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committee conducted 19 sessions. In addition, a total of 55 sessions 
were conducted by 7 different subcommittees and 1 special over-
sight panel. 

DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION 

TITLE I—PROCUREMENT 

OVERVIEW 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $105.8 billion 
for procurement. This represents a $1.9 billion increase over the 
amount authorized for fiscal year 2009. 

The committee recommends authorization of $104.5 billion, a de-
crease of $1.3 billion from the fiscal year 2010 request. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 procure-
ment program are identified in the table below. Major issues are 
discussed following the table. 
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AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $5.3 billion for 
Aircraft Procurement, Army. The committee recommends author-
ization of $4.8 billion, a decrease of $487.4 million, for fiscal year 
2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Aircraft 
Procurement, Army program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Army request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Hostile fire detection system 
The committee notes that the United States Army Aviation Cen-

ter of Excellence (USAACE) has placed significant focus on the 
need for an effective hostile fire detection system on AH–64 air-
craft. Advances in small arms hostile fire detection for Army Avia-
tion have recently been achieved and demonstrated which may lead 
to improvements in survivability and improvements in reaction to 
hostile fire. The committee applauds these advancements and en-
courages the Army Aviation community to continue plans for the 
development and acquisition of flight proven technologies, which 
improve situational awareness, and the targeting of hostile threat 
systems. 

Kiowa Warrior 
The committee agrees that the Department of Army has a critical 

need to extend the life of the Kiowa Warrior due to the termination 
of both the Comanche helicopter program in 2004 and its replace-
ment, the Armed Reconnaissance Helicopter (ARH), in 2008. The 
committee notes that the Department of Army is in the process of 
completing a study on the future of the Kiowa Warrior as part of 
the analysis of alternatives for the ARH replacement. The com-
mittee also understands that the Department of Army is initiating 
‘‘Life Support 2020’’ for the Kiowa Warrior, to address obsolescence 
concerns and to incorporate weight reduction initiatives to increase 
the useful life of these platforms. 

Accordingly, the committee directs the Secretary of the Army to 
submit a report to the congressional defense committees, by March 
1, 2010, on program requirements to upgrade the power train for 
the Kiowa Warrior. This report should include the following: 

(1) Options to extend the operational life including hover out 
of ground effect and vertical maneuver equal to or greater than 
the original ARH requirement; 

(2) Review of operational and safety power margin require-
ments; 

(3) Consideration of existing mature commercial and military 
development efforts; and 

(4) Estimated schedule and associated cost to implement 
findings. 

MISSILE PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $1.37 billion 
for Missile Procurement, Army. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $1.32 billion, a decrease of $50.0 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Missile 
Procurement, Army program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Army request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Javelin missile system 
The budget request contained $289.6 million for 1,334 Javelin 

missile rounds. 
The committee notes that the Army received $377.9 million in 

fiscal year 2009 for 1,320 Javelin missiles, which will continue 
maximum rate production of Javelin missiles through mid–2012. 
The committee further notes that only 83 Javelin missiles were ex-
pended in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom combined in fiscal year 2008, and that only 40 have been ex-
pended in fiscal year 2009. Therefore, the committee does not be-
lieve that the total amount requested in fiscal year 2010 is re-
quired for operational needs. 

The committee recommends $264.6 million, a decrease of $25.0 
million, for Javelin missile rounds. 

TOW 2 missile system 
The budget request contained $167.3 million for 2,459 tube- 

launched, optically-tracked, wire-guided (TOW 2) missile rounds. 
The committee notes that the Army received $426.4 million in 

fiscal year 2009 for 8,400 TOW 2 missiles, which will continue 
maximum rate production of TOW 2 missiles through 2011. The 
committee further notes that only 262 TOW 2 missiles were ex-
pended in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom combined in fiscal year 2008, and that fiscal year 2009 ex-
penditure rates are not expected to be significantly above these lev-
els. Therefore, the committee does not believe that the total 
amount requested in fiscal year 2010 is required for operational 
needs. 

The committee recommends $142.3 million, a decrease of $25.0 
million, for TOW 2 missile rounds. 

PROCUREMENT OF WEAPONS AND TRACKED COMBAT VEHICLES, 
ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $2.45 billion 
for Procurement of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army. 
The committee recommends authorization of $2.40 billion, a de-
crease of $51.0 million, for fiscal year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement of Weapons and Tracked Combat Vehicles, Army pro-
gram are identified in the table below. Major changes to the Army 
request are discussed following the table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Army self-propelled artillery modernization 
The committee acknowledges the Paladin Integrated Manage-

ment (PIM) program provides more modern capabilities for the 
M109A6 Paladin, and will eventually result in an M109A7. At the 
same time, the committee notes the need for a future cannon to ad-
dress the potential 300 cannon shortfall that the PIM is not in-
tended to address. Therefore, the committee directs the Secretary 
of the Army to develop a plan for a future self-propelled artillery 
piece as part of the next generation of ground combat vehicles, and 
to provide a report on this plan to the congressional defense com-
mittees by February 1, 2010. 

Stryker vehicles 
The budget request contained $388.6 million for Stryker vehicle 

upgrades and program support activities. 
The committee notes that of the total amount requested, only 

$101.7 million is for survivability upgrades to current Stryker vehi-
cles. The remaining funds are requested for program management 
support, testing, system technical support, and other administra-
tive program activities. The committee notes that contractor pro-
gram management support, contractor logistics support, and sys-
tem technical support show significant increases over fiscal year 
2009 levels, even though no new production vehicles are requested 
in fiscal year 2010. In addition, the committee notes that the fiscal 
year 2009 Overseas Contingency Operations Appropriations Act 
provided additional funds for Stryker vehicles not requested or re-
quired by the Army. Therefore, the committee does not believe in-
creased contractor funding in fiscal year 2010 is necessary, and 
that any increased costs could be covered using the additional 
funds provided by Congress in fiscal year 2009. 

The committee recommends $334.6 million, a decrease of $54.0 
million, for the Stryker vehicle program. 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $2.05 billion 
for Procurement of Ammunition, Army. The committee rec-
ommends authorization of $2.07 billion, an increase of $18.2 mil-
lion, for fiscal year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Army program are identified in the table 
below. Major changes to the Army request are discussed following 
the table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

M722 60mm white phosphorus smoke mortar rounds 
The budget request contained $23.6 million for 60mm mortar, all 

types, but included no funds for additional M722 60mm white phos-
phorus smoke mortar rounds. 

The committee understands overseas contingency operations in 
the Republic of Iraq and Islamic Republic of Afghanistan have in-
creased demand for M722 60mm white phosphorus smoke mortar 
rounds. The committee also recognizes the specialized capability in-
herent at the Pine Bluff Arsenal for production of M722 60mm 
white phosphorus smoke mortar rounds. 

The committee recommends $26.6 million, an increase of $3.0 
million, for additional M722 60mm white phosphorus smoke mortar 
rounds. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, ARMY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $9.9 billion for 
Other Procurement, Army. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $9.7 billion, a decrease of $236.2 million, for fiscal year 
2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Other 
Procurement, Army program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Army request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Enhanced night vision goggles production 
The budget request contained $366.8 million for night vision de-

vices, of which $250.6 million was for 19,072 AN/PSQ–20 enhanced 
night vision goggles (ENVG). 

The committee understands ENVG production has suffered con-
tinuing delays and that the delivery schedule has shifted at least 
three months into calendar year 2010. Further, the committee is 
aware the Army has obligated only one percent of the funds appro-
priated for fiscal year 2009 for ENVGs. The committee notes the 
Army initially intended to receive 9,081 ENVGs from January 
through December 2009, but now expects to receive only 1,938 
ENVGs during this same timeframe. The committee believes the 
ENVG funding profile should be realigned to accurately reflect re-
alistic production schedules. 

The committee recommends $166.8 million for night vision de-
vices, a decrease of $200.0 million, for ENVG procurement. 

Hybrid electric powertrains for tactical wheeled vehicles 
The committee commends the Army for its efforts to reduce its 

logistical footprint and costs by reducing fuel consumption as well 
as considering the fully burdened cost of fuel in trade-off analysis 
for all tactical systems to include tactical wheeled vehicles (TWV). 
The committee is encouraged by recent commercial and govern-
ment funded advances in hybrid electric powertrain technology for 
TWVs and believes these advances could improve fuel consumption 
and long-term cost savings over the economic useful life of the vehi-
cle. 

The committee understands the Army is recapitalizing its TWV 
fleets, to include the M915 heavy tactical wheeled vehicle platform, 
in an effort to extend service life and improve capability through 
technology insertions as part of its ‘‘resetting the force’’ initiative. 
The committee is concerned hybrid electric powertrains would not 
be considered a viable powertrain option in these TWV recapital-
ization efforts. 

The committee directs the Secretary of the Army to conduct a 
study as to the advisability and feasibility of installing hybrid elec-
tric power trains as part of any service life extension program for 
tactical wheeled vehicle programs to include new start programs. 
The committee directs the Secretary to submit the report on the 
study to the congressional defense committees by March 15, 2010. 

Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund 
The budget request contained $564.9 million in Army procure-

ment for the Joint Improvised Explosive Device Defeat Fund 
(JIEDDF). 

The committee recognizes that JIEDDO (Joint Improvised Explo-
sive Defeat Organization) responds to rapidly changing require-
ments from combatant commanders to counter the threat of impro-
vised explosive devices (IED), which continue to be the primary 
threat to U.S. military forces in the Republic of Iraq and the Is-
lamic Republic of Afghanistan. The committee also understands 
that in responding to these requirements, JIEDDO is unable to 
plan in advance how it will obligate all of its funds in any fiscal 
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year. However, the committee believes that JIEDDO has become a 
sufficiently mature and established organization to allow it to plan 
in advance for continuing and enduring costs, such as staff and in-
frastructure, multiple-year initiatives, training support, and infor-
mation fusion support. The committee notes that the Department 
has decided to institutionalize JIEDDO and understands that the 
base budget request represents the enduring costs of the organiza-
tion. The committee believes the budget for these enduring costs 
should be requested through the appropriate accounts. 

The committee recommends $327.1 million, an increase of $327.1 
million, in Army research, development, test, and evaluation 
(RDT&E) for JIEDDO RDT&E, and $237.8 million, an increase of 
$237.8 million, in Army operation and maintenance, for JIEDDO 
operations and information fusion support, for the Joint Center of 
Excellence, and for staff and infrastructure. The committee rec-
ommends $0.0 million, a decrease of $564.9 million, in Army pro-
curement for JIEDDF. 

Joint tactical radio system hand-held radios 
The budget request contained $90.2 million in other procure-

ment, Army, for joint tactical radio system (JTRS) radios. Of this 
amount, $35.0 million was requested for 5,270 JTRS small form 
factor ‘‘c’’ hand-held radios. 

The committee notes that despite this request, the Army plans 
to equip the first four spin-out early infantry brigade combat teams 
(E–IBCT) with legacy RT–1922 enhanced position location report-
ing system (EPLRS) radios. The committee is concerned that the 
Army is committing to the purchase of more than 5,000 JTRS 
hand-held radios at the same time it continues to plan to invest in 
legacy EPLRS systems. Therefore, the committee directs the Sec-
retary of the Army to provide a report to the congressional defense 
committees, by March 1, 2010, specifying the combination of radios 
and waveforms with which it intends to field the seven E–IBCT 
sets of equipment. This report should also include separate cost es-
timates for fielding these brigade sets with JTRS radios and 
EPLRS radios. 

The committee recommends $35.1 million, a decrease of $55.1 
million, for joint tactical radio system radios. 

Non-system training device program 
The budget request contained $261.3 million to continue the non- 

system training device (NSTD) program, but included no funds to 
procure the following NSTD programs: basic rifle and pistol marks-
manship programs for the Army Reserve; marksmanship skills 
trainers for the Texas National Guard; mobile firing ranges for the 
Texas National Guard; training aid enhancements for the Vermont 
National Guard; virtual door gunner trainers for the Texas Na-
tional Guard; Virtual Interactive Combat Environment (VICE) 
training systems for the Virginia National Guard; immersive group 
simulation virtual training systems for the Hawaii Army National 
Guard; and VICE training systems for Ft. Jackson. 

The Army’s NSTD program is an initiative used to introduce re-
alistic and effective training devices into individual and unit train-
ing settings. The committee understands there is an emphasis on 
training military personnel in urban operations and asymmetric 
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tactical situations similar to those being experienced by soldiers in 
overseas contingency operations in The Republic of Iraq and the Is-
lamic Republic of Afghanistan. The committee understands these 
devices provide capabilities that allow soldiers and units to train 
tasks and missions that would be unsafe or too resource intensive 
to conduct with actual weapons, weapons systems, and ammuni-
tions. The committee supports this initiative and believes these 
programs could significantly improve soldier survivability and per-
formance. 

The committee recommends $282.0 million for the NSTD pro-
gram for a total increase of $20.8 million, including: an increase of 
$2.5 million for basic rifle and pistol marksmanship programs for 
the Army Reserve; $2.2 million for marksmanship skills trainers 
for the Texas National Guard; $1.5 million for mobile firing ranges 
for the Texas National Guard; $1.3 million for training aid en-
hancements for the Vermont National Guard; $1.1 million for vir-
tual door gunner trainers for the Texas National Guard; $4.9 mil-
lion for Virtual Interactive Combat Environment (VICE) training 
systems for the Virginia National Guard; $2.5 million for 
immersive group simulation virtual training systems for the Ha-
waii Army National Guard, and $4.8 million for VICE training sys-
tems at Ft. Jackson. 

Single channel ground and airborne radio system 
The budget request contained $135.0 million for single channel 

ground and airborne radio (SINCGARS) fielding support. 
Section 113 of the Duncan Hunter National Defense Authoriza-

tion Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 110–417) restricted obli-
gation of funds for Army tactical radio systems, pending delivery 
of a report on the Army’s radio fielding and network strategy. The 
committee requested this report because of the following committee 
concerns: significant Army revisions to radio procurement funding 
requests; outdated and unclear requirements; non-competitive con-
tract awards for radios; and unexplained increases in unit cost for 
radios being acquired. 

While the report submitted by the Department of Defense laid 
out many aspects of the Army’s plan to build its future battlefield 
network, it neither explained nor justified the Army’s plans to con-
tinue to procure SINCGARS. Specifically, the report did not: sup-
port the Army’s current acquisition objective for SINCGARS radios; 
clearly explain how the Army will deal with SINCGARS cryptology 
expiration; or explain how the SINCGARS radio will support a 
joint tactical radio system (JTRS) based battlefield network using 
modern data waveforms. As a result, the committee does not be-
lieve the funding requested for SINCGARS in the fiscal year 2010 
budget request is justified. 

In addition, the committee believes that the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics should review 
the Army’s SINCGARS acquisition plans to determine if it should 
be considered an Acquisition Category (ACAT) I program. The com-
mittee further believes that the only way to ensure that all of the 
services are procuring radios compatible with the future JTRS- 
based network is to reinstate the JTRS Joint Program Office 
(JPEO) as the review and waiver authority for the Army and Ma-
rine Corps to procure tactical radios. The committee notes that the 
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previous waiver process, which was canceled in fiscal year 2005, 
has already been partially reinstated for hand-held radio acquisi-
tion. Therefore, the committee directs the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics to provide a report 
by September 30, 2009, to the congressional defense committees, 
with his recommendations regarding the appropriate acquisition 
category for the Army SINCGARS program and whether or not the 
JTRS JPEO should have review and waiver authority over all serv-
ice tactical radio procurement actions, as was the case prior to 
2005, and what changes have occurred in the Army’s SINCGARS 
procurement plans since delivery of the Army Tactical Radio Field-
ing Plan in April 2009. 

The committee recommends no funds, a decrease of $135.0 mil-
lion, for SINCGARS procurement. 

Tactical combat vehicle egress safety enhancements 
The committee recognizes that safety and survivability are of ut-

most importance in the design of tactical combat vehicles such as 
the mine resistant ambush protected (MRAP) vehicle. The com-
mittee notes that the heavy armor doors that are associated with 
these tactical combat vehicles could, in certain operational environ-
ments, pose a potential threat to the safety and survivability to the 
military personnel who operate them. The committee is aware that, 
in some cases, the armor door can weigh in excess of 400 pounds, 
making it very difficult for the warfighter to rapidly egress the ve-
hicle during emergencies such as vehicle rollovers. The committee 
encourages the Secretary of the Army to pursue mature tech-
nologies that provide some level of armor door power-assist, to 
allow military personnel to quickly egress tactical combat vehicles 
in emergencies. 

Tactical wheeled vehicle fire suppression systems 
The budget request contained $10.3 million for modification of in- 

service equipment, but included no funds to procure tactical 
wheeled vehicle (TWV) fire suppression systems. 

The committee is aware TWV fire suppression systems are cur-
rently installed on fuel tank, tire, engine, and crew compartments 
of the TWVs. These systems provide a proven capability for force 
protection against improvised explosive devices that use fire 
accelerants to increase lethality and injury to the warfighter. The 
committee is aware fire suppression systems are currently oper-
ating in Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Free-
dom with success against the current threats. The committee un-
derstands that fire suppression systems are a required performance 
specification for some TWV platforms but for others they are not 
required. 

The committee directs the Secretary of Defense to conduct a ca-
pability-based performance assessment of fire suppression system 
technology for TWVs. The assessment should consider fuel tank, 
tire, engine, and crew compartment fire suppression systems. The 
assessment should also consider results and conclusions from pre-
vious analysis of alternatives and trade studies regarding the ap-
plication of fire suppression systems. The Secretary should deter-
mine the advisability and feasibility of requiring fire suppression 
systems on all current and future tactical wheeled vehicle plat-
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forms and provide relative cost assessments. The report should be 
submitted to the defense committees by March 15, 2010. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $18.4 billion 
for Aircraft Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $18.1 billion, a decrease of $276.2 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Aircraft 
Procurement, Navy program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Navy request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Department of the Navy strike-fighter inventory 
The budget request contained $2.7 billion for procurement of 22 

EA–18G and 9 F/A–18E/F aircraft, and $4.5 billion for procurement 
of 20 F–35B/C aircraft for the Department of the Navy. This rep-
resents a reduction from the fiscal year 2009 program of record of 
nine F/A–18E/F aircraft and an increase of two F–35B/C aircraft. 

The committee is concerned regarding the current and forecasted 
strike-fighter aircraft inventory of the Department of the Navy. 
The committee understands that the Department of the Navy has 
a fiscal year 2009 strike-fighter inventory shortfall of 110 aircraft 
and predicts a fiscal year 2010 shortfall of 152 aircraft, with a po-
tential peak strike-fighter shortfall of 312 aircraft by fiscal year 
2018. The committee believes such drastic shortfalls in strike fight-
er-inventory are unacceptable. 

The committee understands that a variety of factors cause the 
current and projected strike-fighter shortfall. Those factors include 
a fiscal year 2002 decision to reduce F/A–18A through D inventory 
by 88 aircraft, a reduction in the program of record quantity for F– 
35B/C by 409 aircraft, delays in development of the F–35B/C pro-
gram, and F/A 18A through D aircraft reaching forecasted service 
life sooner than expected. 

The committee remains unconvinced that naval strike-fighter 
shortfalls should be viewed against the totality of Department of 
Defense strike-fighter inventory. The capabilities of the naval 
strike-fighter force are inherent in the capability of the aircraft car-
rier as a strike platform and, as such, force structure requirements 
for naval aviation must be viewed as those required to support suf-
ficient carrier air wings (CVW) to match the number of statutorily 
mandated aircraft carriers. 

The committee supports procurement of additional F/A–18E/F 
aircraft to mitigate the naval strike-fighter inventory shortfall and 
believes that procurement of additional F/A–18E/F aircraft through 
a multi-year procurement contract is more cost effective and pru-
dent than procuring new aircraft through an annual contract or ap-
plying $25.6 million of additional fiscal resources per aircraft to ex-
tend the service life of the F/A–18A through D fleet. Therefore, the 
committee includes a provision in title I of this Act that would au-
thorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter into a multi-year pro-
curement contract for the purchase of additional F/A–18E/F and 
EA–18G aircraft and also includes a provision in title X of this Act 
that expresses a sense of Congress that the Department of the 
Navy should maintain no less than ten carrier air wings with no 
less than 44 strike-fighters each. Additionally, the committee di-
rects the Director of the Congressional Budget Office to submit a 
report to the congressional defense committees by February 2, 
2010, that evaluates the operational effectiveness and costs of ex-
tending and modernizing the service-life of F/A–18A through D air-
craft to 10,000 flight hours versus procuring, either through an an-
nual or multi-year procurement contract, additional F/A–18E/F air-
craft beyond the current program of record. 

The committee recommends an increase of $108.0 million for ad-
vanced procurement of economic order quantity items in order to 
achieve the benefits associated with a multi-year procurement con-
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tract and also recommends an increase of $56.0 million for support 
items associated with the EA–18G aircraft. Lastly, the committee 
fully expects the Secretary of the Navy to promptly negotiate and 
enter into a multi-year procurement contract for additional F/A– 
18E/F and EA–18G aircraft to mitigate the naval strike-fighter 
shortfall. 

Electronic warfare system core depot development 
The budget request contained $310.8 million for common elec-

tronic counter-measures equipment, but contained no funds for es-
tablishing a core depot maintenance capability for the ALQ–214 
electronic counter-measures (ECM) system employed on Navy and 
Marine Corps tactical aircraft. 

The committee notes that depot maintenance repair for the 
ALQ–214 ECM system is experiencing a 180 to 240 day repair 
turnaround time, and establishing an organic depot maintenance 
capability should significantly reduce the turnaround time. The 
committee understands that section 2464 of title 10, United States 
Code, provides that a core depot maintenance capability must be 
established no later than four years after initial operational capa-
bility (IOC) is achieved for mission-essential weapons systems des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense. The committee understands 
that IOC was achieved for the ALQ–214 ECM system in March, 
2006, and that core depot maintenance capability should be estab-
lished by March, 2010. 

The committee recommends an increase of $8.3 million for com-
mon electronic counter-measures equipment to begin establishment 
of core depot maintenance capability for the ALQ–214 ECM sys-
tem. 

WEAPONS PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $3.5 billion for 
Weapons Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends author-
ization of $3.5 billion, the amount of the budget request, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Weap-
ons Procurement, Navy program are identified in the table below. 
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PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, NAVY & MARINE CORPS 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $840.7 million 
for Procurement of Ammunition, Navy & Marine Corps. The com-
mittee recommends authorization of $840.7 million, the amount re-
quested, for fiscal year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Navy and Marine Corps program are 
identified in the table below. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00092 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



67 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00093 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 o

ffs
et

 fo
lio

 9
8 

he
re

 H
R

16
6.

04
6

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



68 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00094 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 o

ffs
et

 fo
lio

 9
9 

he
re

 H
R

16
6.

04
7

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



69 

SHIPBUILDING AND CONVERSION, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $13.78 billion 
for Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy. The committee rec-
ommends authorization of $13.79 billion, an increase of $10.0 mil-
lion, for fiscal year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Ship-
building and Conversion, Navy program are identified in the table 
below. Major changes to the Navy request are discussed following 
the table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Capabilities of the United States Navy 
The committee believes the U.S. Navy fleet should be balanced 

in both capability of ships and quantity of ships, but that quantity 
should have priority over spending excessive resources for marginal 
increases in capability. The committee supports the re-start of the 
DDG 51 class and believes that a minimum of two of these vessels 
should be requested per year. The committee maintains cautious 
support for the Littoral Combat Ship and believes a minimum of 
three of these vessels should be requested per year. The committee 
believes that two Virginia class submarines is the minimum that 
should be funded annually. The committee believes that the oper-
ational availability of aircraft carriers is more important than the 
total number of aircraft carriers in the inventory; however, the 
committee is not convinced that a total inventory of fewer than 11 
carriers will support the required operational availability. The com-
mittee supports the ongoing efforts to develop the next generation 
cruiser. The committee believes that the next generation cruiser 
must meet the challenge of emerging ballistic missile technology 
and that an integrated nuclear power system is required to achieve 
maximum capability of the vessel. The committee supports the re-
vised Maritime Prepositioning Force (Future) and the capability of 
the Maritime Landing Platform vessel to resupply logistic support 
from a sea base. The committee is also supportive of continuing 
procurement of amphibious assault ships (LHA/LHD) but rec-
ommends the construction of a modified LHD variant for increased 
amphibious capability if such modification can be accomplished 
with minimal non-recurring costs. Finally, the committee rec-
ommends that the Navy consider combining acquisition efforts with 
the U.S. Coast Guard in procurement of the National Security Cut-
ter vessel for use as a Navy frigate. 

U.S. Navy shipbuilding 
The budget request contained $13.8 billion for the construction of 

8 Navy ships and completes funding for the 3rd and final Zumwalt 
class destroyer (DDG 1000) and the 10th San Antonio class am-
phibious transport, dock (LPD 17). The request also contains ad-
vance procurement for long-lead material and equipment for seven 
additional vessels, including two Virginia class submarines, for 
which full funding is expected in fiscal year 2011. Overall, the com-
mittee considers this budget request a positive step in restoring the 
fleet to a level of at least 313 battle force vessels. 

The committee is encouraged that the Department of the Navy 
has requested funding to complete the last two of the Lewis and 
Clark dry cargo ammunition ships (T–AKE) and the final LPD 17 
ship. The committee notes that the Secretary of Defense has de-
cided to truncate the DDG 1000 program to three ships and re- 
start the Burke class destroyer (DDG 51) program. The committee 
agrees with this decision and understands the agreement reached 
between the Department and the prime shipbuilding contractors 
for construction of the three DDG 1000 ships and the re-start of 
the first three DDG 51 ships will ensure industrial stability at both 
of the surface combatant construction shipyards while the Depart-
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ment plans for future surface combatant capability and force struc-
ture. 

Aircraft carriers 
The committee includes a provision in title X of this Act that 

would provide a temporary waiver to the requirement in section 
5062(b) of title 10, United States Code, to maintain 10 operational 
aircraft carriers. This waiver would be in effect for the time period 
between the inactivation of USS Enterprise (CVN 65) and the de-
livery of USS Ford (CVN 78). The committee agrees with the 
Navy’s determination that the cost to conduct a depot level mainte-
nance availability for USS Enterprise (CVN 65) which would allow 
for only one additional deployment is excessive. The committee fur-
ther understands that conducting such a maintenance period will 
decrease the actual operational availability of the aircraft carrier 
fleet by delaying the complex refueling overhaul of USS Lincoln 
(CVN 72) with cascading delays for other Nimitz class carriers. The 
committee understands that with the commissioning of the USS 
Ford (CVN 78) in fiscal year 2015, the aircraft carrier force struc-
ture will return to 11 carriers. 

However, the committee continues to have serious reservations 
regarding the Navy’s force planning, transparency with Congress, 
and the risk to the national security of the United States. During 
consideration of the John Warner National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2007 (Public Law 109–364), the committee was 
assured that the Navy supported the 2006 Quadrennial Defense 
Review (QDR) Report, which concluded that 11 aircraft carriers are 
needed to meet the combat capability requirements of the National 
Military Strategy (NMS). Yet, less than one year later, the Navy 
proposed the inactivation of the USS Enterprise as part of the con-
sideration of the President’s budget request for fiscal year 2008 and 
submitted such a proposal again for fiscal years 2009 and 2010. In 
addition, the Navy failed to program the funds required to main-
tain the USS Enterprise, in accordance with their statutory obliga-
tion. The Secretary of Defense has also announced plans to perma-
nently reduce the carrier force structure in the out-years. The com-
mittee believes that it is most appropriate to consider aircraft car-
rier force structure within the context of a new QDR and NMS and 
not as part of a budgetary process. Therefore, the committee en-
courages the Secretary to revisit this issue as part of the ongoing 
QDR and does not intend this temporary waiver to reflect the com-
mittee’s approval of the Secretary’s recommendation to perma-
nently reduce the aircraft carrier force structure. 

Aircraft carrier construction 
On April 6, 2009, the Secretary of Defense stated, ‘‘. . . the 

healthy margin of dominance at sea provided by America’s existing 
battle fleet makes it possible and prudent to slow production of sev-
eral major surface combatants and other maritime programs. We 
will shift the Navy aircraft carrier program to a five-year build 
cycle, placing it on a more fiscally sustainable path. This will result 
in 10 carriers after 2040.’’ The committee recognizes that aircraft 
carrier construction is a significant investment and consistently 
represents a large portion of the President’s budget request for 
Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy. The committee also acknowl-
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edges that shifting from the planned four-year build cycle to a five- 
year build cycle will reduce the annual funding required for aircraft 
carrier construction. 

However, the committee has not been provided with a cost-ben-
efit analysis justifying the plan to extend carrier construction 
schedules. Lacking such an analysis, the committee is concerned 
that this shift may increase the total funding required for aircraft 
carrier construction and other shipbuilding programs in the aircraft 
carrier construction yard, such as Virginia-class submarines and 
refueling and complex overhaul of the current aircraft carrier fleet. 
The committee encourages the Secretary of Defense to take a holis-
tic view of shipbuilding affordability, to optimize the construction 
of aircraft carriers for greater efficiency and retention of skilled 
labor, and to re-evaluate his decision following the completion of 
the aircraft carrier construction report required by a provision in 
title I of this Act. 

Electromagnetic aircraft launch system 
The committee is monitoring the progress of the development ef-

forts of the electromagnetic aircraft launch system (EMALS) and 
the detrimental effect on cost and schedule that this one system 
could have on the delivery of the USS Ford (CVN 78). The com-
mittee concurs with the decision made by the Chief of Naval Oper-
ations and the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Research, Devel-
opment, and Acquisition to continue with development of EMALS 
and avoid the cost and delay associated with a return to steam 
catapults. However, because of the enormity of the impact that a 
failure of this program to deliver on time would have on delivery 
of the USS Ford (CVN 78), the committee believes that it is imper-
ative that a single officer or civilian official oversee key develop-
ment, production, and integration efforts. Therefore, the committee 
directs the Secretary of the Navy to retain the current program 
manager in his position throughout the completion of the system 
design and development efforts, including production of the first 
ship-set of components. Additionally, the Secretary is encouraged to 
identify and assign to the program office the relief for the current 
program officer at least six months prior to the detachment of the 
current program manager. The Secretary is directed to maintain 
the relieving program manager in position until completion of 
EMALS shipboard installation, integration, and testing on USS 
Ford (CVN 78). The committee directs the secretary to submit a re-
port to the congressional defense committees not less than 30 days 
prior to any planned change of the program manager, and as soon 
as practicable for any emergent change of the program manager. 

Littoral combat ship 
This program was envisioned as the affordable way to deliver sig-

nificant capability to the fleet in the shortest time possible. Neither 
affordability nor timeliness has resulted from this troubled pro-
gram. As of this report, only one vessel has been delivered to the 
Navy, significantly over target cost, with a second due to be deliv-
ered later in calendar year 2009, also significantly over target cost. 

While the committee is aware that the cost and schedule prob-
lems associated with this program are shared by both the contrac-
tors and the government, the fact remains that the costs of the first 
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vessels are too high. The committee is encouraged by recent actions 
taken by the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Research, Devel-
opment, and Acquisition to restore competition for quantity be-
tween the two prime contractors by combining the request for pro-
posals of the fiscal year 2009 and fiscal year 2010 ships. The com-
mittee is also aware that the Navy now more fully understands the 
costs associated with construction of these vessels. Therefore, the 
committee includes a provision elsewhere in this Act that would 
modify the structure of the existing cost cap for the littoral combat 
ship (LCS) program similar to the requirements of cost caps on 
other ship programs. The provision would also allow, for fiscal year 
2010, the Secretary of the Navy to use funds authorized and appro-
priated to the program to develop a technical data package of each 
vessel if the Secretary is unable to enter into contracts for LCS ves-
sels within the requirements of the cost cap. These technical data 
packages would be for use in bidding construction of the vessels to 
other contractors. 

The committee expects the Navy, in moving forward with this 
program over the next few years, to transition the current acquisi-
tion program, which currently requires performance specifications 
for the ships to a program where the government either supplies, 
as government furnished equipment (GFE), or specifies the weap-
ons system, communication system, and the propulsion system. To 
the greatest extent possible, the committee expects that those sys-
tems would be common between the two versions of the LCS ves-
sels. The committee additionally expects that when the Navy is in 
a position to make that transition, that domestically produced 
major equipment will be specifically specified or supplied to the 
shipbuilder as GFE. 

Next generation cruiser 
The committee supports Navy research efforts to develop a radar 

system for the next generation cruiser (CGN(X)). The committee 
understands that ongoing analysis to determine radar sensitivity, 
power requirements, physical structure, and weight will dictate the 
size of the hull necessary for the vessel. 

Therefore the committee supports accelerated development of the 
combat system along with efforts to begin detailed design and con-
struction of the vessel. 

The committee remains committed to the direction of section 
1012 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2008 (Public Law 110–181), which requires the use of an integrated 
nuclear propulsion system for the CGN(X). 

Sea-based strategic deterrent 
The committee believes that it is in the national interest to 

maintain the submarine design industrial capacity to begin devel-
opment efforts for a new class of submarines which could either 
continue the mission of the current Ohio-class strategic submarines 
(SSBN) or serve as the next generation of tactical guided missile 
submarines (SSGN). The committee is also aware that the United 
States has agreements with the United Kingdom to jointly design 
and develop a common missile compartment (CMC) module which 
would be used by both countries for construction of next generation 
submarines. 
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The committee supports both the development of the CMC and 
the cooperative manner in which research and design costs are 
being shared by the United States and the United Kingdom. How-
ever, the committee is aware of the combatant commanders’ desire 
for increased presence of the recently converted SSBN to SSGN 
submarines due to the significant tactical strike and special oper-
ations capability those platforms can deliver. Therefore, the com-
mittee strongly encourages the design of the CMC module account 
for a non-strategic use with minimal back-fitting. 

Surface combatants 
The committee will closely monitor the costs to complete the 

DDG 1000 class. The committee is encouraged by the robustness of 
design completion prior to the start of fabrication of the first ship. 
The committee expects the extra effort to complete design prior to 
the start of construction and the significant investment in infra-
structure at the construction yard will set a new standard for first 
of class vessels in meeting target cost. However, the committee 
notes that approximately $1.5 billion in research and development 
efforts still need to be completed to realize the full combat capa-
bility of the ship. 

The committee supports the re-start of procurement of DDG 51 
class destroyers. The committee supports the views of the Chief of 
Naval Operations that these vessels are required to counter emerg-
ing ballistic missile threats and for the conduct of deep ocean anti- 
submarine warfare. Therefore, the committee includes in title I of 
this Act, a provision that would authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to enter into a multi-year procurement contract for additional 
DDG 51 destroyers. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, NAVY 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $5.66 billion 
for Other Procurement, Navy. The committee recommends author-
ization of $5.69 billion, an increase of $28.0 million, for fiscal year 
2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Other 
Procurement, Navy programs are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Navy request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Multi-climate protection system 
The budget request contained $45.3 million for aviation life sup-

port equipment, but only contained $0.3 million for procurement of 
187 multi-climate protection (MCP) systems. 

The committee understands the MCP system is an abbreviated 
acquisition program intended to develop a modular protective cloth-
ing system which provides flame protection, thermal protection, 
and sufficient insulation while reducing heat stress and bulk com-
monly associated with cold weather clothing systems. The com-
mittee notes that the Navy requirement is for 25,000 MCP systems 
but has only been appropriated funding thus far to procure and 
field 10,388 MCP systems. 

The committee recommends an increase of $5.0 million for avia-
tion life support equipment to procure 3,148 additional MCP sys-
tems. 

PROCUREMENT, MARINE CORPS 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $1.60 billion 
for Procurement, Marine Corps. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $1.61 billion, an increase of $11.1 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement, Marine Corps program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Marine Corps request are discussed following 
the table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Nitrile rubber collapsible storage units 
The budget request contained $35.1 million for tactical fuel sys-

tems, but included no funds for additional nitrile rubber collapsible 
storage units. 

The committee understands that extreme environmental condi-
tions in Operation Iraqi Freedom have caused premature degrada-
tion of polyurethane collapsible systems used in storing, receiving, 
transferring, and dispensing fuel and liquid bulk in support of Ma-
rine Air-Ground Task Forces (MAGTF) operations. The committee 
is aware that nitrile rubber collapsible storage units would allevi-
ate failure risk and fill capacity limitations associated with current 
polyurethane collapsible systems involved in MAGTF overseas con-
tingency operations. 

The committee recommends an increase of $5.1 million for addi-
tional nitrile rubber collapsible storage units. 

AIRCRAFT PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $12.0 billion 
for Aircraft Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends 
authorization of $11.6 billion, a decrease of $343.1 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Aircraft 
Procurement, Air Force program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Air Force request are discussed following the 
table. 
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Items of Special Interest 

C–130 avionics modernization program 
The budget request contained $565.2 million for C–130 modifica-

tions, of which $209.5 million was included for the avionics mod-
ernization program (AMP). 

The C–130 AMP is established to modernize 221 C–130H aircraft 
with a common avionics suite and a standardized cockpit configura-
tion. The committee notes that the Government Accountability Of-
fice (GAO) reports that delays in the start of AMP production will 
result in the Department of the Air Force executing the AMP fund-
ing provided for both fiscal years 2008 and 2009 in fiscal year 2010, 
and that since the AMP is now approximately one year behind the 
planned procurement schedule, AMP procurement funds planned 
for fiscal year 2010 will not be needed until fiscal year 2011. 

The committee recommends $355.7 million, a decrease of $209.5 
million, for C–130 modifications. 

F–22A modifications 
The budget request contained $350.7 million for procurement of 

F–22A modifications. 
The committee notes that $523.0 million was authorized and ap-

propriated for the advance procurement of 20 F–22As for fiscal 
year 2009, that the Department of the Air Force will procure only 
four additional F–22As, and that the Department of the Air Force 
plans to obligate only $185.0 million of that amount, leaving $338.0 
million that could be applied to meet fiscal year 2010 F–22A modi-
fication requirements. 

The committee recommends $12.7 million, a decrease of $338.0 
million, for F–22A modifications. 

KC–130J Harvest Hawk 
The committee is aware that the Marine Corps has developed a 

roll-on, roll-off technology that expands capability of the KC–130J. 
The committee notes that the Harvest Hawk program will enable 
the KC–130J to fulfill multiple missions individually or simulta-
neously from refueling mission, including fire support missions and 
intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (ISR) missions. The 
committee understands the challenging environment that our mili-
tary is operating in and notes that the KC–130J Harvest Hawk 
could provide persistent manned ISR support both day and night 
while also providing high precise close air support. The committee 
is encouraged by the Marine Corps’ work with Harvest Hawk and 
their plan to increase the capability of this aircraft in order to take 
advantage of the extended endurance of the KC–130J. Therefore, 
the committee directs the Secretary of the Air Force to consider the 
Harvest Hawk concept in order to determine if such capability 
could be of benefit if also incorporated into the Department of the 
Air Force fleet of C–130J aircraft, and provide a report to the con-
gressional defense committees on the findings by February 1, 2010. 

KC–X 
The committee notes that the KC–X program is planned to re-

place the Department of the Air Force’s KC–135 aerial refueling 
tanker fleet, which now has an average aircraft age of 47 years. 
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The committee also notes that the KC–X program has been subject 
to delays resulting from contractor protests to the Government Ac-
countability Office, and believes that further delay in the acquisi-
tion of the KC–X aerial refueling tanker could jeopardize Depart-
ment of Defense requirements for global mobility. 

Accordingly, the committee strongly urges the Department to in-
clude the necessary funds in its Future Years Defense Program to 
rapidly conduct source selection and to award a KC–X aerial refuel-
ing tanker contract as expeditiously as possible. 

Report on Air Force plan to address fighter force structure shortfalls 
The committee notes that for the past year, the Department of 

the Air Force has informed Congress that it requires 2,200 fighter 
aircraft, and that the Department projects a shortfall in its fighter 
aircraft inventory that would begin in fiscal year 2017 and grow to 
approximately 800 aircraft by 2024. The committee believes that 
such a shortfall will adversely affect the ability of the active duty 
forces and air reserve forces to meet future requirements for both 
air expeditionary forces and for the air sovereignty alert mission in 
the United States. 

Accordingly, the committee directs the Secretary of the Air Force, 
in consultation with the Chief of the Air National Guard and the 
Chief of the Air Force Reserve, to provide a report to the congres-
sional defense committees by March 1, 2010. The report should in-
clude statements from both the Chief of the Air National Guard 
and the Chief of the Air Force Reserve describing their separate 
and independent views to Congress, as applicable. The report 
should address the so-called ‘‘fighter gap’’ issue in the long- and 
short-term with alternative solutions including but not limited to: 
accelerated procurement of fifth generation fighters such as the F– 
22 and F–35; an interim procurement of so-called ‘‘4.5 generation’’ 
fighters; and fleet management options such as service life exten-
sion programs. The report must include a detailed analysis of the 
effect that any shortfalls will have on the Air National Guard and 
the air sovereignty alert mission specifically, including the loss of 
Air National Guard flying missions throughout the United States 
and the resultant loss of Air National Guard pilot and maintenance 
capability. 

Strategic airlift force structure 
The committee notes that the current Mobility Capabilities Study 

2005 (MCS–05) identified a range of 292–383 strategic airlift air-
craft to meet global mobility requirements with moderate risk. In 
testimony before the Subcommittee on Air and Land Forces and 
the Subcommittee on Seapower and Expeditionary Forces on Feb-
ruary 25, 2009, the commander of the United States Transpor-
tation Command testified that a force structure of 205 C–17s, 52 
C–5Ms, and 59 C–5As modified with the avionics modernization 
program, a total of 316 strategic airlift aircraft, meets the require-
ment to transport 33.95 million ton-miles per day. Additionally, the 
committee notes that the previous commander of the United States 
Transportation Command and now current Air Force Chief of Staff, 
in his letter to the Chairman of the Senate Committee on Armed 
Services on November 6, 2007, also identified 316 strategic airlift 
aircraft as the ‘‘sweet spot’’ to meet global mobility requirements. 
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The committee further notes that MCS–05 did not consider the 
combined Army and Marine Corps increase of 92,000 soldiers and 
Marines, a potential increase in strategic airlift necessary to trans-
port the Army’s future combat systems, or the prospect that future 
strategic mobility aircraft would be utilized to conduct intra-the-
ater airlift missions to move outsized and oversized equipment as 
they are now being used in Operation Iraqi Freedom, and believes 
that the results of MCRS–16 should more accurately identify the 
inventory of strategic airlift aircraft necessary to meet future stra-
tegic airlift mobility requirements. 

Accordingly, the committee believes that the long-term strategic 
airlift force structure inventory required to meet global mobility re-
quirements may be subject to future adjustment based on the re-
sults of the Mobility Capability Requirement Study 2016 (MCRS– 
16) scheduled for completion in December 2009, and encourages a 
continued dialogue between the Office of the Secretary of Defense, 
senior uniformed military officials, and the congressional defense 
committees. The committee also recommends a provision elsewhere 
in this title that would amend subsection (g)(1) of section 8062, 
United States Code, by striking ‘‘299’’ and inserting ‘‘316.’’ 

PROCUREMENT OF AMMUNITION, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $822.5 million 
for Procurement of Ammunition, Air Force. The committee rec-
ommends authorization of $822.5 million, the requested amount, 
for fiscal year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement of Ammunition, Air Force program are identified in the 
table below. 
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MISSILE PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $6.3 billion for 
Missile Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $6.2 billion, a decrease of $88.1 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Missile 
Procurement, Air Force program are identified in the table below. 
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Items of Special Interest 

Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle 
The budget request contained $1.3 billion for the Evolved Ex-

pendable Launch Vehicle (EELV) program, of which $471.4 million 
is for launch services for five EELVs for satellite launches sched-
uled to occur in fiscal year 2012. 

One of the five launches scheduled for fiscal year 2012 is for the 
eighth Global Positioning System (GPS) IIF satellite. However, re-
cently the Government Accountability Office was provided docu-
mentation from the GPS program office indicating that the launch 
for the eighth GPS IIF satellite had slipped from fiscal year 2012 
to the first quarter of fiscal year 2013. Consequently, funding for 
this launch is not required in fiscal year 2010. The Air Force esti-
mates that the cost of the launch vehicle is $88.1 million. 

The committee recommends $1.2 billion, a decrease of $88.1 mil-
lion, for procurement of EELVs. 

Minuteman III Solid Rocket Motor industrial base sustainment 
The committee notes that the Administration’s fiscal year 2010 

budget request includes funding for a Solid Rocket Motor Warm 
Line program to maintain sufficient industrial capability for solid 
rocket motors in order to sustain the Minuteman III weapon sys-
tem through 2030 as directed by Congress. The committee further 
notes that the fiscal year 2009 Unfunded Requirements List pro-
vided to the committee by the Air Force noted that production of 
six booster sets per year would constitute a low-rate solid rocket 
motor sustainment production capability while maintaining critical 
industrial skills, certifications, and supplier base. 

The committee has a strong interest in sustaining the strategic 
deterrence industrial base, but remains concerned that the Air 
Force to date has failed to develop a plan that will sustain the abil-
ity of the service to fulfill the strategic deterrent system. 

The committee therefore directs the Office of the Secretary of De-
fense, no later than February 1, 2010, to provide a report to Con-
gress on the plan to sustain the solid rocket motor industrial base, 
including capability requirements, solid rocket motor production 
rates, and a description of how the fiscal year 2010 funds will be 
allocated. 

OTHER PROCUREMENT, AIR FORCE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $17.29 billion 
for Other Procurement, Air Force. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $17.30 billion, an increase of $6.7 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Other 
Procurement, Air Force program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Air Force request are discussed following the 
table. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00134 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



109 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00135 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

45
 H

R
16

6.
07

5

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



110 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00136 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

46
 H

R
16

6.
07

6

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



111 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00137 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

47
 H

R
16

6.
07

7

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



112 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00138 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

48
 H

R
16

6.
07

8

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



113 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00139 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

49
 H

R
16

6.
07

9

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



114 

Items of Special Interest 

Advanced reconfigurable containers 
The budget request contained $8.2 million for items less than 

$5.0 million for base support, but included no funds for advanced 
reconfigurable containers. 

The committee recognizes these funds would be used to procure 
additional advanced reconfigurable containers that are lightweight, 
collapsible mobility containers designed to be rapidly deployed with 
aviation support teams. The committee notes these containers are 
capable of independent movement and are used extensively in Op-
eration Iraqi Freedom. 

The committee recommends $9.9 million, an increase of $1.7 mil-
lion, to procure additional advanced reconfigurable containers for 
use in Operation Iraqi Freedom. 

Eagle vision 
The budget request contained $22.0 million for intelligence com-

munications equipment, but included no funds to procure a one- 
meter infra-red imagery system for the South Carolina Air Na-
tional Guard’s (ANG) Eagle Vision program, or for an Eagle Vision 
III system for the California ANG. The Eagle Vision program is a 
family of systems that provide commercial imagery data to oper-
ational commanders for mission planning and intelligence support 
purposes. 

The committee understands that the Eagle Vision one-meter 
infra-red imagery system would provides the South Carolina ANG 
a capability to better plan emergency responses by viewing objec-
tive areas through clouds and smoke, and recommends an increase 
of $2.0 million for an Eagle Vision one-meter infra-red imagery sys-
tem for the South Carolina ANG. 

The committee understands that an Eagle Vision III system 
would provide the California ANG with a capability to respond to 
natural or man-made disasters, military contingencies, maritime 
surveillance and search and rescue operations with high-resolution 
imagery, and recommends an increase of $4.0 million for an Eagle 
Vision III system for the California ANG. 

The committee recommends $28.0 million for intelligence commu-
nications equipment, an increase of $6.0 million. 

PROCUREMENT, DEFENSE-WIDE 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $3.98 billion 
for Procurement, Defense-Wide. The committee recommends au-
thorization of $4.15 billion, an increase of $166.2 million, for fiscal 
year 2010. 

The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 Pro-
curement, Defense-Wide program are identified in the table below. 
Major changes to the Defense-Wide request are discussed following 
the table. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00140 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



115 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00141 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

52
 H

R
16

6.
08

0

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



116 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00142 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

53
 H

R
16

6.
08

1

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



117 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00143 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

54
 H

R
16

6.
08

2

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



118 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00144 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

55
 H

R
16

6.
08

3

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



119 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00145 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

56
 H

R
16

6.
08

4

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



120 

RAPID ACQUISITION FUND 

Overview 

The budget request for fiscal year 2010 contained $79.3 million 
for Rapid Acquisition Fund. The committee recommends authoriza-
tion of $55.0 million, a decrease of $24.3 million, for fiscal year 
2010. The committee recommendations for the fiscal year 2010 
Rapid Acquisition Fund are identified in the table below. 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00146 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



121 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00147 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

58
 H

R
16

6.
08

5

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



122 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 05:18 Jun 21, 2009 Jkt 050440 PO 00000 Frm 00148 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 E:\HR\OC\HR166.XXX HR166 In
se

rt
 g

ra
ph

ic
 fo

lio
 1

59
 H

R
16

6.
08

6

ba
jo

hn
so

n 
on

 P
R

O
D

1P
C

77
 w

ith
 H

E
A

R
IN

G



123 

LEGISLATIVE PROVISIONS 

SUBTITLE A—AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

Sections 101–104—Authorization of Appropriations 

These sections would authorize the recommended fiscal year 
2010 funding levels for all procurement accounts. 

Section 105—National Guard and Reserve Equipment 

This section would authorize $600.0 million for the procurement 
of aircraft, missiles, wheeled and tracked combat vehicles, tactical 
wheeled vehicles, ammunition, small arms, tactical radios, non-sys-
tem training devices, logistic automation systems, and other critical 
dual-use procurement items for the National Guard and Reserves 
as part of a specific National Guard and Reserve Equipment Ac-
count (NGREA). The committee expects National Guard and Re-
serve forces to use this NGREA funding to procure high-priority 
equipment that would be used by these units in their critical dual- 
mission role of full-spectrum combat operations and domestic civil 
support missions. 

Section 106—Rapid Acquisition Fund 

This section would provide $55.0 million for the Rapid Acquisi-
tion Fund. 

SUBTITLE B—ARMY PROGRAMS 

Section 111—Restriction on Obligation of Funds for Army Tactical 
Radios 

This section would restrict the obligation of funds for all Army 
tactical radio sets except for those approved by the joint tactical 
radio system joint program office and those specifically procured to 
meet an operational needs statement or joint urgent operational 
need statement. 

Section 112—Procurement of Future Combat Systems Spin Out 
Early-Infantry Brigade Combat Team Equipment 

This section would limit the Army to procurement of one brigade 
set of Future Combat Systems Spin Out Early Infantry Brigade 
Combat Team equipment in order to allow for adequate testing 
prior to full-rate production. There is an exception for meeting 
operational need statements. 

SUBTITLE C—NAVY PROGRAMS 

Section 121—Littoral Combat Ship Program 

This section would strike section 124 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for fiscal year 2006 (Public Law 109–163), as 
amended, with a restructured cost cap provision that contains simi-
lar requirements as cost caps of other ship programs. Additionally, 
the section would authorize the Secretary to obligate funds author-
ized and appropriated to the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program 
to compile a technical data package necessary for competitive bid-
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ding of the vessels to other shipbuilding contractors if the Sec-
retary was unable to enter into construction contracts in fiscal year 
2010 with the current contractors due to limitations of the cost cap. 
The changes to the limitation on cost for LCS, made by subsection 
(a), (c), and (f) are not effective until the Secretary of the Navy ac-
cepts delivery of LCS 1 and LCS2 and makes certain certifications 
to the congressional defense committees. 

Section 122—Ford-Class Aircraft Carrier Report and Limitation on 
the Use of Funds 

This section would require the Secretary of the Navy to submit 
a report to the congressional defense committees by February 1, 
2010 on the effects and cost impacts of using a five-year interval 
to construct Ford-class aircraft carriers, including the cost to other 
shipbuilding programs, such as Virginia-class submarines and re-
fueling and complex overhaul of the current aircraft carrier fleet. 
This section would also limit the use of funds provided in fiscal 
year 2010 for the aircraft carrier CVN 79, to prohibit the Secretary 
from taking any action that would impede his ability to begin con-
struction of CVN 79 in 2012 and CVN 80 in 2016, as previously 
planned. 

Section 123—Advance Procurement Funding 

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to use 
funds authorized and appropriated for advanced procurement in 
shipbuilding and conversion, Navy, in addition to material procure-
ment, to enter into contracts for production planning and other re-
lated support services that reduce overall procurement lead time of 
the vessel. Additionally, this section would authorize the Secretary 
to enter into contracts for advance construction efforts for the air-
craft carrier designated CVN–79 if the Secretary determines that 
cost savings, construction efficiencies, or workforce stability would 
be achieved through the use of such contracts. 

Section 124—Multiyear Procurement Authority for F/A–18E, F/A– 
18F, and EA–18G Aircraft 

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter 
into a multiyear procurement contract, beginning in fiscal year 
2010, for the procurement of F/A–18E/F and EA–18G aircraft. 

Section 125—Multiyear Procurement Authority for DDG–51 Burke- 
class Destroyers 

This section would authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter 
into a multiyear procurement contract, beginning in fiscal year 
2010, for the procurement of Burke-class DDG 51 destroyers. 

SUBTITLE D—AIR FORCE PROGRAMS 

Section 131—Repeal of Certification Requirement for F–22A 
Fighter Aircraft 

This section would repeal section 134 of the Duncan Hunter Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (Public Law 
110–417). 
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Section 132—Preservation and Storage of Unique Tooling for F–22 
Fighter Aircraft 

This section would require the Secretary of the Air Force to de-
velop a plan for the preservation and storage of unique tooling re-
lated to the production of hardware and end items for F–22 fighter 
aircraft which shall: ensure that the Secretary preserves and stores 
such tooling in a manner that allows the production of such hard-
ware and end items to be restarted after a period of idleness; iden-
tify the costs of restarting production with respect to the supplier 
base of such hardware and end items; and identify any contract 
modifications, additional facilities, or funding that the Secretary 
determines necessary to carry out the plan. This section would also 
require that none of the amounts authorized to be appropriated or 
otherwise made available for fiscal year 2010 for Aircraft Procure-
ment, Air Force be obligated or expended for activities related to 
disposing of F–22 production tooling until 45 days after the Sec-
retary submits a report to Congress describing the plan for the 
preservation and storage of unique tooling related to the production 
of hardware and end items for F–22 fighter aircraft. 

Section 133—Report on 4.5 Generation Fighter Procurement 

This section would require the Secretary of the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a report on 4.5 generation fighter aircraft procure-
ment to the congressional defense committees not later than 90 
days after the enactment of this Act which shall include the fol-
lowing: the number of 4.5 generation fighter aircraft for procure-
ment for fiscal year 2011 through 2025 necessary to fulfill the re-
quirement of the Air Force to maintain not less than 2,200 tactical 
fighter aircraft; the estimated procurement costs for those aircraft 
if procured through single-year procurement contracts; the esti-
mated procurement costs for those aircraft if procured through 
multiyear procurement contracts; the estimated savings that could 
be derived from the procurement of those aircraft through a 
multiyear procurement contract, and whether the Secretary deter-
mines the amount of those savings to be substantial; a discussion 
comparing the costs and benefits of obtaining those aircraft 
through annual procurement contracts with the costs and benefits 
of obtaining those aircraft through a multiyear procurement con-
tract; a discussion regarding the availability and feasibility of F– 
35s in fiscal year 2015 through fiscal year 2025 to proportionally 
and concurrently re-capitalize the Air National Guard; and the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary regarding whether Congress should 
authorize a multiyear procurement contract for 4.5 generation 
fighter aircraft. This section would also require the Secretary to 
submit the certifications required under section 2306b of title 10, 
United States Code, at the time the budget is submitted for fiscal 
year 2011 under section 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code, if 
the Secretary recommends that Congress authorize a multiyear 
contract for 4.5 generation fighter aircraft. 

Section 134—Reports on Strategic Airlift Aircraft 

This section would require the Secretary of the Air Force, in con-
sultation with the Director of the Air National Guard, to submit a 
report to the congressional defense committees on the proposed 
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force structure and basing of strategic airlift aircraft at least 120 
days before the date on which a C–5 aircraft is retired. 

Section 135—Strategic Airlift Force Structure 

This section would amend subsection (g)(1) of section 8062 of title 
10, United States Code, by striking ‘‘2008’’ and inserting ‘‘2009,’’ 
and by striking ‘‘299’’ and inserting ‘‘316.’’ 

Section 136—Repeal of Requirement to Maintain Certain Retired 
C–130E Aircraft 

This section would amend section 134 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (Public Law 110–181; 122 
Stat. 31) by striking subsection (c), by re-designating subsection (d) 
as subsection (c) and by striking ‘‘subsection (d)’’ and inserting 
‘‘subsection (c)’’ in subsection (b). 

SUBTITLE E—JOINT AND MULTISERVICE MATTERS 

Section 141—Body Armor Procurement 

This section would require the Secretary of Defense to establish, 
within each military service procurement account, a separate pro-
curement budget line item is assigned for body armor investment 
and funding transparency. 

The committee notes the total body armor program has evolved 
from a $40.0 million program in 1999, to over $5.0 billion through 
2009. This represents significant investment by the military serv-
ices for individual personnel protection and the committee recog-
nizes the importance of this program. The committee believes the 
establishment of an individual procurement line item beginning in 
2011 would generate better accountability and transparency in 
long-term planning, programming, and investment by the military 
services for the acquisition of body armor. Further, a long-term in-
vestment strategy could better position the body armor industrial 
base to rapidly respond to new threats or requirements as well as 
accelerate the amount of investment by industry to further ad-
vancements in survivability and weight reduction. 

Section 142—Unmanned Cargo-Carrying-Capable Aerial Vehicles 

This section would preclude funds authorized for the Department 
of Defense from being used for the procurement of Unmanned 
Cargo-Carrying-Capable Aerial Vehicles until the Vice Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology and Logistics certify to the congressional de-
fense committees that a joint, common, requirement for a Un-
manned Cargo Carrying Capable Aerial Vehicle type has been 
agreed to by the military services, the Joint Requirements Over-
sight Council, and the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
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