
 
 

Legislative Bulletin………………………………….……………...July 18, 2012 

 
Contents: 

Amendments to H.R. 5856 – Department of Defense Appropriations Act, 2013 

 

 

Amendments to H.R. 5856 (Part 1)– Department of Defense 

Appropriations Act, 2013 (Young, R-FL) 
 

Order of Business:  H.R. 5856 is scheduled to be considered on July 18-19, 2012, under an 

open rule. 

   

 

AMENDMENTS IN CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 

 

 

1. Rep. Kingston (R-GA) – This amendment would reduce the recruitment account to 

eliminate professional sponsorships by the DOD.  This amendment would reduce the 

recruitment account by $72 million and place this $72 million in the Deficit Reduction 

Account.  This amendment is supported by the Council for Citizens Against Government 

Waste and will be scored in CCAGW’s 2012 Congressional Ratings 

 

Some conservatives are in favor of this amendment because it reduces spending, others 

are against it because they fear that it could harm recruitment efforts. 

 

That number is based on DOD figures for professional and or semi-professional 

sponsorships in support of military recruitment: 

Army/Army Reserve:   

FY11: $18.7M 

FY12: $16.1M 

 

Army Guard: 

FY11: $67.1M  

FY12: $53.9M 

 

Navy/Navy Reserve: 

FY11: $3.7M  

FY12: $4.2M 

 

Marine Corps: 

FY11: $2.5M  

FY12: $2.3M  

 

Air Force: 

FY11: $1.8M 

FY12: $1.9M 

 

Air Guard: 

FY11: $1.6M 



FY12: $1.2M 

 

Air Reserve: 

FY11: $0.7M 

FY12: $0.7M 

 

2. Rep. Poe (R-TX) – This amendment would reduce the “Operation and Maintenance, 

Defense-Wide” fund by $1.3 billion to $6.49 billion. It would also limit these funds to 

$450 million to be usable for payments to reimburse “key cooperating nations in 

logistical, military, and other support, including access, provided to United States 

military operations in support of Operation Enduring Freedom.” These savings would be 

placed in the Deficit Reduction Account.   

 

3. Rep. McCollum (D- MN) – This amendment would make the following reductions and 

use those funds for deficit reduction: 

 $97 million reduction – Army Department of Defense Military Retirement Funds 

 $25.5 million reduction – Navy Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $23.7 million reduction – Marine Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $23.9 million reduction – Air Force Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 

 $10.1 million reduction – Army Operation and Maintenance funds for 

confidential military purposes 

 $1.36 million reduction – Navy Operation and Maintenance funds for confidential 

military purposes 

 $2.23 million reduction – Marine Operation and Maintenance funds for 

confidential military purposes 

 $3.97 million reduction – Air Force Operation and Maintenance funds for 

confidential military purposes 

 

4. Rep. Nadler (D-NY) – This amendment makes the following reductions and increases in 

the legislation: 

 $426.6 million increase – Army Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $217.28 million increase – Navy Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $191.9 million increase – Marine Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $236.4 million increase – Air Force Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $49.9 million increase – Army Reserve Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $16.7 million increase – Navy Reserve Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $13.6 million increase – Marine Reserve Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 



 $15.4 million increase – Air Force Reserve Department of Defense Military Retirement 

Funds 

 $75.8 million increase – Army National Guard Department of Defense Military 

Retirement Funds 

 $26.7 million increase – Air Force National Guard Department of Defense Military 

Retirement Funds 

 

 $568 million reduction – Army Operation and Maintenance funds for confidential 

military purposes 

 $295 million reduction – Navy Operation and Maintenance funds for confidential 

military purposes 

 $255 million reduction – Marine Operation and Maintenance funds for confidential 

military purposes 

 $314 million reduction – Air Force Operation and Maintenance funds for confidential 

military purposes 

 $67 million reduction - Army Reserve Operations and Maintenance 

 $21 million reduction - Navy Reserve Operations and Maintenance 

 $17 million reduction - Marine Reserve Operations and Maintenance 

 $20 million reduction – Air Force Reserve Operations and Maintenance 

 $101 million reduction – National Guard Operations and Maintenance 

 $36 million reduction – Air National Guard Operations and Maintenance 

 

 

5. Rep. Langevin (D-RI) – This amendment would reduce funding for the Defense-wide 

DOD account on Operations and Maintenance by $15 million and use those funds to 

increase the Defense Health Program for medical and health care programs of the DOD 

by $15 million to include $15 million more for procurement. 

 

6. Rep. Richardson (D-CA) – This amendment would add a prohibition on the DOD using 

its appropriated funds to reduce the DOD’s number of C-17 aircraft. 

 

7. Rep. Blumenaeuer (D-OR) – This amendment would reduce funding for the Defense-

wide DOD account on Operations and Maintenance by $88.95 million and use those 

funds, $88.95 million, to pay for environmental restoration of formerly used defense sites 

for the Army. 

 

8. Rep. Mulvaney (R-SC)/ Rep. Frank (D-MA) – This amendment freezes defense 

spending at the current level by reducing total funding in the bill by $1.1 billion. The 

DoD/OMB has discretion on how to apply the reductions, but accounts associated with 

Military Personal, the Defense Health Program, and the Global War on Terror are 

protected from being reduced. 
 

This amendment would keep the funding level at $2.1 billion above the President’s 

request. It funds defense at a level that was supported in last years “megabus” legislation.   
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