the committee requests the Secretary of Defense to report to the congressional defense committees by February 1, 2005, his recommendation as to whether the dollar values used to classify military mishaps should be indexed, and if so to recommend a generally accepted index to be used. 
	1 FEB 2005
	HRept108-491 p.119
	SECDEF

	Section 113--Repeal Of Authority For Pilot Program For Flexible Funding Of Cruiser Conversions And Overhauls
	This section would repeal Section 126 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136).  (incl 30-day pre-transfer notification and report requirement)


	1 `OCT 2011
	HRept108-491 p.124

HR4200EH p. 21
	SECNAV

	Human systems integration 


	…The committee notes that all the military departments include some form of human systems integration in their development and acquisition process, but believes that institutionalization and standardization of human systems integration methodologies and modeling tools across the Department of Defense is desirable. To this end, the committee recommends that the Secretary of Defense conduct a comprehensive Department-wide review of the implementation of human systems integration in defense acquisition programs. Further, the committee recommends additional resources for human factors engineering initiatives in each of the military departments… 

The committee directs the Secretary of Defense to conduct a comprehensive review of human systems integration programs within the Department and to report the results of that review to the congressional defense committees by December 31, 2004. 
	31 DEC 2004
	HRept108-491 p.146


	SECDEF

	Airborne mine neutralization system 


	…In an audit of the AMNS program completed in February 2004, the Department of Defense Inspector General (DOD IG) concluded that the program is well-managed overall. However, the DOD IG cited the decision to transition the MH-53E to a Rapid Deployment Capability as premature and recommended that the ASN(RDA) rescind approval and require full operational test and evaluation of the system to assure that it is operationally effective and capable of supporting real-world contingency operations. The DOD IG also found that the Navy did not perform an adequate analysis of alternatives to evaluate the cost- and operational- effectiveness of alternative courses of action and that the Program Executive Officer (Littoral and Mine Warfare) should not proceed further with the development and acquisition of the AMNS unless a comprehensive, independent analysis of alternatives justifies proceeding. 

The committee recognizes that operational necessity may require the rapid deployment of interim or developmental capabilities in times of emergency, but also recognizes and supports the requirement that such systems be operationally capable and effective. The committee directs the Secretary of the Navy to report to the congressional defense committees by September 30, 2004, the actions that will be taken by the Department of the Navy to respond to the DOD IG's findings. 
	30 SEP 2004
	HRept108-491 p.169


	SECNAV
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	Deployable joint command and control 


	…The committee supports the concept of establishing a standing joint force headquarters within each of the regional combatant commands (RCCs) and of providing standardized joint command and control capabilities for the commands. However, the committee questions the acquisition strategy to procure, equip, and provide technology updates for this program. The committee is concerned that the schedule to procure and equip the first set of two cores per RCCs is too aggressive and may not accomplish its schedule due to lack of technology integration for the information systems and applications that are required for this program. 

While the committee understands that each combatant commander would like four core systems, for a potential of up to 240 seats per RCC, the committee notes the Department has not devised a capital planning strategy to pay for the second set of two cores per RCC. Furthermore, there is no justification to show how the Department plans to pay for updating hardware and software systems to prevent them from becoming obsolete by fiscal year 2008. 

Accordingly, the committee directs the Secretary of the Navy, in coordination with the commander, Joint Forces Command, to provide a report to the congressional defense committees by March 31, 2005, detailing a systems architecture, performance metrics, management plan for the development of DJC2, and a capital planning investment strategy as to how the Department plans to fund the second set of two cores per combatant command. 
	31 MAR 2005
	HRept108-491 p.175


	SECNAV, CDR JFC

	Emerging/critical interconnection technology 


	…The committee notes that printed circuit boards are fundamental components of military navigation, guidance and control, electronic warfare, missile, and surveillance and communications equipment. The committee notes that printed circuit boards for military systems have unique design requirements for high performance, high reliability, and the ability to operate under extreme environmental conditions that require the use of high density, highly rugged, and highly reliable interconnection technology. The committee also notes that the commercial printed circuit board industry focuses on the design and high-volume production of low-cost boards and the United States has lost much of its printed circuit board manufacturing capability to overseas sources… The committee recommends an increase of $4.0 million in PE 63236N to continue the program for development of emerging and critical printed circuit interconnection technology. The committee expects that the electronic interconnection research and development program will be included in the Navy's core research and development program in the fiscal year 2006 budget request. 
	WITH FY06 BUDGET REQUEST
	HRept108-491 p.177


	NAVY

	Littoral combat ship 


	…In the statement of managers accompanying the conference report on H.R. 4546 (H. Rept. 107-772), the conferees raised a number of issues with respect to the development of LCS. The Secretary of the Navy's report on those issues was a brief, summary document that provided little detail with regard to the analysis performed by the Navy in developing the requirement and the concept for LCS. The Navy's March 2004 report on LCS requirements, concepts of operations, acquisition strategy, and systems that would be replaced by LCS was also a relatively brief summary document that provided little new information about the LCS program. Congress has directed the General Accounting Office to report by March 1, 2005, on the LCS program's analytical justification, concept of operations, technical maturity, and potential costs… 
	1 MAR 2005
	HRept108-491 p.184


	GAO
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	Project M 


	…The committee also notes the application of Project M technology to reduce the magnetic signature of electric propulsion motors. As the Navy places increased emphasis on the introduction of the `electric' ship and the use of electric motors for ship propulsion, reduction of the magnetic signature of the ship as a defense against magnetic-influence mines, particularly in littoral operations, will become increasingly important. The committee strongly recommends that the Navy consider the exploitation of the Project M technology for magnetic signature reduction in new construction ships such as the DD(X) destroyer and the Littoral Combat Ship. 

The committee report on H.R. 1588 (H. Rept. 108-106) directed the Secretary of the Navy and the Commander, Special Operations Command, to report to the congressional defense committees on plans for transition of Project M shock reduction technology to potential operational use, and the Secretary to report Department of the Navy plans for further development, evaluation, and exploitation of Project M technology for magnetic signature reduction. The committee expects the results of the shock-mitigation at-sea trials to be included in the report… 
	EXPANDS CONTENT REQUIREMENT FOR REPORT REQUIRED BY HREPT 108-106 (FY04)
	HRept108-491 p.189


	SECNAV, CDR SOCOM

	Accelerating transition and fielding of advanced technologies for emerging critical operational needs 


	… More emphasis and an increased share of the science and technology program have been directed toward the use of technology demonstrations and joint experiments to solve these problems before beginning an acquisition program and speeding the transition of new technology to operational capabilities the user faster and at less cost. 

…Revolutionary technologies that `change minds' and ways of doing things often occur faster than the present defense budget and the appropriations process can respond. Additionally, it is difficult to reallocate fiscal funding for a revolutionary technology within current year funding. The institutional process within the Department lacks the flexibility at all levels: service laboratory; research; development and engineering center; systems command; military departments, and the defense secretariat--to capitalize on new discoveries in academia or institute, service or national laboratory, large industry or small business, and to rapidly develop, demonstrate, and transition the new technology to the military user.. .. 

Many of these initiatives are at an early stage and changes to acquisition and budgeting systems to provide the Department with greater flexibility to take advantage of rapidly developing technology are slow to be institutionalized. The committee is encouraged by many of the improvements in the rapid fielding of technology to support the war on terrorism, but also recognizes that there is much to be done. The committee directs the Secretary of Defense to report to the congressional defense committees by December 31, 2004, any additional recommendations for measures to accelerate the more rapid transition and fielding of advanced technologies to meet emerging critical needs. 
	31 DEC 2004
	HRept108-491 p.228
	SECDEF
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	Advanced tactical laser program 


	…The committee believes that the attributes of such weapons, such as stealth, precision, and minimal collateral damage, make high powered laser tactical weapons ideal in the fight against terrorism. The committee is concerned, however, that the research effort is not directed as precisely as the weapons themselves. For example, the committee understands that chemical laser systems are the most highly developed high powered lasers, but that several efforts are underway to develop more tactically feasible solid state high powered laser systems. Given the large size of chemical laser systems, the committee believes that the Special Operations Command's (SOCOM) Advanced Concept Technology Demonstration (ACTD) for the development of a chemical laser system for an AC-130 gunship may not lead to a militarily useful system before solid state systems mature. 

Accordingly, the committee will continue to carefully monitor the SOCOM ACTD, and directs the Secretary of Defense to report to the Senate Committee on Armed Services and the House Committee on Armed Services should the military utility assessment for the advanced tactical laser be delayed beyond fiscal year 2007. 
	NOT STATED
	HRept108-491 p.229
	SECDEF

	Ballistic missile defense 

Boost defense segment 


	The budget request contained $492.6 million in PE 63883C for boost defense. The committee notes with approval the Department of Defense restructuring of the Airborne Laser (ABL) program in late 2003. The committee also recognizes that the future of the ABL program depends upon successful completion of the ground laser test and the flight test of the beam-control fire control system. These milestones must be completed in order for the committee to further support the program after fiscal year 2005. Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary of Defense to submit a report to the congressional defense committees by February 1, 2005, on the status of these two major component tests as well as a recommendation for the future of the program. 
	1 FEB 2005
	HRept108-491 p.231
	SECDEF


HASC REPORT PROJECTION (continued) (back to top)
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	Report Requirement
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	Cmte Rept
	Cog

	Accelerating the research, development, and acquisition of medical countermeasures against biological warfare agents 


	…IOM/NRC report `Giving Full Measure to Countermeasures--Addressing Problems in the DOD Program to Develop Medical Countermeasures against Biological Warfare Agents-2004,' raises a number of issues concerning the current efforts of the Department of Defense chemical and biological defense program to produce medical biodefense countermeasures. 

The committee directs the Secretary of Defense to review and evaluate the IOM/NRC report and to report the results of that review to the congressional defense committees by December 31, 2004. The Secretary's report shall contain an analysis of the recommendations made in the IOM/NRC report and the actions planned by the Department with respect to each of the recommendations. 

Elsewhere in this report the committee has directed the Secretary of Defense to report to the congressional defense committees on the actions taken to implement the authorities granted in Title XVI of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law 108-186). The Act provides the authority for the Secretary to establish an enhanced biomedical countermeasures program within the Department to protect members of the Armed Forces from attack with chemical, biological, radiological, or nuclear (CBRN) agents… 

The committee directs the Secretary of Defense to provide to the congressional defense committees, with the submission of the fiscal year 2006 defense budget request, the Department's strategic plan detailing its response to recommendations contained in the IOM/NRC report: the implementation of the additional authorities granted in Title XVI for accelerated research, development; the procurement of advanced biomedical countermeasures; and the repeal of funding restrictions on the development of countermeasures against biological warfare threats. This plan should provide the basis for the development by the Secretary of Defense of a strategic plan for the rapid development of biomedical countermeasures for protection of members of the Armed Forces against current and future biological agent threats. 
	-31 DEC 2004

-w/FY06 Budget
	HRept108-491 p.235
	SECDEF

	Expanding the role of small businesses in the defense acquisition process 


	…The Department of Defense (DOD) spends significant sums annually on Phase I and Phase II Small Business Innovative Research (SBIR) technology development… The committee recognizes that an essential element of acquisition reform is the continuing evolution of the acquisition culture in the Department by program managers who possess the insight and commitment to take advantage of small innovative businesses through Phase III transition of SBIR technology. The committee directs that the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics (USD (AT&L)) encourage DOD acquisition program managers and prime contractors to make significantly more SBIR Phase III contract awards than has been done in the past. The committee further directs the USD (AT&L) to provide a report to the congressional defense committees, by March 31, 2005, to (1) provide information on DOD SBIR Phase III awards during the past three years; (2) describe what action the Office of the Secretary of Defense has taken to encourage DOD acquisition program managers to award SBIR Phase III contracts at a higher rate and to make award of SBIR Phase III contracts a priority within the Defense Acquisition system; and (3) identify specific Phase III transitions that have been conducted or are planned in fiscal year 2005. 
	31 MAR2005
	HRept108-491 p.241
	USD(ATL)
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	NAVY MARINE CORPS INTRANET

	…The committee notes that the focus of NMCI has changed from deploying systems to achieving efficient steady-state operations, as shown by the Department of the Navy and its contractor conducting negotiations to improve the execution of the $7.0 billion NMCI contract for all users. The contract presently supports a larger number of legacy systems for longer periods of time than envisioned when first awarded. The committee is aware the Navy may have underestimated the number of software applications in its inventory, initially estimating that it had only 5,000 applications, when the real number may be as high as 67,000. Additionally, the committee notes that the Navy has not practiced due diligence to identify and turn off these legacy applications and their associated computer networks. The committee is concerned because to date, only two legacy networks whose functionality is intended to migrate to the NMCI have been terminated. The committee understands the Navy operates other information technology systems that were never intended to operate in the NMCI environment. 

Accordingly, the committee directs the Secretary of the Navy to complete the migration or terminate all legacy networks and applications whose functionality is intended to migrate to the NMCI environment by September 30, 2005. If this transition is not completed by such date, the Secretary of the Navy will provide a report as to how the Department of the Navy plans to fund these legacy systems beyond September 30, 2005. The committee believes the contractor should not be held responsible to support those legacy networks and applications the Secretary of Navy does not migrate to the NMCI environment by this date. 
	NOT STATED
	HRept108-491 p.296
	SECNAV

	Section 321--Simplification Of Annual Reporting Requirements Concerning Funds Expended For Depot Maintenance And Repair Workloads
	This section would amend section 2466(d) of title 10, United States Code, to require the Secretary of Defense to submit to Congress a report on the percentage of funds expended or expected to be expended for depot maintenance and repair workloads in the public and private sectors. This report would cover prior, current, and budget years in which data is more reliable. The Comptroller General recommended such a change in its September 15, 2003, audit report, `Depot Maintenance: DOD's 50-50 Reporting Should be Streamlined,' (GAO-03-1023). 
	1 APR ANNUALLY

- 60 DAYS AFTER DOD
	HRept108-491 p.300

HR4200EH p. 48
	SECDEF

	Section 322--Repeal Of Annual Reporting Requirement Concerning Management Of Depot Employees
	This section would repeal section 2472(b) of title 10, United States Code, which currently requires the Secretary of Defense to report annually to the Senate Committee on Armed Services and the House Committee on Armed Services the number of Department of Defense employees employed and expected to be employed during that fiscal year to perform depot level maintenance and repair of materiel. The committee agrees to repeal this annual report and understands that the Secretary shall readily provide such data upon request. 
	REPEAL


	HRept108-491 p.300

HR4200EH p. 49
	SECDEF
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	Section 324--Public-Private Competition Pilot Program

	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to conduct a two-year pilot program under which 10 percent of all functions that are considered new are competed pursuant to Office of Management and Budget Circular A-76 (A-76). In those instances where the winning party is a small business or a contractor whose employees are represented by a private labor union, the Department of Defense shall not receive credit towards compliance with the 10 percent requirement. This section would also require the Secretary to conduct A-76 competitions to determine whether work currently performed by a contractor should be performed by government employees. The Secretary shall conduct such studies so that the number of contractor employee studies are approximately 10 percent of the number of government employees studied. The Secretary does have authority to waive these requirements when national security interests are so compelling as to preclude compliance. This waiver would be required to be published in the Federal Register. This section would also require the Department of Defense, Inspector General, to report to Congress on the result of the pilot program. 
	AT END OF EACH FY OF PILOT PROGRAM
	HRept108-491 p.300

HR4200EH p. 53
	DODIG

	Section 326--Competitive Sourcing Reporting Requirement

	This section would require the Department of Defense, Inspector General, to submit a report to Congress addressing whether the Department of Defense employs a sufficient workforce to conduct public-private competitions and whether the Secretary of Defense has implemented a tracking system to asses the cost and quality of service contractors. The system shall be made available to the public and updated quarterly. The tracking system shall include the cost to conduct a study under Office and Management and Budget Circular A-76; the cost of employee performance before the study began; the cost of the most efficient organization; the anticipated cost of contractor performance; the cost for the performance of the function by the contractor; a description of the quality control process used to monitor contract performance with an assessment whether contractor achieved, exceeded, or failed to achieve the quality control standards. 
	1 FEB 2005
	HRept108-491 p.301

HR4200EH p. 57
	DODIG

	Section 341--Annual Report On Department Of Defense Operation And Financial Support For Military Museums

	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to include in the annual budget justification materials a complete inventory of military museums operated with funds appropriated to the Department of Defense (DOD) or the military services. For each museum, this section would require the Secretary to provide: 

(1) A description of the museum facility;

(2) Funds requested to operate, maintain, and repair the museum facility;

(3) The number of DOD civilian personnel and uniformed service members employed or assigned to the museum;

(4) A list of non-museum functions performed at the facility;

(5) Justification for continued DOD funding; and

(6) Funds received from organizations other than the Department to operate, maintain, and repair the museum…
	w/ ANNUAL BUDGET JUSTIFICA-TION
	HRept108-491 p.303

HR4200EH p. 75
	SECDEF
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	Section 342--Report On Department Of Defense Programs For Prepositioning Of Material And Equipment


	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to evaluate and report to the congressional defense committees by October 1, 2005, the Department of Defense's strategic objectives for the military department's preposition programs… 

Presently, a majority of the prepositioned stocks are in use. The committee does not believe that restocking the existing preposition configuration will meet the Secretary's stated goal of deploying to a distant theatre in ten days, defeating an enemy within thirty days, and being ready for an additional conflict within another thirty days. The current strategy also fails to incorporate concepts of joint doctrine. The Department has a unique opportunity to reassess and reconfigure these programs in the context of the new deployment goals. 
	1 OCT 2005
	HRept108-491 p.303

HR4200EH p. 77
	SECDEF

	Section 404--Accounting And Management Of Reserve Component Personnel Performing Active Duty Or Full-Time National Guard Duty For Operational Support


	…The section would eliminate the current 180-day strength accounting metric that requires all reservists on active duty beyond that limit to count against active component end strengths. In its place, the section would authorize reserve component members who are voluntarily on active duty to serve for up to three years, or a cumulative three years over a four-year period, before counting against active end strengths. The section would also exempt reserve component personnel authorized by this section from certain officer and enlisted grade limits. The committee believes that such flexibility will encourage the use of volunteers both during normal peacetime operations, as well as during times of national emergency. The section would also require the Secretary of Defense to evaluate programs whose reserve component personnel are exempt from counting against any statutory manpower authorizations and report to the Senate Committee on Armed Services and the House Committee on Armed Services by June 1, 2005, the Secretary's recommendations for including these personnel within such statutory manpower authorizations. 
	1 JUN 2005
	HRept108-491 p.306

HR4200EH p. 86
	SECDEF

	Section 823--Defense Acquisition Workforce Limitation And Reports

	This section would require the Department of Defense to reduce the defense acquisition workforce personnel by five percent on or before October 1, 2005. This provision would also require the General Accounting Office and Defense Acquisition University to submit a report to the Senate Committee on Armed Services and the House Committee on Armed Services on the current status of the Defense Acquisition Workforce by March 1, 2005. 
	1 MAR 2005
	HRept108-491 p.349

HR4200EH p. 370
	GAO & DAU

	Section 824--Provision Of Information To Congress To Enhance Transparency In Contracting
	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to provide information on contract or task or delivery orders to the chairman or ranking member of the Senate Armed Services Committee or the House Armed Services Committee, within 14 days of the request. 


	CONDITION-AL
	HRept108-491 p.349

HR4200EH p. 372
	SECDEF
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	Section 1002--Budget Justification Documents For Operation And Maintenance

	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to include in congressional justification materials for the operation and maintenance budget request the baseline costs for programs in which there is an identified program increase or decrease. The Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) failed to identify these baseline costs, despite the direction to do so in the committee report on the H.R. 1588 (H. Rept. 108-106). 

This section would also require the Secretary of Defense to include in the operation and maintenance justification documents the amount of funds requested for personal service contracts and the number of personal service contractors expected to be compensated at an annual rate in excess of the annual rate of pay for the Vice President. 

This section would also require the Secretary of the Navy to distinguish the cost of ship depot-level maintenance and repair and ship intermediate maintenance when presenting justification material to support the budget request for operation and maintenance funds. Specifically, the Secretary would be required to present to Congress separate sub-activity groups for ship depot operations and ship intermediate operations. The Secretary failed to maintain separate sub-activity groups when presenting the justification of estimates for fiscal year 2005 despite the direction to do so in the committee report on H.R. 1588 (H. Rept. 108-106). 

This section would also require the Secretary of Defense to include, in the justification materials for the operations and maintenance budget request, the average civilian salary cost by sub-activity group as a component of the personnel summary. The Secretary of Defense Comptroller) failed to identify such costs, despite the direction to do so in the committee report on H.R. 1588 (H. Rept. 108-106). 

This section would also require the Secretary of Defense to submit a report to the Senate Committee on Armed Services and the House Committee on Armed Services by January 1, 2006, that catalogues the elements of `other costs' and `other contracts', which are currently used in justification materials for the budget request. Although the committee directed in the committee report on H.R. 1588 (H. Rept. 108-106) to provide this report by October 21, 2003, the Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) failed to do so. 
	-w/ BUDGET JUSTIFICA-TION DOCS.

-1 JAN 2006
	HRept108-491 p.357

HR4200EH p. 391
	SECDEF

SECNAV

	Section 1012--Independent Study To Assess Cost Effectiveness Of The Navy Ship Construction Program
	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to establish an entity independent of the Department of Defense to conduct a study of the cost-effectiveness of the ship construction program of the Navy. The study would look at near-term improvements to make shipbuilding more efficient, and long-term improvement to make the United States shipbuilding industry commercially competitive in the global market. This provision would require the Secretary to submit the report to the congressional defense committees by June 1, 2005. 
	1 JUN 2005
	HRept108-491 p.359

HR4200EH p.401

	SECDEF

	Section 1041--Study Of Continued Requirement For Two-Crew Manning For Ballistic Missile Submarines
	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to submit to the congressional defense committees a report on the current status of the requirement for two-man crewing of fleet ballistic missile submarines. 


	ENACTMENT PLUS SIX MONTHS
	HRept108-491 p.360

HR4200EH p. 417
	SECDEF
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	Section 1042--Study Of Effect On Defense Industrial Base Of Elimination Of United States Domestic Firearms Manufacturing Base
	This section would require the Secretary of Defense to submit to the congressional defense committees, within 60 days of enactment, a report detailing the impact on military readiness and the defense industrial infrastructure of the elimination of the United States domestic firearms manufacturing base as a result of ongoing civil litigation. 
	ENACTMENT PLUS 60 DAYS
	HRept108-491 p.360

HR4200EH p. 418
	SECDEF

	Section 1406--Strengthening International Export Controls


	This section would make it the policy of the United States to seek continued negotiations to strengthen the international export control system for arms and militarily-sensitive goods and technologies to countries of concern. It requires a Presidential report on progress made in strengthening international controls 180 days after enactment and every six months thereafter. 
	ENACTMENT PLUS 180 DAYS,; EACH SIX MONTHS THEREAFTER
	HRept108-491 p.375

HR4200EH p. 498
	PRESIDENT

	Section 2804--Reporting Requirements Regarding Military Family Housing Requirements For General Officers And Flag Officers


	This section would require the Department of Defense to conduct an analysis of general and flag officer housing requirements in the national capital region by March 30, 2005. This analysis must be based upon available housing in the local housing market as well as requirements for key and essential personnel to be housed in secure locations. 

The military services maintain more than 170 general and flag officer quarters in the national capital region. Although the committee recognizes the value of military family housing to quality of life, it is difficult to justify the high costs of building, operating, and maintaining a sizeable inventory of large general and flag officer quarters in the region. Therefore, this section would ensure that the Department determines whether the current number of such homes is appropriate. 

This section would also require the Department to report to Congress, by March 30, 2005, on its inventory of general and flag officer housing, including annual expenditures of each house for operations, utilities, and maintenance and repair over the past five years. The committee notes with concern the large expenditures on maintenance, repair, operations, and utilities on general and flag officers quarters reported in the fiscal year 2005 budget justification documents. This section is intended to provide the Congress with an historical perspective of the number and costs associated with general and flag officer quarters. 

Finally, this section would require the Department to provide as part of its annual budget justification documents, by March 30 of each year, a detailed list of each general and flag officer quarters for which operations, utilities, and maintenance and repair costs, in sum, are anticipated to exceed $20,000 in the coming year. Currently, annual appropriations laws require congressional notification prior to the expenditure of more than $35,000 for maintenance and repair for any single general or flag officer quarters. This section would enhance congressional oversight of total costs associated with general and flag officer housing. 
	30 MAR 2005,

ANNUALLY THEREAFTER W/ BUDGET JUSTIFICA-TION DOCS.
	HRept108-491 p.411

HR4200EH p. 560
	DOD
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	Section 2807--Temporary Authority To Accelerate Design Efforts For Military Construction Projects Carried Out Using Design-Build Selection Procedures
	This section would establish a demonstration program to allow the Department of Defense to enter into a design-build construction contract using design funds made available under sections 2807 and 18233 of title 10, United States Code, prior to the authorization of the project. Contracts entered into under this demonstration program must be selected using existing design-build contract procedures. In addition, the federal government's liability for termination for convenience of any such contract may not exceed the project's design cost. This section would permit the Department to enter into 36 contracts through September 30, 2008, and would require a report to Congress on the value of the program by March 1, 2007. 


	1 MAR 2007
	HRept108-491 p.412

HR4200EH p. 563
	DOD

	Section 2821--Two-Year Postponement Of 2005 Base Closure And Realignment Round And Submission Of Reports Regarding Future Infrastructure Requirements For The Armed Forces

	…First, this section would require the Department of Defense to study and report to Congress on the following issues: the Department's Integrated Global Basing Strategy, including basing locations, rotational plans and policies, and overseas and domestic infrastructure requirements associated with that strategy; a study of the infrastructure requirements associated with force transformation efforts; a report on infrastructure requirements related to changes to the active and reserve personnel mixtures of the services; a study of the infrastructure requirements resulting from the Secretary of Defense's `10-30-30' objective; a reassessment of excess infrastructure capacity that is based upon infrastructure, facility, and space requirements of current, future, and surged military forces; and a definition of, and infrastructure requirements associated with, `surge requirements' as determined by the Secretary as required by section 2822 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law 108-136). These reports must be submitted between January 1, 2006, and March 15, 2006, or the authority to conduct an additional round of base closures would be terminated. 

In order to permit sufficient time for congressional review of these documents and to allow the Department to incorporate the findings of these reports into base closure and realignment recommendations, this section would suspend the base realignment and closure process until 2007. 

Finally, this section would require resubmission of a force structure plan based on an assessment of probable threats to national security during the 20 year period beginning with fiscal year 2007, including anticipated endstrength and force units necessary to meet those threats. It would also require the Secretary of Defense to certify the need for an additional round of base closures as part of the fiscal year 2007 budget justification materials… 
	1 JAN 2006 TO 15 MAR 2006
	HRept108-491 p.414

HR4200EH p. 577
	DOD

	Waste incidental to reprocessing 
	…The committee notes that some of the activities proposed to be funded in the High Level Waste Proposal may either be precluded by or imprudent to conduct under the federal district court ruling. The committee urges the Department to proceed with those cleanup activities that are not prevented by the federal district court ruling or are not otherwise deemed inappropriate due to the legal uncertainty resulting from the court ruling. The committee directs the Secretary of Energy to submit a report to the congressional defense committees by January 1, 2005 stating which of those activities listed under the High Level Waste Proposal can proceed consistent with the current legal determination and those that cannot, clearly stating the rationale for each such determination… 
	1 JAN 2005
	HRept108-491 p.432


	SECENERGY
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	SEC. 8078.
	None of the funds appropriated or made available in this Act to the Department of the Navy shall be used to develop, lease or procure the T-AKE class of ships unless the main propulsion diesel engines and propulsors are manufactured in the United States by a domestically operated entity: Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis by certifying in writing to the Committees on Appropriations of the House of Representatives and the Senate that     adequate domestic supplies are not available to meet Department of Defense requirements on a timely basis and that such an acquisition must be made in order to acquire capability for national security purposes or there exists a significant cost or quality difference.
	CONTINGENT
	HR4613ENR, p. 38
HRept108-622, p. 39

Note: Supersedes Sec. 8075 requirement of HR4613EH
	SECDEF

	SEC. 8080.
	Notwithstanding any other provision of law, funds appropriated in this Act under the heading “Research, Development, Test and Evaluation, Defense-Wide” for any advanced concept technology demonstration project may only be obligated 30 days after a report, including a description of the project, the planned acquisition and transition strategy and its estimated annual and total cost, has been provided in writing to the congressional defense committees: Provided, That the Secretary of Defense may waive this restriction on a case-by-case basis by certifying to the congressional defense committees that it is in the national interest to do so.
	OBL. OF FUNDS CONTINGENT ON 30 DAY NOTICE OR SECDEF WAIVER
	HR4613ENR, p. 39
HRept108-622, p. 40

Note: Supersedes Sec. 8077 requirement of HR4613EH
	SECDEF

	SEC. 8129
	The Secretary of the Navy may transfer funds from any available Department of the Navy appropriation to any available Navy ship construction appropriation for the purpose of liquidating necessary changes resulting from inflation, market fluctuations, or rate adjustments for any ship construction program appropriated in law: Provided, That the Secretary may transfer not to exceed $100,000,000 under the authority provided by this section: Provided further, That the funding transferred shall be available for the same time period as the appropriation to which transferred: Provided further, That the Secretary may not transfer any funds until 30 days after the proposed transfer has been reported to the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and the House of Representatives, unless sooner notified by the Committees that there is no objection to the proposed transfer: Provided further, That the transfer authority provided by this section is in addition to any other transfer authority contained elsewhere in this Act.
	TRANSFER OF FUNDS CONTINGENT ON 30 DAY NOTICE OR NO OBJECTION FROM COMMITTEES
	HR4613ENR, p. 51
HRept108-622, p. 52

Note: Supersedes Sec. 8118 requirement of HR4613EH
	SECNAV

	SEC. 9009
	During the current fiscal year, funds available to the Department of Defense for operation and maintenance may be used, notwithstanding any other provision of law, to provide supplies, services, transportation, including airlift and sealift, and other logistical support to coalition forces supporting military and stability operations in Iraq and Afghanistan: Provided, That the Secretary of Defense shall provide quarterly reports to the congressional defense committees regarding support provided under this section.
	QUARTERLY 
	HR4613ENR, p. 58
HRept108-622, p. 59

Note: Supersedes Sec. 9011 requirement of HR4613EH
	SECDEF
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	Reprogramming, Withholding, And “Taxing” Appropriated Funds
	    The conferees agree to continue the existing below-threshold reprogramming guidelines which are as follows: $20 million for procurement accounts and $10 million for research, development, test and evaluation (RDT&E) accounts….

    The conferees agree with the Senate position that the Department of Defense is to abide by legal requirements for congressional notification of new starts. Section 8106 of this conference agreement establishes a requirement for written notification for initiating a new start program...

    The conferees agree to a prohibition on the practice of setting aside funds—the taxing of appropriations made for particular programs—to fund shortfalls in other programs, or initiate new programs. This includes the practice of “taxing” funds appropriated for congressional interest items to pay for laboratory overhead or management costs. The conferees direct that funds shall not be included in a budget request for any program, project and activity to accommodate the application of non-statutory withholds and taxes, or to reimburse other programs as “repayment” for funds transferred to a program in a previous year. Statutory withholds such as Small Business Innovative Research, shall be applied uniformly to each program element, project and activity within an account.

    The conferees direct the Secretary of Defense to provide data by January 31, 2005 on the adequacy and use of the Department’s current reprogramming and withholding practices. Furthermore, the conferees direct the Department to work with the congressional defense committees on a method of providing timely and accurate data on reprogramming activity (above threshold and below threshold), and the application of statutory and administrative withholds. The conferees further direct that reprogramming data should be available on at least a monthly basis, potentially in conjunction with DoD 1002 reports and that the Department should transmit the data electronically, if feasible, to the congressional defense committees.
	31 JAN 2005
	HRept108-622, p. 68

Note: See related language in HAC Cmte Report HRept108-553, p. 14

(also excerpted  in this compilation)

	SECDEF

	DDG-51 Modernization Program
	    The conferees agree to provide $50,000,000 to accelerate a DDG-51 Modernization program, instead of $100,000,000 as proposed by the House and no appropriation as proposed by the Senate.

    The conferees direct that these funds may not be obligated or expended until the Navy submits to the congressional defense committees a detailed plan on its execution of a DDG-51 Modernization program that focuses first on modernizing the new construction, near-term delivery ships and then on the in-service Fleet ships. The plan should address each element of the modernization plan, the cost-benefit of the element, and the implementation of the plan by hull number.
	DATE NOT SPECIFIED;

OBLIGATION OF FUNDS CONTINGENT ON  REPORT SUBMISSION
	HRept108-622, p. 188

Note: See related DDG51 language in HAC Cmte Report HRept108-553, p. 165

(also excerpted  in this compilation)
	NAVY

	Amphibious Assault Ship—LHA Replacement
	    The conferees agree to provide $44,180,000 for the Amphibious Assault Ship—LHA Replacement, LHA(R), program as requested and as proposed by the Senate instead of no appropriation as proposed by the House.

    The conferees agree that the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the Committees on Appropriations of the House and Senate, a report within 90 days of enactment of this Act that addresses a thorough review of the LHA(R) requirement, the impact of the proposed ship on executing the Marine Corps amphibious assault mission, the overall cost and acquisition objective of LHA(R), and the acquisition strategy.
	ENACTMENT PLUS 90 DAYS
	HRept108-622, p. 310

Note: See related LHA(R) language in SAC Cmte Report SRept108-284, p. 83

(also excerpted  in this compilation)
	SECNAV
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	Next Generation Destroyer—DD(X)
	…The conferees agree that prior to the completion of the Critical Design Review (CDR), the Navy should complete land-based testing of the Advanced Gun System (AGS) and the Integrated Power System (IPS). The conferees believe it is not advisable to complete CDR prior to ensuring that at least two of the 12 key technologies have completed testing due to historical trends of ship cost growth based on re-design to accommodate changes in technological requirements.

    The conferees direct the Navy to submit a report to the congressional defense committees that addresses the Navy’s plan to transition DD(X) key technologies through development, testing, acquisition, and installation. This report should also address “back up” technologies that could be inserted into the DD(X) program should the maturity of the planned technology not materialize within a timeline necessary to meet the stated DD(X) schedule.
	DATE NOT SPECIFIED
	HRept108-622, p. 310


	NAVY

	BMDS Operations
	    The conferees strongly support the Ground-Based Midcourse (GMD) program. The conferees further understand that this program has experienced significant funding challenges associated with the decision to begin fielding missile defense for the United States in late 2004. Accordingly, the conferees have provided an additional $200,000,000, specifically to address these requirements. Furthermore, the conferees direct the Missile Defense Agency to fully fund this critical program in the fiscal year 2006 budget submission to include manning, operation and maintenance, contractor logistical support, and physical security and force protection costs. The conferees expect the fiscal year 2006 budget request to provide this level of detail regarding BMDS operations and costs. In addition, the conferees direct that the Secretary of Defense submit to the congressional defense committees not later than February 7, 2005, a report that outlines the DoD plan to provide adequate resources necessary for the operation and maintenance (including logistical support and physical security) and manning of the Ballistic Missile Defense System.
	7 FEB 2005
	HRept108-622, p. 356
	SECDEF

	National Defense Sealift Fund
	    The conferees agree to provide a total of $1,204,626,000 for the National Defense Sealift Fund instead of $1,186,990,000 as proposed by the House and $441,936,000 as proposed by the Senate.

    Within the funds provided, the conferees agree that $768,400,000 is for construction of two T-AKE vessels as proposed in the fiscal year 2005 budget request and $28,000,000 is for the Maritime Pre-positioning Fleet (Future), MPF(F).

    The conferees agree that none of the funds provided for the MPF(F) may be obligated or expended until the Secretary of the Navy submits to the congressional defense committees, a detailed report on the MPF(F) mission, operational requirements, analysis of alternatives, expenditure plans, and overall program congruence with ongoing forcible entry studies.
	DATE NOT SPECIFIED;

OBLIGATION OF MPF(F) FUNDS CONTINGENT ON  REPORT SUBMISSION
	HRept108-622, p. 360
	SECNAV
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	Cmte Rept
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	LHA(R)
	The Committee is aware of the Navy and Marine Corps team's desire to accelerate the current fiscal year 2008 build plan for the next generation large deck amphibious assault ship. The Committee's understanding is that the recently signed requirements plan calls for the construction of LHA(R) Flight Zero or an affordable variant of the LHD Class that is designed to support increased air operations and fuel capacity. The Committee recommends $175,000,000 in funding for LHA(R) Flight Zero with the unwavering expectation that the Navy will include follow-on funding for the ship in its fiscal year 2006 budget request. Further, the Committee directs the Secretary of the Navy to submit a detailed report to the congressional defense committees on the acquisition strategy and overall program plan for the LHA(R) by March 31, 2005. 
	31 MAR 2005
	SRept108-284, P. 83

Note: See related LHA(R) language in Conference Report 
HRept108-622, p. 310
(also excerpted  in this compilation)
	SECNAV

	MDETEC
	The Committee directs the Department of the Navy to conduct a study on the Navy's directed energy and electric weapon requirements for both offensive and defensive uses of such weapons. The study shall examine future Naval force capability gaps, the potential requirements for, employment and testing of directed energy and electric weapons to fill those gaps. The study shall include examination of high-energy laser, high power microwave, particle beam, electronic attack, electromagnetic launch and rail gun technologies. The report shall be delivered not later than June 1, 2005. 
	1 JUN 2005
	SRept108-284, P. 157
	DON

	Western Security Complex
	The Committee understands that extensive informal efforts have been made by the naval facility at China Lake, California, the United States Joint Forces Command, and a number of other facilities to establish cooperative operations among more than 100 bases, laboratories, and government-sponsored research facilities in the western United States. The Committee recognizes the potential value of formalizing these efforts and supports a feasibility study of the Western Security Complex, which would link together and explore cooperative ventures to leverage resources in support of the Global War on Terrorism. The study is to be submitted to congressional defense committees before the fiscal year 2006 budget submission. 
	BEFORE FY06 BUDGET SUBMIT
	SRept108-284, P. 158
	DOD


HAC DOD APPROPRIATIONS REPORT PROJECTION (back to top)
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	Cmte Rept
	Cog

	Reprogramming, Witholding, and “Taxing” Appropriated Funds

Reporting requirements
	`By February 1, 2005, the Secretary of Defense is directed to provide the Committee-

(a) Timely and complete data, by RDT&E program element, on the use of the Department's current flexibility mechanisms, including withholds, reprogrammings (i.e., actual BTRs as well as ATRs) and taxes during fiscal year 2004, as of September 30, 2004, and

(b) A proposal for reporting fiscal year 2005 data to the Committee on the BTRs and ATRs executed to funds appropriated for procurement and RDT&E programs, by program element, as part of the Accounting Report 1002 process, or some other method that provides regular and timely information…
	1 FEB 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 14

Note: See related language in Conference Report HRept108-622, p. 68

(also excerpted  in this compilation)
	SECDEF

	Corrosion Control 


	…The Department and the military services have achieved some successes in prevention and mitigation of corrosion, but communication within and between the services has been poor. The Department lacks an effective system for sharing anti-corrosion success stories. An overall approach to corrosion control has been absent. Central oversight of anti-corrosion information, technology, and program management, including budget review, requires renewed energy and focus by the leadership within the Department of Defense. The GAO study notes that corrosion control projects frequently are assigned low funding priorities compared to current operations and training, or maintenance and repair projects that offer more immediate results. Additionally, guidance on corrosion prevention and mitigation generally does not extend to non-major weapons systems and infrastructure programs. 

     The Committee directs the Secretary of Defense to provide a report to the congressional defense committees, not later than April 1, 2005, describing the Department's current status and planned improvements in (1) the collection and analysis of data on corrosion costs, readiness implications and safety data; (2) the development and promulgation of clearly defined, outcome-oriented objectives and performance measures; (3) the level of resources required and budgeted to accomplish the objectives; and (4) the oversight mechanism that coordinates and oversees corrosion prevention and mitigation efforts among the defense agencies and military services.
	1 APR 2005
	HRept108-553, p 55-56
	SECDEF

	Environmental Remediation Of Unexploded Ordnance
	     The costs and duration of cleanup and remediation of unexploded ordnance at current and former facilities remains a significant problem confronting the Department of Defense. The Committee notes that a 2003 report of the Defense Science Board (DSB) and a 2003 audit by the General Accounting Office (GAO) both express concerns with the lack of a comprehensive plan by the Department of Defense regarding this issue. Accordingly, the Committee directs the Department of Defense to provide to the congressional defense committees by April 1, 2005, a comprehensive plan and cost estimates associated with remediation of unexploded ordnance and environmental restoration; a program restructuring to improve efficiency, management and organization of the munitions response program; and a projected schedule for identifying, prioritizing and remediation of all known munitions response sites as recommended by the DSB and the GAO. 
	1 APR 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 83
	DOD
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	DDG-51 Guided Missile Destroyer--Modernization Program
	     The Committee recommends an increase of $100,000,000 to initiate a DDG-51 Modernization program. These funds shall be used by the Navy to accelerate modernization of in-service DDG-51 Guided Missile Destroyers that emphasizes increased warfighting capability, reduced total ownership cost, and expanded use of open architecture. 

     The Committee notes that in its recent report to Congress, `DDG-51 Class Guided Missile Destroyer Modernization Plan,' the Navy indicates that modernization would be initiated with the oldest DDGs. The Committee understands the desire of the Navy to maintain a highly capable DDG fleet until 2047, but believes further analysis should be conducted to determine the most cost-efficient manner of increasing mission capability of the Navy. The Committee directs the Navy to re-evaluate this plan for modernization, taking into account a cost-benefit analysis of executing a modernization effort on the oldest of the DDG-51 Class. 

     The Committee requests the Navy submit by March 1, 2005, a detailed plan to execute a multi-year DDG-51 modernization effort, initiated with the Committee's recommended increase. The plan should address each element of the modernization plan, the cost-benefit of the element, and the implementation of the plan by hull number. 
	1 MAR 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 165

Note: See related DDG51 language in Conference Report
HRept108-622, p. 188
	NAVY

	Unmanned Undersea Vehicle (UUV) Program
	The Committee recommends eliminating the request for procurement of the Long-term Mine Reconnaissance System (LMRS) Unmanned Undersea Vehicle (UUV), a reduction of $61,235,000. The Committee understands that the Navy is pursuing a complete restructure of this program and the funding requested for the procurement

of two ship sets of LMRS will not be executed in fiscal year 2005, and is, therefore, in excess of need.

The Committee strongly supports the need for a robust UUV program.

The Committee believes many missions currently performed by expensive manned systems, especially those associated with intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (ISR) preparation of the battlespace, could be more effectively performed by UUVs. The Committee encourages the Navy to aggressively pursue a UUV program that Increases capability and expands the mission flexibility of the platforms.

The Committee also directs the Navy to review the program management of the UUV program. The Committee believes that institutional reluctance has contributed to delays in the transition of UUVs to operational status in support of fleet requirements. While technological challenges are not insignificant in this program, it appears

these challenges are not quickly resolved, exacerbating other program delays and increasing costs.
	REVIEW BUT NO REPORT REQUIRED
	HRept108-553, p.172
	Navy

	Trident Modifications
	     The Committee recommends an increase of $8,200,000 for a portion of the TRIDENT modification program. The Committee also recommends appropriations language under `Other Procurement, Navy' to provide authority to use procurement funds for modifications associated with force protection and security enhancements. 

     The Committee directs that the fiscal year 2006 budget be submitted in accordance with this funding mechanism and that the appropriate budget documentation provide a separate line detailing the current and future financial requirements for the modifications. 
	NO REPORT; JUST FY06 BUDGET SUBMIT GUIDANCE 
	HRept108-553, p.172
	NAVY/OSD
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	Theater Support Vessel
	The budget requested $89,151,000 for the Logistics and Engineering Equipment program, an increase of $763,000 over the fiscal year 2004 appropriation. The Committee recommends $165,051,000, an increase of $75,900,000 above the request. Of the amount requested within this program element, the Army includes $65,380,000 for the Theater Support Vessel (TSV) program. Fiscal year 2005 is the first year in which funding has been requested to construct such a vessel. The Committee notes that the total cost of this vessel is approximately $141,600,000, and the Army had planned to incrementally fund its construction over the course of fiscal years 2005 through 2007. The Committee firmly believes that the Department should fully fund major investment items and accordingly has added sufficient funding in the fiscal year 2005 bill to complete this vessel. 

In addition to concerns about incremental funding, the Committee is also concerned about the extent to which the Army's TSV concept has been rationalized with Navy Sealift and Afloat Basing programs, as well as Marine Corps sealift requirements. Given the Navy and Marine Corps plans in this regard, the Committee believes that the Army must ensure that the design and construction of the TSV is compatible with Navy plans and programs. Accordingly, the Committee directs that none of the funds provided for the TSV program may be obligated or expended until the Secretaries of the Army and Navy jointly provide a report to the congressional defense committees addressing the following issues: 

--The Army requirements for the Theater Support Vessel (TSV) including number of vessels to be constructed;

--The relationship between the Navy Afloat Basing concept and TSV requirements including measures to ensure that these programs are compatible;

--The relationship between Army and Marine Corps requirements for intra-theater sealift; and,

--The plans for funding the TSV program including amounts included in the Future Years Defense Program, and a summary of DoD deliberations on whether to fund this program through the National Defense Sealift Fund (NDSF) or by other means in future budget submissions.
	DATE NOT SPECIFIED; TSV FUNDS MAY NOT BE OBLIGATED UNTIL JOINT REPORT SUBMITTED
	HRept108-553, p. 254
	SECNAV/SECARMY

	Review Of Multiple Missile Systems
	     The Committee believes that the Navy should conduct a review of its requirement for maintaining multiple attack missile systems. For example, it is unclear to the Committee why the Navy is developing and acquiring both the Tactical Tomahawk and the Joint Air-to-Surface Standoff Missile (JASSM), both of which have essentially the same stated mission and capability for nearly identical cost. 

     Furthermore, the Committee is concerned that the Navy has multiple `improvement' plans underway for its varied inventory of attack missile systems. It appears that a program barely completes testing and evaluation before an improvement is already in development. The Committee is concerned that there is a potential for too much time and money to be spent on developing new technologies, delaying the introduction of the missile to the inventory in sufficient numbers. 

     This situation has led to an inventory of smaller numbers of one kind of missile per mission rather than a large inventory of missiles for multiple missions. The Navy should consider a `neck down' strategy to reduce the number of different missiles and concentrate resources on increasing the overall number of missiles in the inventory. 
	LANGUAGE EXPRESSES HAC BELIEF FOR REVIEW;

DATE NOT STATED
	HRept108-553, p. 291
	NAVY


HAC DOD APPROPRIATIONS REPORT PROJECTION (continued) (back to top)
	Subject
	Report Requirement
	Due  date
	Cmte Rept
	Cog

	Disruptive Technology Opportunities Fund (DTOF)
	   The Committee recommends $6,000,000 to establish a Disruptive Technology Opportunities Fund (DTOF). This Fund, managed by the N6/N7 organization, will support a Navy partnership with the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) on a portfolio of high-risk, high-payoff projects to address pressing naval challenges. 

   The Committee is supportive of this concept because the projects identified for advancement through the DTOF are those designed to transition quickly to meet Fleet requirements. The Committee notes there are a significant number of ongoing science and laboratory projects that support several institutional organizations, but do not support requirements identified by the Fleet and rarely, if ever, transition to operational use. The Committee believes that research and development projects must be able to support current or future operational requirements of the Navy and must transition to operational use. 

   The Committee directs the Navy to submit by January 15, 2005, a report on the projects to be considered under the DTOF and the fiscal year 2006 and future budgetary requirements of this initiative. Future reports of projects should be submitted with the budget request, and should identify those projects that have transitioned to operational use in the Fleet or have been abandoned if not able to transition.
	15 JAN 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 292
	NAVY

	Aegis Missile Defense Program
	   The fiscal year 2005 budget request includes $1,072,374,000 for the Aegis element of the Ballistic Missile Defense System (BMDS), and the budget materials reflect a program total of $4,681,115,000 from fiscal year 2003 through 2009. In addition to this robust level of funding, the Missile Defense Agency indicates that the Navy will commit as many as 18 Aegis-class ships to support this program. The Committee supports the continuing development of the Aegis program and has fully funded the Department's request in fiscal year 2005. However, the Committee has concerns about the required level of funding in the outyears to modify ships, provide a stock of SM-3 missiles, and provide for operation and maintenance costs of this element of the BMDS. Accordingly, the Committee directs the Secretary of Defense to submit a report to the congressional defense committees not later than January 31, 2005, that explains the Department's long range plans for the Aegis element of BMDS including the number of vessels that DoD will commit to support Aegis; plans to fund conversion of these vessels for missile defense purposes in future budget submissions; plans to resolve conflicts between Navy support for missile defense missions and other surface combatant missions; and plans to provide for operation and maintenance funding requirements. 
	31 JAN 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 340
	SECDEF
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	Title IX Additional Appropriations (for continuing ops in Iraq and Afghanistan)

Reporting Requirements 
	     The Committee directs the Secretary of Defense to provide a report to the congressional defense committees within 60 days of enactment of this legislation on the allocation of the funds within the accounts listed in this chapter. The Secretary shall submit updated quarterly reports thereafter. 

     The Committee also directs the Secretary of Defense to submit to the congressional defense committees, no later than January 31, April 30, and July 31, 2005, a comprehensive financial analysis and update for fiscal year 2005. This series of reports will detail both actual and projected obligation of appropriations provided in this Act for the continuation of the war in Iraq and Afghanistan.  

     In certain limited areas, the Committee has provided funds in this chapter at a line item level of detail more general than in the other titles of the bill. Examples include funds for the Army's Rapid Fielding Initiative, funded in both operation and maintenance and procurement accounts, and various `miscellaneous equipment' lines for the Marine Corps, Special Operations Forces, and the Guard and Reserve. This approach is intended to provide the military services with some degree of flexibility to respond to the needs of commanders in the field, provide support for service members, and to reconstitute units that return to their home stations. The Secretary of Defense is directed to provide a report to the congressional defense committees within 60 days of enactment of this legislation on the allocation of the funds within those line items, and submit updated quarterly reports thereafter.      

     Additional discussion on this subject is provided elsewhere in this report. 

Finally, the Committee expects that in order to meet unanticipated requirements, the Department of Defense may need to transfer funds within those appropriations accounts for purposes other than those specified in this report. The Committee directs the Department of Defense to follow normal prior-approval reprogramming procedures should it be necessary to transfer funding between different appropriations accounts in this chapter. 
	-ENACTMENT PLUS 60 DAYS AND QUARTERLY THEREAFTER

- 31 JAN, 30 APR, 31 JUL, 2005
	HRept108-553, p. 369
	SECDEF
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	SEC. 118.
	The Secretary of Defense is to provide the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress with an annual report by February 15, containing details of the specific actions proposed to be taken by the Department of Defense during the current fiscal year to encourage other member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, Japan, Korea, and United States allies bordering the Arabian Sea to assume a greater share of the common defense burden of such nations and the United States.
	15 Feb 2005
	HRept108-773, p.8
	SECDEF

	SEC. 124.
	Notwithstanding this or any other provision of law, funds made available in this Act for operation and maintenance of family housing shall be the exclusive source of funds for repair and maintenance of all family housing units, including general or flag officer quarters: Provided, That not more than $35,000 per unit may be spent annually for the maintenance and repair of any general or flag officer quarters without 30 days prior notification to the appropriate Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress, except that an after-the-fact notification shall be submitted if the limitation is exceeded solely due to costs associated with environmental remediation that could not be reasonably anticipated at the time of the budget submission: Provided further, That the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) is to report annually to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress all operation and maintenance expenditures for each individual general or flag officer quarters for the prior fiscal year.
	ANNUALLY (not specified)
	HRept108-773, p. 9
	USD (Compt.)

	Reserve component requirements
	The conferees direct the Secretary of the Navy to report by February 15, 2005 on efforts to incorporate reserve component requirements into land disposal agreements resulting from the closure of Naval Air Station Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico.
	15 Feb 2005
	HRept108-773, p.54
	SECNAV
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	Unprogrammed Projects
	The Committee is greatly concerned about the increasing frequency with which the Department has submitted requests for out-of-cycle and over-threshold construction projects purporting to rectify `life/safety/health' deficiencies. This justification has been used especially often to justify projects, such as new gates or large vehicle inspection facilities, intended to correct anti-terrorism/force protection [ATFP] deficiencies. ..

…The Committee will scrutinize carefully any out-of-cycle construction projects justified on the basis of life/safety/health or emergency considerations to ensure there is compelling evidence that such projects meet these criteria. The Committee directs the Department to submit to congressional defense committees no later than December 31, 2004, a comprehensive list of outstanding antiterrorism/force protection construction requirements for United States military bases, including the location, project description, estimated cost, and fiscal year in which the project is expected to be funded. 
	31 DEC 2004
	SRept108-309, p. 10-12
	DOD

	Anti-Terrorist/Force Protection [ATFP] Construction Technology
	Revised ATFP standards have imposed significant additional requirements on military construction, including greater blast resistance, increased standoff distances, and resistance to chemical and biological weapons. These requirements make it imperative that the United States employs the most cost-effective technology to enhance the security of its military personnel. The Committee is aware that the Ministry of Defense of the United Kingdom has accepted for use a steel sandwich construction system comprising two steel plates separated by transverse steel bars and capable of being filled with various materials which provide a range of protection levels. The Committee directs the Department to examine the potential suitability of this technology for use in U.S. military construction and to report its findings to the Committee no later than December 31, 2004. 
	31 DEC 2004
	SRept108-309, p. 12
	DOD
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	Energy Conservation
	In addition to energy conservation programs for military construction projects funded through the Energy Conservation Improvement program, the Department of Defense has the authority to develop geothermal resources on military lands and keep the proceeds from the sale of electricity generated from those resources for use by the Department, including military construction projects. The Committee understands the Department of the Navy's Geothermal Program Office is responsible for managing and developing these resources for the military. The Committee encourages the Navy to expand opportunities to use this authority for military construction projects, such as the use of triple junction amorphous silicon photovoltaic roofing. The Committee requests the Navy to provide a report to the Committee on actions taken to incorporate section 2867 of title 10 U.S.C. into the military construction program no later than January 14, 2005. 
	14 JAN 2005
	HRept 108-607, p.11
	NAVY

	Use of Sustainable Design Standards by the Department of Defense
	The Committee encourages the Department to utilize sustainable building design and construction methods of maximize the efficient use of renewable, recycled, and environmentally sound materials. However, concerns have been expressed that certain rating systems adopted by the Department to assess the standards of sustainable design and construction of facilities may unfairly discriminate against domestic producers of wood construction products. Therefore, the Committee requests the Secretary of Defense submit a report to the Committee by June 1, 2005 that describes: (1) the standards used by each military department to assess the use of sustainable design and construction methods, including credits provided for products made from renewable and recycled materials; (2) the extent to which such standards comply with the requirements of section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, section 6962 of title 42 U.S.C., Executive Order 13101, Office of Management and Budget Circular A-119, and other applicable requirements of law and regulation; and (3) the extent to which the standards adopted by each military department unfairly discriminate against the use of products and materials manufactured in the United States. The Committee expects the Secretary to take appropriate action to address any noncompliance with applicable requirements of law or regulation and any unfair discrimination against any U.S. manufactured materials identified during the course of this review. 
	1 JUN 2005
	HRept 108-607, p.12
	SECDEF


PAGE  

