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Army’s modularity initiative. The provision 
would also require that the Comptroller Gen-
eral conduct an annual review of the 
modularity initiative and the progress that 
the Army is making in the equipping of the 
active and reserve components. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees note that the reporting re-

quirements of this provision are incor-
porated elsewhere in this report. 
Funding for the Call for Fire Trainer/Joint Fires 

and Effects Trainer System 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

115) that would authorize $4.0 million for the 
procurement of the Call for Fire Trainer/ 
Joint Fires and Effects Trainer System for 
the Army. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Other Procurement, 
Army, line number 169. 
Air Force program 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
137) that would authorize an increase of $6.0 

million in section 103 for Other Procurement, 
Air Force for Science Engineering Lab Data 
Integration at Ogden Air Logistics Center, 
Utah. This would be offset by an equal de-
crease in PE 62301E for Information and 
Communications Technology. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report. 

Multi-spectral imaging capabilities 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 148) that would: (1) express the 
sense of the Senate that the Air Force 
should investigate ways to retain the multi- 
spectral imaging capabilities of the Senior 
Year Electro-optical Reconnaissance System 
(SYERS–2) that would otherwise be lost with 
the retirement of the U–2 aircraft; and (2) re-
quire that the Secretary of the Air Force 
provide a plan for migrating these multi- 
spectral capabilities to the Global Hawk un-
manned aerial vehicle. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 

The conferees expect the Secretary to de-
velop a plan for migrating the multi-spectral 
imaging capability provided by the SYERS– 
2 capabilities from the U–2 to the Global 
Hawk, and provide the results of that plan to 
the congressional defense committees with 
the submission of the fiscal year 2008 budget 
request. 

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, 
TEST, AND EVALUATION 

BUDGET ITEMS 

Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation 
overview 

The budget request included $73,156.0 mil-
lion in Research, Development, Test, and 
Evaluation for the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $74,054.6 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$74,268.1 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $73,608.0 
million. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation, 

Army overview 

The budget request included $10,855.6 mil-
lion in Research, Development, Test, and 

Evaluation, Army for the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $10,925.2 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$11,167.0 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $10,876.6 
million. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation, 

Navy overview 

The budget request included $16,912.2 mil-
lion in Research, Development, Test, and 

Evaluation, Navy for the Department of De-
fense. 

The House bill would authorize $17,377.8 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$17,459.8 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $17,383.9 
million. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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Sea Fighter (X-Craft) 

The House bill would authorize $25.7 mil-
lion in PE 63123N for modifications to Sea 
Fighter to improve the ship’s survivability, 
command and control, armament, and other 
ship systems to make Sea Fighter an oper-
ationally deployable asset. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar funding. 

The conferees agree to authorize $23.0 mil-
lion in PE 63123N for Sea Fighter modifica-
tions. 

Of the amount authorized, the conferees di-
rect the Secretary of the Navy to utilize the 
additional funding to: (1) improve aviation 
capabilities; (2) improve damage control and 
firefighting capabilities; (3) improve the 

quality of and increase the capacity of berth-
ing and messing facilities for 12 additional 
crew; (4) provide command and control up-
grades; (5) add weapons (offensive and defen-
sive); and (6) make topside changes to reduce 
radiation hazards. The conferees expect the 
Secretary to utilize Sea Fighter in support 
of Navy operations and to develop and vali-
date operational concepts for littoral war-
fare. 

The conferees are aware that on September 
6, 2006, Sea Fighter sustained significant 
damage while operating off of the Pacific 
coast. The conferees expect the Secretary to 
make all repairs necessary to restore Sea 
Fighter to previous capability and make 
available for operational use. 

Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation, 
Air Force overview 

The budget request included $24,396.8 mil-
lion in Research Development, Test, and 
Evaluation, Air Force for the Department of 
Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $24,810.0 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$23,970.9 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $24,236.0 
million. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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Transformational satellite communications 

The budget request included $867.0 million 
in PE 63845F for transformational satellite 
communications (TSAT). 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $80.0 million in PE 63845F for TSAT. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $70.0 million in PE 63845F for 
TSAT. 

The conferees agree to authorize $767.0 mil-
lion in PE 63845F for TSAT, a decrease of 
$100.0 million due to unexecutable growth in 
the program budget. 

While fully supportive of the restructured 
TSAT program, the conferees note that the 
budget request for fiscal year 2007 represents 
a 100 percent increase over fiscal year 2006 
appropriated amount of $429.0 million. The 
Government Accountability Office questions 
whether the contractors associated with the 
space segment of the TSAT program will be 
able to increase development activities to 
the requested fiscal year 2007 budget level, 
hence the recommended reduction. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Air Force to submit a report to the congres-
sional defense committees by February 15, 
2007, explaining what actions the Air Force 
has taken to address the remaining concerns 
raised by the TSAT Program Review Group 
and the Government Accountability Office, 
including: (1) the need to significantly refine 
requirements so that program content can be 
matched to budget constraints, and how the 
Department plans to control requirements to 
prevent problems associated with ‘‘require-
ments creep’’; (2) the need to adequately 
staff the TSAT program office with experi-
enced space acquisition professionals; (3) the 
status of refining key performance param-
eters so they provide specificity and valida-
tion metrics; and (4) the implications for 
other programs, such as Space Radar and Fu-
ture Combat System, of a less capable initial 
block of TSAT satellites. 
Space Radar 

The budget request included $266.4 million 
in PE 63858F for Space Radar (SR) program. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $30.0 million in PE 63858F. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $66.4 million in PE 63858F. 

The conferees agree to authorize $200.0 mil-
lion in PE 63858F, a decrease of $66.4 million, 
and recommend that the remaining funds be 
directed toward technology development, 
system engineering, and concept definition 
that assumes a single SR system that will 
meet joint requirements and employ a joint 
concept of operations with the intelligence 
community. The conferees are aware that 
the SR program is being restructured, and 
may benefit from an incremental, block ap-
proach similar to that chosen for the Trans-
formational Satellite (TSAT) program. The 
conferees would welcome such an approach, 
however, until further definition of the pro-
gram is provided, the conferees do not be-
lieve it is prudent to move beyond tech-
nology development, systems engineering, 
and concept definition activities. Further 

definition would include an agreed upon 
joint requirements document. 

Conferees direct the Secretary of Defense 
and the Director of National Intelligence 
(DNI) to submit a joint report to the con-
gressional defense and intelligence commit-
tees by March 1, 2007, containing the fol-
lowing elements: (1) a description of the re-
spective roles and responsibilities of the in-
telligence community and the Department of 
Defense with respect to the development of 
the SR, including an updated Memorandum 
of Agreement between the Secretary and the 
DNI; (2) the process by which the intel-
ligence community and the Department co-
ordinate joint development efforts and re-
quirements definition; (3) the plans for 
achieving a cost-share agreement between 
the intelligence community and the Depart-
ment for the development and acquisition of 
a SR capability; and (4) a commitment from 
the Secretary and the DNI that SR will be a 
single system responsive to the requirements 
of each organization. 

The conferees also direct the Secretary, in 
consultation with the DNI, to submit a re-
port to the congressional defense commit-
tees by January 1, 2007, addressing the fol-
lowing: (1) the scope of the space radar archi-
tecture, including the system’s interactions 
with other intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance platforms providing similar ca-
pability, as well as interactions with TSAT 
or alternative systems for processing and 
transmitting space radar data to other mili-
tary applications; (2) the concept of oper-
ations, including how space radar data could 
be used to support defense and intelligence 
missions, and models for tasking, processing, 
exploitation, and dissemination to end users; 
(3) the acquisition approach that could be 
pursued by the SR program, including the 
identification of key technologies and their 
expected maturity at the time of program 
initiation; and (4) the schedule for meeting a 
realistic launch date, potential risks to that 
schedule, and potential risks of not meeting 
that launch date. 
Combatant commanders’ integrated command 

and control system 
The budget request included $50.9 million 

in PE 35906F for the combatant commanders’ 
integrated command and control system 
(CCIC2S). 

The House bill would authorize no funds in 
PE 35906F. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
the budget request. 

The conferees agree to authorize $16.3 mil-
lion in PE 35906F for the CCIC2S program, a 
decrease of $34.6 million. 

The conferees believe that the capability 
to warn against air, missile, and space at-
tacks is critical to our national security and 
homeland defense, and support the necessary 
modernization and integration of the com-
mand and control systems at Cheyenne 
Mountain, Colorado for mission execution by 
North American Aerospace Defense Com-
mand, U.S. Northern Command, and U.S. 
Strategic Command. 

In a July 2006 report on the CCIC2S pro-
gram, the Government Accountability Office 
(GAO) found that poor past performance, in-
adequate management and oversight, and 
changing requirements resulted in signifi-
cant cost overruns and an undefined delivery 
schedule. The report further noted that most 
mission critical capabilities will not be de-
livered in fiscal year 2006, as initially 
planned. While the missile warning mission 
is partially complete, no work has been com-
pleted on the space mission and estimated 
completion dates have not been determined. 
GAO recommended that eight actions be 
taken to improve management and oversight 
of the project. 

The conferees believe that many of these 
recommendations are being addressed, but 
remain concerned about the Department’s 
prioritization of and commitment to the 
CCIC2S program, as evidenced by its contin-
ued reductions in program funding. The con-
ferees further believe that continued invest-
ments in a development program without a 
defined schedule and final cost risks further 
cost overruns and schedule delays. It is 
therefore prudent to reassess program re-
quirements, cost, and schedule; and deter-
mine program affordability within the con-
text of the Department’s priorities, other ac-
quisition programs, and long-range invest-
ment plans, prior to continuing with further 
development. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to maintain essential operation and 
maintenance activities, and limit develop-
mental activities to the completion of the 
missile warning system. In addition, the con-
ferees direct the Secretary of Defense to sub-
mit a report by March 1, 2007, to the congres-
sional defense committees that addresses all 
eight of the GAO recommended actions in-
cluding an affordability assessment, an eco-
nomic analysis, and an independent life 
cycle cost estimate. 

The conferees would like to be clear that 
the reduction to the amount requested for 
the CCIC2S program should not be construed 
as a lack of support for the program, but 
rather a reflection of continuing concerns re-
lated to the CCIC2S acquisition approach. 
The conferees expect that future budget re-
quests reflect an executable program with a 
defined schedule and commitment of ade-
quate resources. 

Research, Development, Test, and Evaluation, 
Defense-wide overview 

The budget request included $20,809.9 mil-
lion in Research, Development, Test, and 
Evaluation, Defense-wide for the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $20,760.0 
million. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$21,488.9 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $20,930.0 
million. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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National Defense Education Program 

The budget request included $19.5 million 
in PE 61120D8Z for the National Defense Edu-
cation Program (NDEP). The House bill 
would authorize the budget request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $5.0 million in PE 61120D8Z. 

The conferees agree to authorize $19.5 mil-
lion in PE 61120D8Z, specifically for Science, 
Mathematics, and Research for Trans-
formation scholarships and for other author-
ized NDEP activities; but authorize no fund-
ing for institutional scholarships, fellow-
ships, and traineeships. The conferees rec-
ommend that the Department provide infor-
mation on the need for this activity along 
with a request for legislative authority to 
conduct it. 

Printed circuit board supply chain 

The budget request included $23.4 million 
in PE 63712S for generic logistics research 
and development technology demonstra-
tions. 

The House bill would authorize an increase 
of $10.0 million in PE 63712S for the emerging 
critical interconnection technology program 
to address reliable printed circuit board 
manufacturing in the United States. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $4.0 million in PE 63712S for the 
emerging critical interconnection tech-
nology program. 

The conferees agree to authorize an in-
crease of $4.3 million in PE 63712S for the 
emerging critical interconnection tech-
nology program. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report on the implementation 
of the recommendations of the National Re-
search Council (NRC) Committee on Manu-
facturing Trends in Printed Circuit Board 
Technology. This report should be submitted 
not later than 9 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. The report should, at 
a minimum, provide an analysis of each find-
ing and a detailed description of the response 
by the Department of Defense to each rec-
ommendation of the NRC Committee, includ-
ing a schedule with specific milestones and 
required funding for completing the imple-
mentation of the recommendation or the 
reasons for a decision not to implement the 
recommendation. 

Joint modeling, simulation, and experimentation 

The budget request included $115.7 million 
in PE 63828D8Z for joint experimentation, 
modeling, and simulation technologies. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $10.0 million in PE 63828D8Z to 
further develop joint, interagency, and coali-
tion modeling, simulation, and experimen-
tation. 

The conferees agree to authorize the budg-
et request and an increase of $8.0 million in 
PE 63828D8Z in order to fund joint effects- 
based modeling and simulation that effec-
tively incorporates political, economic, in-
frastructure, information, societal, and dip-
lomatic factors, as well as coalition warfare, 
at the tactical level of operations. 

As mentioned in the Senate report accom-
panying S. 2766 (S. Rept. 109–254) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2007, the 2006 Quadrennial Defense Re-
view (QDR) Report noted that the Depart-
ment of Defense must shift its emphasis 
from Department-centric approaches toward 
interagency solutions that incorporate all 
elements of national power. Cooperation 
across the Federal Government is essential 
and can be facilitated efficiently by en-
hanced modeling, simulation, and experi-

mentation. Of the amount authorized, the 
conferees recommend that $4.0 million be 
utilized to carry out an East Coast Asym-
metric Warfare Initiative (AWI). The East 
Coast AWI is designed to enhance our na-
tion’s coordination and response capabilities 
to a Weapon of Mass Destruction (WMD) 
event through a complex, scenario-based ex-
ercise utilizing the experience and unique ca-
pabilities of the Navy’s Center for Asym-
metric Warfare and involving the Common-
wealth of Virginia and the State of Maine. 
This multi-agency exercise involving the De-
partment of Defense, the Department of 
Homeland Security, other Federal agencies, 
State and local government entities, as well 
as the private sector will greatly enhance 
U.S. response capability to a WMD event and 
provide a template for future exercises de-
signed to further strengthen our nation’s 
ability to respond to a WMD event. 
Ballistic Missile Defense 
Ground-based Midcourse Ballistic Missile De-

fense 
The budget request included $2.9 billion in 

PE 63882C for the Ballistic Missile Defense 
midcourse defense segment to cover contin-
ued development, ground and flight testing, 
fielding, and support for the Ground-based 
Midcourse Defense (GMD) system. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $35.8 million in PE 63882C, which includes 
the elimination of all funding, $55.8 million, 
for the third GMD site in Europe. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $245.0 million in PE 63882C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $3.1 bil-
lion in PE 63882C, an increase of $225.0 mil-
lion for the BMD midcourse defense segment. 
The increase is directed as follows: $60.0 mil-
lion for efforts to accelerate the ability of 
the GMD system to conduct concurrent test 
and operations; $140.0 million for enhanced 
testing and to increase the pace of GMD 
flight testing; and $25.0 million for advanced 
procurement of an additional six flight test 
missiles. The Missile Defense Agency (MDA) 
is expected to budget for the completion of 
these tasks over fiscal years 2008 to 2011. 

The conferees also agree to provide $32.8 
million for the third GMD site in Europe, a 
decrease of $23.0 million, and note that a 
ground-based interceptor site in Europe 
could provide future protection for the 
United States and Europe against longer- 
range ballistic missiles launched from the 
Middle East. The conferees also direct the 
Secretary of Defense to report to the con-
gressional defense committees within 30 days 
of the completion of planned intercept tests 
FTG–04 and FTG–05. The report should in-
clude an assessment of whether the test ob-
jectives for these intercept tests have been 
met. In the event that these test objectives 
are not met, the Secretary should provide in 
this report a determination as to whether 
the remaining block 2008 funds should be re-
allocated for additional testing of the block 
2004/2006 configuration. 
Aegis Ballistic Missile Defense 

The budget request included $1.0 billion in 
PE 63892C for the sea-based Aegis Ballistic 
Missile Defense system. 

The House bill would authorize an increase 
of $40.0 million in PE 63892C. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $100.0 million in PE 63892C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $1.1 bil-
lion in PE 63892C, an increase of $100.0 mil-
lion. The increase is directed as follows: $10.0 
million for continued S-band advanced radar 
algorithm work; $20.0 million for Aegis BMD 
signal processor, 2–color seeker development, 
and acceleration of the open architecture 
program; and $70.0 million to support the 
procurement of 24 additional SM–3 block 1B 
missiles over fiscal years 2008 to 2011. MDA is 

expected to budget for the completion of 
these tasks over fiscal years 2008 to 2011. 

The conferees are aware that the MDA and 
the Department of the Navy are exploring 
the feasibility of modifying 100 SM–2 Block 
IV missiles to obtain a near-term sea-based 
terminal ballistic missile defense capability 
starting in fiscal year 2007 with conversion of 
all missiles completed by the end of fiscal 
year 2009. According to briefings by the MDA 
and Department of the Navy, such a capa-
bility could afford protection for ships and 
other critical assets against short-range bal-
listic missiles in the Scud A/B class. This 
proposed development would cost approxi-
mately $130.0 million over fiscal years 2007 to 
2009, with the Navy share estimated at ap-
proximately $20.0 million in fiscal year 2007. 
The conferees, while supportive of efforts to 
provide near-term missile defense capability, 
require further information before author-
izing this development effort to proceed. 
Therefore, the conferees encourage the De-
partment of Defense to submit to Congress a 
reprogramming request in fiscal year 2007 to 
pursue a sea-based terminal missile defense 
capability, should such a step be consistent 
with Department requirements and resource 
constraints. If submitted, the reprogram-
ming request should be accompanied by doc-
umentation that: (1) explains the need for 
such a capability; (2) indicates Department 
of the Navy endorsement of this program; 
and (3) includes a Navy-MDA cost-share 
agreement through completion of the effort. 

Arrow Ballistic Missile Defense System 

The budget request included $1.0 billion in 
PE 63881C for Ballistic Missile Defense Ter-
minal Defense Segment, of which $13.0 mil-
lion was for Arrow missile production and 
$56.2 million was for the Arrow System Im-
provement Program. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $8.0 million for the Arrow System 
Improvement Program and an increase of 
$52.0 million for Arrow co-production in PE 
63881C. 

The conferees agree to authorize a total of 
$63.0 million in PE 63881C for Arrow co-pro-
duction, an increase of $50.0 million. 

Kinetic Energy Interceptor 

The budget request included $405.5 million 
in PE 63886C for Ballistic Missile Defense 
System Interceptors for continued develop-
ment of the Kinetic Energy Interceptor. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $100.0 million in PE 63886C. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $200.0 million in PE 63886C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $245.5 in 
PE 63886C, a decrease of $160.0 million. The 
conferees further recommend that no addi-
tional funds be reprogrammed into this pro-
gram element over the course of fiscal year 
2007. 

Space Tracking and Surveillance System 

The budget request included $390.6 million 
in PE 63893C for the Space Tracking and Sur-
veillance System. 

The House bill and Senate amendment 
would authorize the budget request. 

The conferees agree to authorize $223.6 mil-
lion in PE 63893C, a decrease of $67.0 million. 

Products 

The budget request included $506.8 million 
in PE 63889C for Ballistic Missile Defense 
(BMD) Products. 

The House bill and would authorize the 
budget request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $40.0 million in PE 63889C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $478.8 mil-
lion in PE 63889C, a decrease of $28.0 million. 
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Systems Core 

The budget request included $473.1 million 
in PE 63890C for Ballistic Missile Defense 
Systems Core. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $10.0 million in PE 63890C. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $40.0 million in PE 63890C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $348.1 mil-
lion in PE 63890C, a decrease of $25.0 million. 
Special Programs 

The budget request included $374.5 million 
in PE 63891C for Special Programs—MDA. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request. 

The Senate amendment would authorize a 
decrease of $20.0 million in PE 63891C. 

The conferees agree to authorize $348.1 mil-
lion in PE 63891C, a decrease of $26.4 million. 
Multiple Kill Vehicle 

The budget request included $165.0 million 
in PE 63894C for Multiple Kill Vehicle. 

The House bill would authorize a decrease 
of $65.0 million in PE 63894C. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
the budget request. 

The conferees agree to authorize $125.0 mil-
lion in PE 63894C, a decrease of $40.0 million, 
and note the importance of this program as 
a future spiral improvement for the ground- 
based interceptor. 

Operationally responsive space capabilities 

The budget request included $20.4 million 
in PE 65799D8Z for the Office of Force Trans-
formation (OFT) in the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, but included no funding 
for operationally responsive space capabili-
ties. 

The House bill would authorize the budget 
request in PE 65799D8Z, and would authorize 
an increase of $20.0 million in PE 64857F for 
operationally responsive space capabilities. 

The Senate amendment would authorize an 
increase of $25.0 million in PE 65799D8Z for 
development of operationally responsive 
space capabilities. 

The conferees agree to authorize $48.9 mil-
lion in PE 65799D8Z, an increase of $23.5 mil-
lion for operationally responsive space capa-
bilities. Of this amount, $20.0 million is for 
payloads, satellite busses, integration, com-
mand and control, and joint warfighter ex-

perimentation; and $3.5 million is to support 
adapting existing airborne reconnaissance 
sensor capabilities for use in responsive 
space missions. 

The conferees expect future operationally 
responsive space budget requests would be in 
support of the Operationally Responsive 
Space Program Office, to the extent applica-
ble, pursuant to guidance in the Operation-
ally Responsive Space provision (sec 913) of 
this Act. 

Operational Test and Evaluation, Defense over-
view 

The budget request included $181.5 million 
in Operational Test and Evaluation, Defense 
for the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $181.5 mil-
lion. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$181.5 million. 

The conferees agree to authorize $181.5 mil-
lion. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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ITEM OF SPECIAL INTEREST 

Proposed realignment of Air Force test and eval-
uation facilities 

The conferees are concerned about a pro-
posed realignment of Air Force test and eval-
uation facilities and personnel that could 
have significant impacts beginning in fiscal 
year 2007 and continuing into the out years. 
The conferees believe that additional infor-
mation and analysis of the impacts of the 
proposed action is required before any imple-
mentation of the plan proceeds. The con-
ferees direct the Secretary of the Air Force, 
jointly with the Under Secretary of Defense 
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
(USD (AT&L)), and the Director of the Test 
Resource Management Center (TRMC) to 
submit separate reports to the congressional 
defense committees analyzing the proposed 
actions. 

The impact report prepared by the Air 
Force and USD (AT&L) should include an 
analysis of the following for proposed per-
sonnel relocations and for the facilities pro-
posed closure or realignment: (1) missions 
served; (2) Department of Defense acquisi-
tion programs affected, including an analysis 
of impacts on risk, cost, and schedule; (3) 
costs to the Air Force and to the Depart-
ment, including costs to close or realign test 
and evaluation capabilities and reconstitute 
or acquire required capabilities, including 
personnel, contract termination, military 
construction, housing costs, installation op-
erations and maintenance, and other costs; 
(4) a detailed analysis and disclosure of the 
estimated net cost or savings to the Depart-
ment derived from the actions and payback 
period of such actions; (5) developmental and 
operational test programs impacted; (6) the 
extent to which the recommendations of the 
2005 Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission support or contradict the find-
ings of this analysis; (7) impacts on the test 
and evaluation workforce and on the ability 
to recruit and retain skilled personnel at af-
fected facilities; and (8) alternatives consid-
ered. The impact report should also include a 
joint statement by the Secretary of the Air 
Force and the USD (AT&L) on changes, if 
any, to the proposed course of action as a re-
sult of the conclusions of the analysis, subse-
quent actions required as a result of the 
analysis, and an explanation of the criteria 
used to determine the level of acceptable 
risk to the Department in proceeding with 
the proposed action. 

The TRMC report should include an assess-
ment of how the proposed closures or re-
alignments of Air Force research, develop-
ment, test, and evaluation activities may 
impact the strategic plan for Department of 
Defense test and evaluation resources, as re-
quired by section 196 of title 10, United 
States Code. The assessment should focus on 
whether the Air Force test and evaluation 
facilities, resources, and budgets will meet 
the test and evaluation requirements and 
satisfy performance measures included in 
the strategic plan. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of the 
Air Force to undertake no action to realign 
or close any test and evaluation activities, 
other than those specifically included in the 
final decisions of the 2005 Defense Base Re-
alignment and Closure round, until 60 days 
after the two required reports are received 
by the congressional defense committees. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS ADOPTED 
SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF 

APPROPRIATIONS 
Authorization of appropriations (sec. 201) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
201) that would authorize the recommended 
fiscal year 2007 funding levels for the Re-
search, Development, Test, and Evaluation 

accounts for the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
Air Force, Defense-wide activities, and the 
Director of Operational Test and Evaluation. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 201). 

The conference agreement includes this 
provision. 
Amount for defense science and technology (sec. 

202) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

202) that would authorize $11.7 billion for De-
partment of Defense science and technology 
programs in fiscal year 2007. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 202) that would authorize 
$11.5 billion. 

The conferees agree to authorize $11.7 bil-
lion for Department of Defense science and 
technology programs in fiscal year 2007. 

SUBTITLE B—PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS, 
RESTRICTIONS, AND LIMITATIONS 

Acquisition of, and independent cost analyses 
for, the Joint Strike Fighter propulsion sys-
tem (sec. 211) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 254) that would direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to provide for the develop-
ment of the propulsion system for the Joint 
Strike Fighter (JSF) through either: (1) the 
continuing development and sustainment of 
two interchangeable propulsion systems by 
two separate contractors throughout the life 
cycle of the aircraft, or (2) a one-time firm- 
fixed-price contract for a selected propulsion 
system for the life cycle of the aircraft fol-
lowing the initial service release of the air-
craft propulsion system in fiscal year 2008. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would: 

(1) require the Secretary to provide for the 
continuing development and sustainment of 
two interchangeable propulsion systems by 
two separate contractors throughout the life 
cycle of the aircraft; 

(2) prohibit the Secretary from carrying 
out any modification to the development and 
sustainment of two interchangeable engines 
until: 

(a) the Secretary notifies the congressional 
defense committees of any modification to 
the acquisition program for the JSF propul-
sion systems, 

(b) three independent, comprehensive, and 
detailed cost analyses have been submitted, 
and 

(c) funds are appropriated for that purpose 
pursuant to an authorization of appropria-
tions; 

(3) require independent cost analyses be 
completed by the Secretary, acting through 
the Cost Analysis Improvement Group of the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Comp-
troller General, and a federally-funded re-
search and development center, which would 
be selected by the Secretary, and be sub-
mitted to the congressional defense commit-
tees not later than March 15, 2007; and 

(4) include a one-time firm-fixed-price con-
tract as part of the independent cost anal-
yses. 
Expansion and extension of authority to award 

prizes for advanced technology achieve-
ments (sec. 212) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 252) that would extend the author-
ity to award prizes for advanced technology 
achievements to September 30, 2011. The pro-
vision would also elevate the authority to 
the Director, Defense Research and Engi-
neering (DDRE) and expand the authority to 
include the military departments. 

The House bill contained a similar provi-
sion (sec. 212) that would extend the author-
ity to September 30, 2010, but would not ele-
vate or expand the authority. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would extend the authority to Sep-
tember 30, 2010, and would suspend the au-
thority for failure to provide the report as 
required in subsection (e) of section 2374a of 
title 10, United States Code. 

The conferees recognize the efforts of the 
Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
(DARPA) to utilize the prize authority to 
spur innovation and to engage nontradi-
tional organizations in defense research. The 
amendment would continue to allow use of 
the prize authority by DARPA and other 
components under DDRE. 

The conferees have been informed that 
DARPA has independently decided to with-
draw its support of the X PRIZE Founda-
tion’s 2006 space technology competitions, 
but plans to continue work on the advance-
ment of unmanned ground vehicle tech-
nology through the Urban Challenge com-
petition. The conferees note that both activi-
ties may hold promise for the development 
of technologies to support defense missions, 
and therefore encourage the DDRE to evalu-
ate potential benefits of such activities and 
the use, if appropriate, of the authority pro-
vided by this section. The conferees believe 
that such evaluations could be conducted in 
a manner that ensures seamless planning 
and execution for existing programs. 

Defense Acquisition Challenge Program exten-
sion, enhancement, and modification to ad-
dress critical cost growth threshold breaches 
in major defense acquisition programs (sec. 
213) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
213) that would permanently extend the De-
fense Acquisition Challenge Program 
(DACP), and protect the identity of those 
submitting challenge proposals during the 
proposal evaluation process. The House bill 
also contained a provision (sec. 805) that 
would: (1) modify section 2359b of title 10, 
United States Code, to establish require-
ments for a DACP proposal solicitation in 
the event of a critical cost growth threshold 
breach for a major defense acquisition pro-
gram, and (2) modify section 2433 of title 10, 
United States Code, to require that, in the 
event of a critical cost growth threshold 
breach, the Secretary of Defense perform 
certain additional assessments, certifi-
cations, and reporting. 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 802) that would extend the DACP 
through 2012 and would provide the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics (USD (AT&L)) with the 
authority to establish procedures to ensure 
that the program is focused on small and me-
dium-sized businesses, and nontraditional de-
fense contractors. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would consolidate the three provisions 
into a single provision. The amendment 
would: (1) modify section 2433 to require the 
Secretary to perform certain assessments; (2) 
require USD (AT&L), in coordination with 
service acquisition executives, to evaluate 
current challenge proposal transition initia-
tives and identify additional incentives or 
authorities; (3) establish procedures to give 
priority to proposals from nontraditional de-
fense contractors; (4) extend the DACP until 
September 30, 2012; and (5) clarify amend-
ments to section 2359b regarding require-
ments for challenge proposal solicitations 
for acquisition programs that experience 
critical cost growth threshold breaches, 
funding guidelines for such challenge pro-
posals, the procedures for disposition of pro-
posals that receive favorable preliminary re-
views but unfavorable full evaluations, and 
measures to ensure confidentiality of chal-
lenge proposal submissions. 
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Future Combat Systems milestone review (sec. 

214) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
214) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to conduct a Future Combat Systems 
(FCS) milestone review, following the pre-
liminary design review, by September 30, 
2008, and to submit a report on the results of 
the FCS milestone review not later than 
February 13, 2009. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would change the submission date of 
the required report to 120 days after comple-
tion of the preliminary design review of FCS. 
Although the amendment withholds the obli-
gation of FCS procurement funds beginning 
in fiscal year 2009 until the Secretary sub-
mits the required report, the amendment al-
lows the Department of the Army to obligate 
funds for the non-line-of-sight cannon and 
for the costs attributable to insertion of new 
technology into the current force, if the in-
sertion is approved by the Under Secretary 
of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and 
Logistics. The conferees strongly endorse a 
program strategy that will enable early spin 
out of FCS technologies into the current 
force, a top priority of the Chief of Staff of 
the Army. 

Dedicated amounts for implementing or evalu-
ating Navy shipbuilding technology pro-
posals under Defense Acquisition Challenge 
Program (sec. 215) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
216) that would require the Secretary of De-
fense to provide an additional $4.0 million for 
the Defense Acquisition Challenge Program 
to evaluate or implement challenge pro-
posals specifically for the DD(X) next-gen-
eration destroyer and the CVN–21 next-gen-
eration aircraft carrier programs. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes with an amendment 
that would authorize up to $4.0 million to 
evaluate or implement challenge proposals 
that relate to technology directly contrib-
uting to combat systems and open architec-
ture design for Navy ship platforms. 

Independent estimate of costs of the Future 
Combat Systems (sec. 216) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 211) that would withhold $500.0 mil-
lion from the amount of funds authorized to 
be appropriated for the development of the 
Future Combat Systems (FCS) until the Sec-
retary of Defense submits a report of an 
independent cost estimate for FCS con-
ducted by a federally-funded research and de-
velopment center. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would remove the withhold of $500.0 
million and change the submission date of 
the required report to April 1, 2007. 

The conferees are disappointed with the re-
sponse by the Department of Defense to re-
ports required in section 211 of the Ronald W. 
Reagan National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2005 (Public Law 108–375) and 
section 213 of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public Law 
109–163). The conferees expect the Depart-
ment to share the details of the independent 
cost estimate prepared by the Department’s 
Cost Analysis Improvement Group (CAIG) 
with the organization selected to conduct 
the independent cost estimate. 

The conferees understand that the Army 
disagrees with the analysis by CAIG of the 
Army’s FCS cost estimate. It would be useful 
for the organization selected to perform the 
independent cost estimate to review and 

comment on the discrepancies between the 
cost estimates of the Army and the CAIG. 
Funding of defense science and technology pro-

grams (sec. 217) 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 212) that would extend the funding 
objective for science and technology pro-
grams, established in section 212 of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2000 (Public Law 107–107), to fiscal year 
2012, and would require submission of two re-
ports if the Department of Defense fails to 
meet the outlined funding objective in any 
single fiscal year budget request. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would make technical changes and 
would consolidate submission of the required 
information along with budget requests. 
Hypersonics development (sec. 218) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 213) that would direct the Sec-
retary of Defense to establish a joint tech-
nology office (JTO) to coordinate and inte-
grate hypersonics research, development, 
and demonstration programs and budgets. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would clarify certain responsibilities of 
the JTO and ensure consideration of test and 
evaluation resources and facilities in 
hypersonics programs and plans. 

The conferees expect the Department of 
Defense to fully utilize existing management 
and coordination functions in fulfilling the 
requirements of this section and to consider 
virtual structures and organizations, as ap-
propriate, to minimize any administrative 
burdens associated with a new JTO while 
maximizing program outcomes. 
Report on program for replacement of nuclear 

warheads on certain Trident sea-launched 
ballistic missiles with conventional war-
heads (sec. 219) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 214) that would prohibit $95.0 mil-
lion of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated for the Conventional Trident Modi-
fication (CTM) program from being obligated 
or expended until the Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Secretary of State, 
submits a report to the congressional defense 
committees. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion, but would authorize $30.0 million in Re-
search, Development, Test, and Evaluation. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would strike the limitation on funding 
while maintaining the reporting require-
ment. The conference outcome with respect 
to funding for the CTM program is reflected 
in the tables of this report under Research, 
Development, Test, and Evaluation, Navy; 
Weapons Procurement, Navy; and Other Pro-
curement, Navy. 

The conferees continue to believe it is im-
portant for the Department of Defense to ex-
plore a wide range of capabilities for re-
sponding rapidly to emerging threats to the 
United States and its strategic interests. 
The conferees encourage the Department to 
expedite consideration of mid-term options 
for prompt global strike, and to propose to 
the congressional defense committees as 
soon as possible those activities that may be 
required during fiscal year 2007 to make 
progress toward developing those concepts 
the Congress and the Department deem ap-
propriate, including reprogramming actions. 

Subtitle C—Missile Defense Programs 
Fielding of ballistic missile defense capabilities 

(sec. 221) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

221) that would allow funds authorized to be 

appropriated for fiscal years 2007 and 2008 for 
research, development, test, and evaluation 
for the Missile Defense Agency to be used for 
the development and fielding of ballistic 
missile defense capabilities. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Limitation on use of funds for space-based in-

terceptor (sec. 222) 
The House bill contained a provision (sec. 

222) that would prevent the Department of 
Defense from obligating funds for the testing 
or deployment of a space-based interceptor 
program until 90 days after submitting a re-
port to Congress describing the program and 
its national security implications. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The Senate recedes. 
Policy of the United States on priorities in the 

development, testing, and fielding of missile 
defense capabilities (sec. 223) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 232) that would make it the policy 
of the United States to accord a priority 
within the missile defense program to the de-
velopment, testing, fielding, and improve-
ment of effective near-term missile defense 
capabilities, including the Ground-based 
Midcourse Defense (GMD) system, the Aegis 
Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD) system, ad-
ditional Patriot PAC–3 units, the Terminal 
High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) sys-
tem, and sensors based on land, sea, and in 
space that support these interceptor sys-
tems. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would update the findings to take into 
account the North Korean ballistic missile 
test launches of July 2006. 

On July 4, 2006, the United States detected 
the launch of six ballistic missiles from 
North Korea, followed by an additional 
launch on July 5, 2006. These missiles varied 
in range from the short-range Scud to the 
medium-range No-Dong and included the fir-
ing of a Taepo-Dong 2 missile, which intel-
ligence agencies believe could eventually 
reach United States territory. The conferees 
believe these North Korean launches, as well 
as activities related to the development and 
testing of Iranian ballistic missiles, rein-
force congressional direction provided to the 
Department of Defense over the past 2 years 
to focus its efforts on those initial missile 
defense systems that are now providing, or 
starting to provide, a measure of protection 
for the United States and its deployed forces. 

The Department’s excessive focus on and 
investment in the development of long-term 
technologies has made it difficult for the 
Missile Defense Agency to successfully de-
velop, test, and field—in sufficient num-
bers—the initial missile defense capabilities 
necessary to address the current threat. For 
example, the Department has reduced 
planned deliveries of the highly successful 
sea-based Standard-Missile 3 from 120 to 96 
over the future years defense program and is 
programming to procure only 48 THAAD 
missiles. Also, the Department is not fund-
ing enough PAC–3 missiles to meet the needs 
of combatant commanders in areas where 
forward deployed U.S. forces are currently 
within range of short- and medium-range 
ballistic missiles. The budget request for the 
GMD system also leads conferees to believe 
that inadequate resources have been applied 
toward ensuring the GMD system is fully 
tested and is able to stand alert even while 
testing is underway. 

The conferees believe that the emphasis of 
our missile defense efforts should be on the 
current generation of missile defense capa-
bilities—even if this comes at the expense of 
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longer-term development efforts. Based on 
congressional testimonies by combatant 
commanders, who inform Congress that they 
require more missile defense inventory to 
keep pace with the threat, and mindful of re-
cent developments in North Korea and Iran, 
the conferees believe that priority should be 
given to developing, testing, fielding, and 
improving effective near-term missile de-
fense capabilities, including GMD, Aegis 
BMD, Patriot PAC–3, and THAAD. The con-
ferees expect the Department to reflect this 
policy in their fiscal year 2008 budget sub-
mission. 

One-year extension of Comptroller General as-
sessments of ballistic missile defense pro-
grams (sec. 224) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 233) that would extend until fiscal 
year 2008 the requirement for the Comp-
troller General to provide an assessment of 
the extent to which the Missile Defense 
Agency achieved the goals established for 
that fiscal year for each ballistic missile de-
fense program of the Department of Defense. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Submittal of plans for test and evaluation of the 
operational capability of the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense System (sec. 225) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 234) that would require each plan 
approved by the Director of Operational Test 
and Evaluation to test and evaluate the 
operational capability of the ballistic missile 
defense system, as required by section 234(a) 
of the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2006 (Public Law 109–163; 10 
U.S.C. 2431 note), to be submitted to the con-
gressional defense committees within 30 days 
of such approval. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Annual reports on transition of ballistic missile 
defense programs to the military depart-
ments (sec. 226) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 235) that would require the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics to submit a report to 
the congressional defense committees, not 
later than March 1, 2007, and annually there-
after through 2013, on the plans of the De-
partment of Defense for the transition of 
missile defense programs from the Missile 
Defense Agency to the military departments. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would include the requirement to report 
on any agreement on the operational test 
criteria that must be achieved before the 
transition of a missile defense program to 
the military departments. 

Subtitle D—Other Matters 

Policies and practices on test and evaluation to 
address emerging acquisition approaches 
(sec. 231) 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
231) that would require a review of test and 
evaluation policies and practices, and modify 
reporting requirements of the Director of 
Operational Test and Evaluation (DOTE) 
under section 2399(b)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 253) that would require the 
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics (USD (AT&L)) and 
the DOTE to review and revise policies and 
practices on test and evaluation in light of 
emerging approaches to acquisition. The pro-
vision would also amend section 2399(b) of 

title 10, United States Code, to address defi-
cient testing information on rapid acquisi-
tion programs purchased prior to a decision 
to proceed to low rate initial production 

The House recedes with an amendment 
that would include elements of both provi-
sions, and add a new section to clarify the 
responsibilities of the DOTE with respect to 
force protection equipment. The amendment 
would: (1) update reporting requirements of 
the DOTE to allow for submission of relevant 
information on operational capabilities of 
tested items; (2) require submission of test-
ing information to Congress on major de-
fense acquisition programs that do not move 
beyond low rate initial production, but that 
proceed to operational use or make use of 
procurement funds; (3) require a review, and 
revision if necessary, of policies and prac-
tices on test and evaluation; and (4) update 
the responsibilities of the DOTE under sec-
tion 139 of title 10, United States Code, to in-
clude advice and consultation to the Sec-
retary of Defense, USD (AT&L), and Secre-
taries of the military departments on oper-
ational test and evaluation and survivability 
testing of force protection equipment. 

The conferees do not intend this section to 
modify existing authorities of the DOTE 
with respect to major defense acquisition 
programs, as defined in section 139(a)(2)(B) of 
title 10, United States Code, or operational 
test and evaluation in general. The conferees 
direct the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments to ensure that the DOTE is made 
aware of force protection equipment pro-
grams. 

Extension of requirement for Global Research 
Watch Program (sec. 232) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 251) that would extend the require-
ment for the Global Research Watch pro-
gram. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 

Sense of Congress on technology sharing of 
Joint Strike Fighter technology (sec. 233) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 256) that would express the sense of 
the Senate that the Secretary of Defense 
should allow Joint Strike Fighter tech-
nology to be shared between the govern-
ments of the United States and the United 
Kingdom. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes with a technical amend-
ment. 

Report on vehicle-based active protection sys-
tems for certain battlefield threats (sec. 234) 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 358) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to contract with an appro-
priate entity independent of the United 
States Government to conduct an assess-
ment of various foreign and domestic techno-
logical approaches to vehicle-based active 
protective systems. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The House recedes. 
The conferees expect the Secretary of De-

fense to provide to the entity selected to per-
form the independent assessment the docu-
mentation and findings of all related studies 
of active protection systems conducted by 
the Department of Defense within the last 3 
years or deemed relevant by the Secretary. 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS NOT ADOPTED 

Amount for development and validation of 
warfighter rapid awareness processing tech-
nology 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 203) that would authorize $4.0 mil-

lion for Marine Corps development and vali-
dation of a rapid awareness processing tech-
nology. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Navy PE 62131M. 
Alternate engine for Joint Strike Fighter 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
211) that would authorize $408.0 million for 
the continued development of an alternate 
engine for the Joint Strike Fighter. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Navy, line 133; 
and in Research, Development, Test, and 
Evaluation, Air Force, line 92. 
Arrow ballistic missile defense 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 215) that would make available 
$65.0 million for coproduction of the Arrow 
ballistic missile defense system, and $63.7 
million for the Arrow System Improvement 
Program. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Defense-wide, 
PE 63881C, Ballistic Missile Defense Ter-
minal Defense Segment. 
Independent cost analyses for Joint Strike 

Fighter engine program 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
215) that would direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral and the Secretary of Defense, acting 
through the Cost Analysis Improvement 
Group of the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense, to independently perform comprehen-
sive and detailed cost analyses of the Joint 
Strike Fighter (JSF) engine program. 

The Senate amendment contained a simi-
lar provision (sec. 255) that would direct the 
Comptroller General, the Secretary of De-
fense, acting through the Cost Analysis Im-
provement Group of the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, and a federally-funded re-
search and development center, which would 
be selected by the Secretary of Defense, to 
independently perform comprehensive and 
detailed cost analyses of the JSF engine pro-
gram. 

The conference agreement does not include 
either provision. 

Elsewhere in this report, the conferees 
agree to include the requirement for three 
independent cost analyses on the acquisition 
of, and independent cost analyses for, the 
JSF propulsion systems. 
High energy laser low aspect target tracking 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 216) that would authorize $5.0 mil-
lion to support instrumentation and test and 
evaluation activities of the high energy laser 
systems test facility. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Army PE 
65605A. 

Advanced Aluminum Aerostructures Initiative 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 217) that would authorize $2.0 mil-
lion for the Advanced Aluminum 
Aerostructures Initiative. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 
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The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Air Force PE 
63211F. 
Legged mobility robotic research 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 218) that would authorize $1.0 mil-
lion for legged mobility robotic research. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Army PE 
62601A. 
Wideband digital airborne electronic sensing 

array 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 219) that would authorize $3.0 mil-
lion for Air Force research on the wideband 
digital airborne electronic sensing array. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Air Force PE 
62204F. 
Science and technology 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 220) that would authorize $45.0 mil-
lion for competitively awarded basic re-
search programs. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Army PE 
61103A, Navy PE 61103N, Air Force PE 61103F, 
Defense-wide PE 61101E, and Defense-wide 
PE 61120D8Z. 
High Altitude Airship program 

The House bill contained a provision (sec. 
223) that would make $5.0 million available 
for the High Altitude Airship program from 
amounts provided in section 201 for Re-
search, Development, Test, and Evaluation, 
Air Force. 

The Senate amendment contained no simi-
lar provision. 

The House recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation. 
Testing and operations for missile defense 

The Senate amendment contained a provi-
sion (sec. 236) that would make available an 
additional $45.0 million for the Ballistic Mis-
sile Defense Midcourse Defense Segment (PE 
63882C) to accelerate the ability to conduct 
concurrent test and missile defense oper-
ations and to increase the pace of realistic 
flight testing of the ground-based midcourse 
defense system. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conference outcome is reflected in the 

tables of this report in Research, Develop-
ment, Test, and Evaluation, Defense wide, 
PE 63882C. 
Report on biometrics programs of the Depart-

ment of Defense 
The Senate amendment contained a provi-

sion (sec. 257) that would require the Sec-
retary of Defense to submit a report on the 
management and adequacy of biometrics 
programs. 

The House bill contained no similar provi-
sion. 

The Senate recedes. 
The conferees note the importance of an 

integrated biometrics program to meet De-
partment of Defense needs in the areas of 
network security and access, facility secu-
rity, intelligence and detainee operations, 
force protection, and homeland and border 
security. 

The conferees direct the Secretary of De-
fense to submit to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives a report in both classified and 
unclassified form on the biometrics pro-
grams of the Department. The report should 
be submitted no later than January 31, 2007, 
and should address the following: 

(1) an assessment of the adequacy of the 
current executive agent management struc-
ture for meeting the needs of the biometrics 
programs throughout the Department and 
recommendations, if any, for improvements 
to the management structure; 

(2) current and anticipated future require-
ments for the biometrics programs to meet 
needs throughout the Department; 

(3) a description and assessment of ade-
quacy of programs currently fielded to meet 
operational requirements, including those in 
Iraq and Afghanistan; 

(4) an assessment of programmatic or capa-
bility gaps in meeting future requirements; 
and 

(5) actions being taken within the Depart-
ment to coordinate and integrate biometrics 
programs among the departments and agen-
cies of the executive branch, including devel-
opment, requirements generation, resource 
allocation, and operational use. 

For the purposes of the required report, 
the conferees consider the term ‘‘bio-
metrics’’ to mean an identity management 
program or system that utilizes distinct per-
sonal attributes, including DNA, facial fea-
tures, irises, retinas, signatures, or voices, to 
identify individuals. 

TITLE III—OPERATION AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Operation and Maintenance overview 

The budget request included $130,089.0 mil-
lion in Operation and Maintenance, $23,445.6 
million in Other Programs, and $2,436.4 mil-
lion in Working Capital Fund Accounts for 
the Department of Defense. 

The House bill would authorize $129,770.1 
million in Operation and Maintenance, 
$23,647.0 million in Other Programs, and 
$2,503.2 million in Working Capital Fund Ac-
counts. 

The Senate amendment would authorize 
$129,531.8 million in Operation and Mainte-
nance, $23,351.8 million in Other Programs, 
and $2,436.4 million in Working Capital Fund 
Accounts. 

The conferees agree to authorize $129,018.1 
million in Operation and Maintenance, 
$23,847.1 million in Other Programs, and 
$2,436.4 million in Working Capital Fund Ac-
counts. 

Unless noted explicitly in the statement of 
managers, all changes are made without 
prejudice. 
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