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AUSN LOOKS AT NEW LITTORAL COMBAT SHIP TASK FORCE 

AUSN takes a look at a new task force, called the Small Surface Combatant Task Force (SSCTF), which has been 

ordered to re-evaluate the Navy’s small surface combatant program, replacing the now defunct Littoral Combat Ship 

(LCS) Council that was formed in 2012. Directed on 24 February 2014 by the Secretary of Defense (SECDEF), Chuck 

Hagel, the main objective of the task force is to examine and review the LCS and compare it with other designs so as to 

ensure the Navy has, “a capable and lethal small surface combatant generally consistent with the capabilities of a 

frigate (FFG).” According to a 13 March 2014 directive from Admiral (ADM) Jonathan Greenert, the Chief of Naval 

Operations (CNO), and the Sean Stackley, the Chief of Naval Acquisition (CAN), the new SSCTF is to be led by Mr. 

John Burrow, the Executive Director of the United States Marine Corps (USMC) Systems Command. 

 

FURTHER READING:  

According to a 13 March 2014 directive from Admiral (ADM) Jonathan Greenert, the Chief of Naval Operations 

(CNO), and the Sean Stackley, the Chief of Naval Acquisition (CAN), the new SSCTF is to be led by Mr. John Burrow, 

the Executive Director of the United States Marine Corps (USMC) Systems Command.   Mr. Burrow, having an 

extensive background in direction and oversight of command-wide resources, programs and management systems, is an 

unknown when it comes to his involvement in the LCS so far. Meanwhile, the rest of the task force, all from OPNAV 

(the offices that report directly to the CNO) is made up of six experienced Captains, one Commander, and another 

civilian. The SSCTF, which is being assisted by a flag-Senior Executive Service advisory group that is being co-chaired 

by Ms. Allison Stiller, the Chief Surface Ship Acquisition Office, and RADM Thomas S. Rowden, the Director of 

Surface Warfare, is unusual in that it does not feature any representative from the Active Duty Naval Surface Force 

command. 
  
Nevertheless, the SSCTF has been tasked to develop an analysis plan by the end of March, early April. As directed by 

the SECDEF Hagel and ADM Greenert, the group is to consider modified LCS designs, existing designs or a new ship 

design. Furthermore, the task force has been directed to prepare a “side-by-side comparison” of the requirements and 

capabilities of the Oliver Hazard Perry Class (FFG-7) frigates and the LCS. With only about a dozen FFG-7s 

http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/LegislativeWatch/tabid/270/Default.aspx


remaining, and all to be decommissioned by the end of 2015, the LCS is supposed to fulfill the role the FFG-7s are 

leaving behind. However, with only about four of the new LCS ships currently active, and only about six supposedly to 

be in service by the final days of the Oliver Hazard Perry Class frigates, there are worries that the LCS will not be able 

fill the vacuum that is going to occur with the end of the FFG-7s’ duty 
 
For more details, see AUSN’s Capitol Hill Blog on LCS Task Force. 
 

AUSN ANALYZES GAO REPORT ON F-35 PROGRAM 

AUSN analyzed a brief Government Accountability Office (GAO) report, released 24 March 2014, that had some 

surprising findings regarding the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter (JSF), particularly regarding some software issues. Overall, 

it found that delivery of F-35 aircraft could be delayed up to 13 months, "due largely to delays in software delivery, 

limited capability in the software when delivered, and the need to fix problems and retest multiple software versions." 

Further, it is unclear what capabilities might be affected, which means the military and Congress may not be able to 

make fully informed decisions about allocations of resources to the program. Funding will need to increase steeply over 

the next five years, an average of about $12.6 billion annually, through 2037, or just slightly less than the annual Navy 

shipbuilding budget. 

 

FURTHER READING:  
Per the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2010 (FY10), the GAO has released its annual 

review of the F-35 acquisition program. This fifth GAO Report on the F-35 program, out of the six ordered by the FY10 

NDAA, has GAO assessing the program’s ongoing development and testing, long term affordability, and manufacturing 

progress. The F-35 Lightning II is the Department of Defense’s (DOD) most ambitious and costly acquisition program 

to date. The F-35 Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) program, which is supposed to field three different variants for the Air 

Force, Navy, and Marines, is an integral component of the U.S. and international plans to replace existing fighter 

aircraft and support future combat operations. Currently, the U.S. planned investment is approaching $400 billion in 

development and acquisition cost for 2,457 aircraft through 2037. This is in addition to hundreds of billions of dollars in 

long-term spending to operate and maintain the aircraft. 
  
The GAO report analyzed the program using manufacturing data through December 2013, program test plans, and 

internal DOD analysis. In summary, GAO found delays in developmental flight testing of the F-35’s critical software. In 

turn, this may hinder the delivery of the warfighting capabilities that the military services are expecting the F-35 to 

have. Flight testing consists of two areas of evaluation, mission systems and flight sciences. Mission systems test verify 

that software-intensive systems used in the aircraft for warfighting capabilities function properly and meet requirements 

outlined by DOD. The flight science testing portion, meanwhile, verifies the aircraft’s basic flying capabilities. While 

both have had stumbles this year, tests regarding the aircraft’s flight capabilities have made great progress this year, 

with the F-35 meeting almost all of its planned flights and test points. Mission systems, however, have had a series of 

challenges in development and testing that have caused delays throughout the 2013 fiscal year. This has largely been 

due to delays in the software’s delivery, the limited capability of the software upon its delivery, and the need to fix 

problems and retest multiple software versions. After all the delays are accounted for, the Director of Operational Test 

and Evaluation (DOT&E) predicts that the delivery of warfighting capabilities is to be delayed by as much as 13 

months. 
 
For more details, see AUSN’s Capitol Hill Blog on GAO F-35 Report. 
 
SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE HEARING ON PACOM 
On 25 March 2014, the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC) held its hearing to receive testimony from U.S. 

Pacific Command (PACOM) and U.S. Forces Korea in review of the Defense Authorization Request for Fiscal Year 

2015 (FY15) and the Future Years Defense Program (FYDP). The witnesses present at the hearing were Admiral 

(ADM) Samuel J. Locklear III, Commander, PACOM, and General (GEN) Curtis M. Scaparrotti, Commander, United 

Nations Command/Combined Forces Command/U.S. Forces Korea.   The hearing was held by SASC Chairman, 

Senator Carl Levin (D-MI), and SASC Ranking Member, Senator James Inhofe (R-OK). The witnesses served to provide 

strategies on how our Armed Forces must respond, such as through a greater military presence in the region, greater 

mobilization and re-stationing of our servicemembers, and how to accomplish readiness and successful defense while 

maintaining fiscal responsibility against the backdrop of the current budget restraints.  

http://www.ausn.org/NewsPublications/Blogs/tabid/2167/articleType/ArticleView/articleId/35571/AUSN-Looks-at-New-Littoral-Combat-Ship-LCS-Alternative-Task-Force.aspx
http://www.ausn.org/NewsPublications/Blogs/tabid/2167/articleType/ArticleView/articleId/35585/AUSN-Analyzes-Government-Accountability-Report-GAO-on-F-35-Joint-Strike-Fighter-JSF-Program.aspx


 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request): 
The hearing began with remarks from Chairman Levin who asked for views on recent developments on the Korean 

peninsula and steps the U.S must take to create better relations with the Pacific Region, urging that there must be a re-

balance to assess the threat in the Pacific and North Korea. Ranking Member James Inhofe contributed that there must 

be open discussion on the issues with North Korea and China, noting that China’s military budget rose 12% while the 

U.S. budget was reduced and asked the witnesses to bear testimony on how that will impact our defense strategy. The 

first witness, ADM Locklear stressed that PACOM must be secure against the challenges mentioned by both the 

Chairman and Ranking Member and provide defense readiness by strengthening alliances and developing capabilities. 

The capabilities he emphasized included the development of Littoral Combat Ships (LCS), the phasing out of Los 

Angeles Class submarines to Virginia Class submarines, and increasing the amount of amphibious assault ships. GEN 

Scaparrotti supported the proposal with his testimony to the capabilities and readiness to deter North Korean threats and 

actions. He stresses that defense strategy cannot become complacent against the dangers of North Korea. With their 

access to long-range missiles and their program which continues to develop nuclear weapons they pose a great concern 

to our national interests and risk to the economic region. GEN Scaparrotti emphasizes current alliances, such as working 

closely with the South Korea military, to combine resources and militaries to protect and defend. 
  
Chairman Levin deferred to Committee members for rounds of questioning after the testimonies to promote discussion 

and greater understanding on the growing military and dangers in the Pacific and North Korea. Senator John McCain 

(R-AZ) asked ADM Locklear if China’s efforts maritime efforts are on the way to change the balance of power. ADM 

Locklear responded that their maritime strategy is clear and their defense spending is catered to the maritime domain. It 

is an incremental strategy and he suggest that 1) a relationship between the U.S. and China is in our best interest and 2) 

PACOM must be able to use defense spending adequately to remain superior in our maritime domain. Sen. McCain then 

asked if the recent reduction in plans of LCS affects operational requirements. GEN Locklear is in support of building 

more LCS and that the operational concept is only partially met. The significant questions seemed to place focus on how 

the budget supports, or does not support, expansion of weapons and ships. For instance, both Senator Jack Reed (D-RI) 

Senator Jeanne Shaheen (D-NH) ask the witnesses support that shipbuilding and expansion of submarines are critical to 

the Department of Defense (DOD). Senator Reed asked ADM Locklear to expand on the surge in China’s submarine 

capabilities and what that could mean to the United States. ADM Locklear described that China is in the process of 

modernizing their submarine force and in a decade’s time they will have 60-70 submarines, a large number for a 

regional power. However, he does say that this isn’t alarming as they are a growing economic power and that our own 

naval capabilities must continue to lead in ships and submarines to maintain our safety and defense. Senator Reed also 

asked for comment on the U.S. amphibious capabilities in the Pacific. Under ADM Locklear’s command there are only 

five amphibious readiness groups, and he responded that the reality of the situation requires big ships and connectors 

and additional amphibious ships must be brought to the Pacific. Senator Shaheen cited that there will be a 40% decline 

by 2018 in shipbuilding and submarines by 2018, and given the challenges of budget cuts, how is the United States 

Navy reacting? ADM Locklear maintains that the U.S. still has a significant advantage in undersea warfare and that the 

Navy has looked hard at its role in the joint force and calculated appropriately for the upgrades being put into the VA 

class submarines. Senator Shaheen offered her support to maintaining the advantage and that future cuts and 

sequestration requires close work with Armed Forces, particularly Navy, to ensure future defense. 

 

HOUSE APPROPRIATIONS, DEFENSE SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON FY15 NAVY BUDGET 
On 25 March 2014, the House Appropriations Committee, Subcommittee of Defense (HAC-D) held a hearing to discuss 

the upcoming budget issues in the Navy and the Marine Corps, specifically concerning Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) 

President’s Budget (PB) and beyond, looking at the Future Years Defense Program (FYDP). The hearing was presided 

over by HAC-D Chairman, Representative Rodney Frelinghuysen (R-NJ-11), and HAC-D Ranking Member, 

Representative Peter Visclosky (D-IN-01). Present were The Honorable Ray Mabus, Secretary of the Navy (SECNAV), 

Admiral (ADM) Jonathan Greenert, Chief of Naval Operations (CNO), United States Navy (USN) and General (Gen) 

James Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps (CMC), United States Marine Corps (USMC). Chairman 

Frelinghuysen gave a brief opening statement in which he expressed concerns about recent and frequent misconduct by 

senior Navy officials, such as the cheating fiasco in Charleston that led to the shutdown of a nuclear reactor. He also 

conveyed the desire for the Naval Academy to do more to address issues of sexual assault and expressed concern 

regarding some of the funding items for the Navy within the FY15 PB. 

 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request):  
At the start of the hearing, each of the three witnesses were given time to present their brief opening remarks for their 



testimony. Secretary Mabus began by outlining and stressing the importance of the four key components to maintaining 

an effective global presence: people, platform, personnel, and power. He noted that while the efficiency of ships is 

important, “quantity [of ships] has a quality all of its own.” Secretary Mabus further emphasized the importance of 

increasing the availability of stably-priced, American-made energy sources. Next, ADM Greenert highlighted that 

forward presence was the important mandate of the Navy and claimed that the Fiscal Year 2014 (FY14) budget allowed 

him to maintain acceptable presence. However, ADM Greenert did say that he was worried about the prospects for 

FY15, indicating that a return to the Budget Control Act (BCA) of 2011 spending caps, sequestration, and decreased 

funding overall could lead to higher instances of risk in certain situations. Finally, Gen Amos stated that his branch’s 

greatest asset was the, “individual Marine.” However, he also expressed concern that the Department of Defense (DOD) 

was, “sacrificing long-term health for short-term readiness,” when it came to making important spending decisions. 
  
Chairman Frelinghuysen then opened up the hearing to questions from the Subcommittee members, beginning with 

Representative Ander Crenshaw (R-FL-04) who asked whether or not the plan for modernization of 11 Cruisers (CGs) 

was really a plan to decommission them and how this modernization phase would affect the capabilities of the fleet. 

Secretary Mabus replied that there were no such plans to decommission the cruisers and that while the modernization 

phases would take about 9 years, the CNO could order back the ships at any time if emergency circumstances required 

it. Representative Betty McCollum (D-MN-04) noted that the DOD estimated roughly 25 percent of its infrastructure 

was unneeded and asked whether the Navy could benefit from a round of Base Closure and Realignment (BRAC). 

ADM Greenert replied that he was satisfied with the current base alignment and felt that a BRAC was unnecessary since 

the Navy did not have that much in the way of excesses. Representative Kay Granger (R-TX-12) asked for an update on 

the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) program and the replacement of the six lost Harrier’s in an attack on Camp Bastion in 

Afghanistan. Gen Amos replied that an additional two Harrier jets were damaged in the attack, but there were plans to 

replace them with JSF’s since the Harriers were no longer being manufactured. He said that the replacement of the 

Harrier jets would be on the unfunded priorities list, and that the JSF program was doing well in its stages of 

developmental testing. 
  
Next, Representative Steve Womack (R-AR-03) posed a question about the acceptable level of risk for response 

capability to which Secretary Mabus replied that if the sequester conditions were to return in Fiscal Year 2016 (FY16), 

the vulnerability and risk that the United States would be unable to respond to a crisis effectively would increase. 

Representative Jim Moran (D-VA-08) asked about the status of the aircraft carrier the USS George Washington (CVN-

73), which has reached its mid-life refueling period, and whether or not it will be deactivated or is scheduled receive its 

regular Refueling and Complex Overhaul (RCOH). Secretary Mabus replied that the decision about how to proceed has 

been deferred for one year, meaning nothing will take place in 2015 concerning the ship. He also mentioned that the 

Navy wanted to keep the USS George Washington operational. A brief discussion opened up in the Subcommittee about 

the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS) program and the decision to reduce the contract from 52 to 32 ships, as well as the 

possibility of building a third type of vessel within the LCS platform design. Secretary Mabus explained that the Navy 

was procuring the ships at almost the same cost they predicted in Fiscal Year 2002 for this time and that the deployment 

to Singapore had been a tremendous success. Some of the Members HAC-D expressed concerns about the ship’s 

survivability, but recognized its importance to the fleet. 
 
SENATE ARMED SERVICES, PERSONNEL SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON PERSONNEL PROGRAMS  

On 26 March 2014, the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC), Subcommittee on Personnel held its hearing on 

Active, Guard, Reserve, and Civilian Personnel Programs. The notable witnesses were the Honorable Robert F. Hale, 

Under Secretary Of Defense (Comptroller), the Honorable Jessica L. Wright, Acting Under Secretary Of Defense for 

Personnel and Readiness, the Honorable Jonathan A. Woodson, Assistant Secretary Of Defense For Health Affairs, the 

Honorable Frederick E. Vollrath, Assistant Secretary Of Defense For Readiness And Force Management, and Mr. 

Richard O. Wightman, Acting Assistant Secretary Of Defense For Reserve Affairs. The hearing was held by SASC- 

Personnel Chairwoman, Senator Kristen Gillibrand (D-NY), and SASC- Personnel Ranking Member, Senator Lindsey 

Graham (R-SC) where they noted particular concern throughout the hearing on the proposals within the Fiscal Year 

2015 (FY15) President’s Budget (PB) request, especially regarding the obligation to our dedicated, top-quality career 

military force and their families, which the FY15 PB makes drastic changes in healthcare, housing and pay. 
 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request):  

The hearing began with opening statements from Chairwoman Gillibrand, Undersecretary Wright, and Undersecretary 

Hale while Ranking Member Graham submitted his statement for the record. First, Chairwoman Gillibrand expressed 



concern for the decline in overall funding for the Department of Defense’s (DOD’s) personnel budget although she 

noted that funding for the personnel budget actually increased as a percentage of the total DOD budget. Undersecretary 

Wright discussed some of the changes to compensation and benefits while noting that pay, compensation, and benefits 

makes up roughly 1/3 of the total DOD budget (which surprisingly is a contrast to what some Pentagon leadership have 

exaggerated to be consuming half of the DOD budget). The Undersecretary also stated that the proposed FY15 budget 

does not plan to close any commissary, both domestically and internationally, while also noting that the proposed 

Consolidated TRICARE plan would encourage members to use the most cost effective options while still receiving 

quality care. Undersecretary Hale testified that balancing the entire Department’s various responsibilities in a time of 

such fiscal constraints without compromising the safety of our Armed Services was the end goal of the FY15 budget 

proposal. The Undersecretary also noted that if Congress rejects the proposals in the current budget proposal, then $2.1 

billion in savings will need to be found for FY15 and another $31 billion in savings will need to be found over 5 years, 

potentially resulting in 11 Navy ships, particularly cruisers (CGs), being placed into phased modernization status. 

Additionally, Undersecretary Hale expressed concern over what would happen if Congress returned to sequestration 

level budgets where the decline in Active Duty personnel would increase from the proposed 6% decline to a 9% decline. 
  
Following opening statements, the Subcommittee began questioning its rounds of questioning. The Chairwoman 

expressed concern that while it may seem as though DOD is increasing compensation with a 1% pay increase for every 

servicemember, except for flag officers, in reality they are undercutting compensation when the pay increase is less than 

the Cost-of-Living-Adjustment (COLA), and Employment Cost Index (ECI), and cuts are being made to the housing 

allowance and other benefits, actually driving up expenses for servicemembers. Undersecretary Hale responded by first 

stating that cuts have to come from somewhere and that cuts to modernization and force readiness should be deemed 

unacceptable. He also argued that the proposed budget does not include cuts to benefits and compensation but rather that 

it slows the growth of the two in order to help stabilize DOD’s budget for the future. Senator Saxby Chambliss (R-GA) 

asked about the affect commissary changes would have on military families. Undersecretary Wright responded that 

there would still be savings for servicemembers are commissaries, but that savings would decrease from 30% to 10% 

and Assistant Secretary Vollrath later noted that this change would be applied to all commissaries and there would be 

common pricing across all commissaries, both domestic and abroad. Senator Chambliss also wondered if Congress 

could find $2 billion in cuts outside of DOD, or at least specifically outside of the personnel account, so that they could 

wait for the report of the Military Compensation and Retirement Modernization Commission (MCRMC). Comptroller 

Hale noted that finding $2 billion in cuts elsewhere would be great but that compensation reform is inevitable and 

waiting for the MCRMC report would cost billions by deferring cuts down the road. 
  
HOUSE ARMED SERVICES, TACAIR SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON NAVY FY15 BUDGET 
On 26 March 2014, the House Armed Services Committee (HASC), Subcommittee on Tactical Air (TACAIR) and Land 

Forces held a hearing to review the status of the Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps’ combat aviation programs. The 

notable witnesses were Lieutenant General (Lt Gen) Christopher Bogdan, U.S. Air Force (USAF) who serves as the 

executive officer for the F-35 Lightning II Joint Program Office, Vice Admiral (VADM) Paul A. Grosklags, Principal 

Military Deputy to the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Research, Development, and Acquisition), U.S. Navy (USN), and 

Rear Admiral (RADM) Michael C. Manazir, Director of the Air Warfare Division, USN, and Lieutenant General 

(LtGen) Robert Schmidle, Deputy Commandant of the Marine Corps for Aviation. Dr. William A. LaPlante, Assistant 

Secretary of the Air Force for Acquisition and Mr. Michael J. Sullivan, Director of Acquisition and Sourcing at the U.S. 

Government Accountability Office (GAO) were also present as witnesses. The hearing was presided over by HASC- 

TACAIR Chairman, Representative Michael Turner (R-OH-10), and HASC-TACAIR Ranking Member, Representative 

Loretta Sanchez (D-CA-46). Overall, the Members of the Subcommittee gave brief opening statements regarding the 

government’s view of the progression of certain combat aviation programs, most notably the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter 

(JSF), and the challenges facing the program in the face of costs and budget cuts, including the reductions in 

procurement phased over the Future Years Defense Program (FYDP) being proposed in the Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) 

President’s Budget (PB). 

 

 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request): 
Lt Gen Bogdan spoke extensively about the challenges facing the JSF program. He elaborated on the struggles facing 

the development of the software needed to fly the jet. He said that it was making progress, but that the software 

development was an especially challenging aspect of the jet’s development. He also stated that while delays in the 

program are costing money and making the project more expensive, lessened procurement would lessen long-term 

savings. The other members of the witness panel echoed his concerns and comments, and elaborated on aspects of their 



own expertise relevant to the program. The next group of witnesses talked mostly about the future of U.S. Navy and Air 

Force aviation. LtGen Schmidle mentioned that significant percentages (close to 50%) of the Marine Corps’ Hornets are 

not even on the flight line, but rather lie in varying states of maintenance and renewal. RADM Manazir testified about 

the possible solutions for making up slack left behind by F-35 delays. He stated that such shortfalls could be met by an 

increased number of E/A-18G “Growler” aircraft. He stated the while waiting for the F-35, the Growler would be able 

to bring to a whole family of important electronic warfare systems.  
 
Questioning then began with Chairman Turner asking Dr. LaPlante about the industrial base supporting that nation’s 

aerospace production. He stated that he was concerned about the possibility of the aerospace industry developing a sort 

of atrophy regarding skills in production and development. Dr. LaPlante stated that a comprehensive experimentation 

program regarding future weapons development, especially regarding the JSF and future long-range bomber programs. 

He said that this would be best served by implementation at the department level to look at the impact across the 

industrial base. Ranking Member Sanchez asked about continued oversight of the JSF program and pressed for reigning 

in on spending, specifically directing her concerns with the GAO’s role. Mr. Sullivan replied that there have been a 

number of outstanding issues with the program, including the software development. He also suggested the Pentagon 

soon will have to find funds if it wants to hit existing benchmarks. He closed stating that in order to execute the program 

as planned, the Department of Defense (DOD) will have to increase funds steeply over the next [five] years and sustain 

an average of $12.6 billion per year through 2037 and tor several years, funding requirements will peak around $15 

billion. 
  
SENATE ARMED SERVICES, READINESS SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON FORCE READINESS  

On 26 March 2014, the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC), Subcommittee on Readiness and Management 

Support held a hearing to discuss the current readiness of the U.S. Armed Forces and how readiness will be impacted 

by imposed or potential budget cuts in the near future. The notable witnesses testifying were Vice Admiral (VADM) 

Philip Cullum, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (DCNO) for Fleet Readiness and Logistics, United States Navy 

(USN), who was sitting in for the Vice Chief of Naval Operations (VCNO), ADM Mark Ferguson, USN, and; General 

(Gen) John Paxton Jr., Assistant Commandant, United States Marine Corps. The SASC- Readiness Chairwoman, 

Senator Jeanne Shaheen (D-NH), and SASC- Readiness Ranking Member, Senator Kelly Ayotte (R-NH), presided over 

the hearing where they both offered their condolences to the Navy family and everyone affected by the loss of the Sailor 

at the Norfolk Naval Base before introducing the panel and allowing them to present their testimony. The hearing 

focused on how the Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) President’s Budget (PB) would impact the overall force, especially when 

drastic cuts to military platforms or programs have been proposed. 
 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request):  

Gen Paxton began the hearing with opening testimony stating that the budget decisions made in the Marine Corps thus 

far have been done so to keep the Corps on the “best trajectory” to maintain readiness in such a volatile fiscal 

environment. He stressed the five most important components to a successful force that he planned to focus on: the 

ability to recruit and retain the best Marines, the ability to preserve unit readiness, the ability to meet combatant 

commander requirements, a strong infrastructure, and investment in the most innovative future capabilities. VADM 

Cullum testified that this year under the Fiscal Year 2014 (FY14) budget, the Navy will be able to meet its combatant 

commander requirements. However, he also stated that going forward, if sequestration conditions continue, there will be 

increased risk associated with slow modernization and restricted ordinance procurement. VADM Cullum went on to 

briefly state the Navy’s intention for “phased modernization” of 11 cruisers (CGs), which would extend their service 

lives through the 2030’s rather than allowing them to be retired. 
  
Chairwoman Shaheen asked the panel about the specific capabilities that would be lost under continued sequestration. 

Gen Paxton expressed a concern that the USMC would lose surge capabilities due to backlogs of depot maintenance and 

reduced flight squadrons. VADM Cullum also agreed that maintenance backlog was an issue as well as a decrease in 

modernization. He stated that previously there was a 10 percent drop in global presence in one year of sequestration. 

Ranking Member Ayotte asked the panel about the United States military’s current posture and its future ability to fight 

in ground wars. Gen Paxton stated that extensive research has shown that the optimal, sustainable size for the Marine 

Corps is 186,800. The lowest possible acceptable number under sequestration is 175,000. However, Gen Paxton stated 

that in a contingency with this number, the dwell time would be significantly reduced as would he rotation of forces. 

Chairwoman Shaheen then asked the panelists what their respective branches are going to need for Overseas 

Contingency Operations (OCO). VADM Cullum said he would need OCO funding for ship and aviation depot 



maintenance, based in Central Command (CENTCOM), and continuing operations, especially with the rebalance to the 

Pacific. 

 

HOUSE ARMED SERVICES, SEAPOWER SUBCOMMITTEE HEARING ON NAVY FY15 BUDGET 
On 26 March 2014, the House Armed Service Committee (HASC), Subcommittee on Seapower and Projection Forces 

held a hearing regarding the Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) President’s Budget (PB) request for the Navy and Marine Corps. 

The notable witnesses present for this hearing were Lieutenant General (LtGen) Kenneth Glueck Jr., United States 

Marine Corps (USMC), the Deputy Commandant for Combat Development and Integration, Vice Admiral (VADM) 

Joseph P. Mulloy, United States Navy (USN), Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (DCNO) for Integration of Capabilities 

and Resources, and the Honorable Sean J. Stackley, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Research, Development and 

Acquisition. The hearing, presided over by HASC- Seapower Chairman, Representative J. Randy Forbes (R-VA-04), 

and HASC- Seapower Ranking Member, Representative Mike McIntyre (D-NC-07), focused on overall modernization of 

Navy weapons programs and posed questions about the capabilities of the Littoral Combat Ship (LCS), the cuts in 

procurement of the Tomahawk missiles in the FY15 PB, and the need for additional Amphibious Assault ships. 

 

 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request): 
Mr. Stackley opened the hearing by making statements regarding the ability for the military to become modernized 

under current budget levels, and the detrimental effects to that ability should sequester level funding return in Fiscal 

Year 2016 (FY16). He stated that the Bipartisan Budget Act (BBA) of 2013 helped alleviate some of the stress of the 

Navy’s budget imposed by the sequester. VADM Mulloy began his own statement by detailing the number of ships 

currently under production by the Navy, and articulated the need for a balance of ships to protect the fragile industry 

that develops and constructs these ships for our Navy. LtGen Glueck emphasized the need for the Navy to continue its 

acquisition of the ships it needs to support the Navy/USMC team. He spoke about the Marine Corps’ roots as a naval 

service and continued by stating that the service’s ability to perform important functions, such as forced entry from the 

sea, had been lessened over the last ten years, and that a strong relationship with robust Navy was important to enable 

the Marines to accomplish these types of missions despite a lack of recent experience. 
  
Representative Colleen Hanabusa (D-HI-01) asked about the procurement of Tomahawk cruise missiles and the 

decision to cut the funding for more missiles in the FY15 PB. Mr. Stackley responded by saying that the decision to 

retire or halt production of the Tomahawk was based on the development of its successor. He stated that the U.S. 

already has the required amount necessary, and that the U.S. is moving forward with an improved missile to replace the 

Tomahawk.  He also stated that there was a balance being made between the Tomahawks currently in possession, the 

acquisition of new ones, and the development of the next generation cruise missile. Representative Rob Wittman (R-

VA-01) asked about the Marine Corps’ need for the LPD Amphibious Assault Ship as it replaces the LSD, and why it is 

important for the Marines’ capability. LtGen Glueck stated that the LPD is a “proven performer” and that it meets the 

requirements for the combatant commander. It is independently deployed with its medical, surface, and combat 

capabilities. Mr. Stackley was asked if the Marines needed another LPD whereby he stated that there was no plan to 

reach the required 38 ships, but rather 33, as the Navy and Marines have agreed that this is an acceptable number given 

risk assessments. Furthermore, the LPD is far more capable than the LSD, and vehicles take a higher priority for the 

Marines. He said that the industrial base is an important factor, and that the most fragile aspect of this base is the 

amphibious ship facet of industry. 
  
Chairman Forbes then asked Mr Stackley asked about the balance of ship types, versus sheer number. He stated that 306 

is the balanced force structure when affordability is factored in. However, he said that to fully meet the requirements of 

the combatant commanders is a 450 ship Navy, although this is unthinkable. He stated that the budgetary constraints 

keep the Navy at 306, and that the balance must be found within these ships. Mr. Stackley also stated that the two 

Virginia Class submarines planned for procurement are at risk under sequester level funding. Although the Navy 

currently has more attack subs than is required, the rate at which they will retire will consequently leave the Navy with 

fewer than it needs. Chairman Forbes also asked about the future of the LCS program. Mr. Stackley responded that, 

along with the statements made by SECDEF, the Navy was looking for ways to make the LCS platform more lethal and 

survivable. He stated that there is a team looking into modifying the LCS or possibly building an entirely new class of 

ships. He stated that the rail gun and laser weapons were under development, and that a basic idea for a laser weapon 

system had been decided upon as the most effective. This weapon will accelerate the rate at which lasers play a role in 

warfare, but not soon. It is a priority. He also stated that the rail gun has been demonstrated, but there are several 

technological areas to be developed in order to weaponize it. Finally, Mr. Stackley said that both of these weapons are 



key technology priorities. 

 

SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE HEARING ON NAVY FY15 POSTURE  

On 27 March 2014, the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC), held its hearing on the posture of the Department of 

the Navy. The witnesses present at the hearing were Mr. Raymond Mabus Jr., Secretary of the Navy (Sec), Department 

of Defense (DOD), Admiral (ADM) Jonathan Greenert, Chief of Naval Operations (CNO), U.S. Navy (USN), and 

General (Gen) James Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps (CMC), U.S. Marine Corps (USMC). The hearing was 

held by SASC Chairman, Senator Carl Levin (D-MI), and SASC Ranking Member, Senator James Inhofe (R-OK). The 

hearing began with opening remarks made by the Chairman and Ranking Member. Chairman Levin outlined that the 

purpose of the hearing was to receive testimony on the posture of the Department of the Navy in review of the Defense 

Authorization Request for Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15) and the Future Years Defense Program (FYDP). Furthermore, he 

highlighted the fact that while a temporary suspension of sequestration was achieved by the Bipartisan Budget Act 

(BBA) of 2013, sequestration will be back come Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15). Therefore, unless modified after FY15, the 

sequester will endanger national interest and security, and heavily damage our Navy’s capabilities and strength. 

Ranking Member Inhofe remarked that the budgetary cuts directed at the Navy and Marine budgets will continue to 

have a major impact on our security, interest and economy. He strongly emphasized that what the U.S. Navy really 

needs right now is a concentrated buildup like the one President Reagan had for our military forces in the 1980s 
 

FURTHER READING (Full AUSN Transcripts & After Action Reports (AARs) available upon request): 
The witnesses began their opening statements with Secretary Mabus making remarks that the U.S. Navy provides 

presence by providing immediate and capable options for our commanders no matter where in the world they are 

located. Allies know we are there for them, and our enemies know we are watching. In total, there are four main 

“factors” that he holds in his mind when discussing any changes within the Department of the Navy; people, platforms, 

power/energy, and partnership. People are the Navy’s greatest advantage over other nations. As a result, the 

compensation the Navy pays was increased in areas such as sea pay. Even so, Secretary Mabus noted that the FY14 

budget tried to control the growth rate of pay and compensation in the long term, a reform that is necessary if the Navy 

is keep cost down and maximize the money it is given to best serve our interests. Platforms are a key focus of our power 

and are the center of our strategy. The current size of our fleet is the result of neglect from the previous decade while we 

were fighting two predominantly/exclusively land based wars. Nevertheless, by the end of this decade the Navy will 

have added over 90 ships (active and procured) to the fleet. Partnership with our allies, through joint-exercises, and with 

the world at large, with our leading role in protecting the international trade channels, has enabled us to establish a 

model of ensuring the seas are safe for travel for everyone. 
  
ADM Greenert started by stating that he was thankful that the BBA of 2013 will allow the Navy to spend money on 

retraining and improving readiness of the naval forces. However, ADM Greenert stated that modernization of the fleet 

has suffered, and, as a result, we will have a much harder time prevailing over the forces of a technologically advanced 

adversary. Nevertheless, ADM Greenert remains on board to get the nation’s fiscal house in order, but the Navy’s forces 

must be able to address a wide range of possible scenarios in the future. This can only be done if the spending caps are 

repealed and the proper amount of funding is given to the Navy that allows it accomplish the task assigned to it. Gen 

Amos reported that the Marines are currently in the process of drawing down force size, while also reassessing the “soul 

of the Marine Corp.” Noting that the Marines will not do less with less, but the same with less, Gen Amos also stated 

that the long term health of the Marines, and the Armed Forces in general, are being put in danger for short term 

financial solutions. He emphasized that the conflicts of the next two decades would be naval in nature and the need for 

capital ships, such as Amphibious Assault Ships, loaded with Marines would only increase. 
  
Chairman Levin started the round of questioning by asking whether the panel agreed with the proposed reforms in FY15 

President’s Budget (PB) regarding the military’s compensation. The FY15 PB claims the total amount of “savings” 

would be worth $2 billion, which could be used for training, education, maintenance, equipment purchasing, and 

modernization of the forces. All three members of the panel agreed that the outline presented in the FY15 PB, with both 

ADM Greenert and Gen Amos emphasizing that no one in the services was worried about their pay, but was about their 

readiness. Ranking Member Inhofe proceeded to ask a series of questions regarding the size and strength of the forces, 

with one question referring to how the Navy planned to maintain an 11 carrier force and the proposed decommissioning 

of the USS George Washington (CVN-73). ADM Greenert responded that the USS George Washington will have the 

funds to continue operations until the Ford Class is completed in 2016. Further questions by the Committee members 

circled between different projects (such as the F-35, LCS and Ohio Class replacement submarine program), the need for 

a new amphibious vessel, the rise of Russia and Chinese naval power, and the growth of compensation pay within 



military services. In answering these questions, the witnesses testified that all projects were on track and that the 

policies the Navy has had are not changing due to the current financial constraints. 
 
AUSN ON THE HILL 
This week, in addition to monitoring Congressional hearings, AUSN actively engaged in meetings, briefs and even 

testifying on Capitol Hill. AUSN participated in an F-35 Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) Brief at Lockheed Martin as well as 

met with industry representatives of Northrop Grumman to discuss their Navy equipment concerns as well as get up to 

date information on the Navy’s needs and capabilities for such equipment. In addition, AUSN met with staff of 

Representative Ron Barber (D-AZ-02) as well as Representative Susan Davis (D-CA-53), Ranking Member of the 

House Armed Services Committee (HASC) - Subcommittee on Military Personnel and Co-Chair of the Congressional 

Navy and Marine Corps Caucus, and her staff to discuss some of AUSN’s legislative priorities and concerns. 

Furthermore, AUSN participated in the 99th Navy Reserve birthday celebration, which had previously been postponed 

due to weather, in the Pentagon as well as a press conference on the Veterans Retraining Assistance Program (VRAP), 

hosted by Representative Julia Brownley (D-CA-26) on the House steps of the Capitol. Finally, AUSN presented 

written and oral testimony this week before the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee (HVAC) - Disability Assistant and 

Memorial Affairs on pending Veteran bills including: H.R. 2018, H.R. 2088, H.R. 2119, H.R. 2529, H.R. 3971, H.R. 

3876, H.R. 4095, H.R. 4102, H.R. 4141 and H.R. 4191, which can be viewed on the AUSN Testimony Section of the 

website. 

 

PRIORITY BILLS INTRODUCED THIS WEEK 
H.R. 4314, (Official title yet to be released). Introduced by Representative Reid Ribble (R-WI-08), the bill would 

amend Title 38, United States Code, to establish a student loan repayment program for totally disabled Veterans. 

H.R. 4305, Medical Evaluation Parity for Servicemembers (MEPS) Act of 2014. Introduced by Representative 

Glenn Thompson (R-PA-05), the bill would amend Title 10, United States Code, to provide an individual with a mental 

health assessment before the individual enlists in the Armed Forces or is commissioned as an officer in the Armed 

Forces.  

H.R. 4276, Veterans Traumatic Brain Injury Care Improvement Act of 2014. Introduced by Representative Bill 

Cassidy (R-LA-06), the bill would extend and modify a pilot program on assisted living services for Veterans with 

Traumatic Brain Injury (TBI). 

 

In the advocacy section of the website, you can click on Bills of Interest to get daily revisions on Congressional action 

for all AUSN priority bills. We STRONGLY encourage you all to visit our Advocacy page, especially the Capitol Hill 

Blog which receives almost daily submissions when Congress is in session to see what AUSN is doing for you on 

Capitol Hill.  
 
We also encourage you and your friends and family to visit the AUSN FACEBOOK PAGE. If you have an account, 

please Login and “Like” us, which will allow you to see our TWITTER feeds and other updates from AUSN that shows 

us monitoring Capitol Hill on your behalf! 
 
NEW LEGISLATIVE ALERTS 
There were two new Legislative Alerts sent this week based on hearings and interaction with Congressional staff, as 

well as traction on the issue. When these alerts are sent to your email, please click on the TAKE ACTION link that is at 

the top of the alert email to send a letter response to your Members of Congress. If you have not seen them, please go to 

the Legislative Alerts section on the AUSN webpage and/or check your e-mail for the following alerts which were 

titled: 
  
Legislative Alert #113-38: SUPPORT H.R. 4217 and S. 2075, the Military Commissary Sustainment Act of 
2014 
Legislative Alert #113-39: SUPPORT H.R. 3470 and S. 1683, Naval Vessel Transfer Act 
 
NEXT WEEK OUTLOOK 
Next week, both the House and Senate will be in session, holding additional hearings regarding Authorization and 

Appropriation bills for Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15). AUSN will be monitoring these hearings and developments, but also 

meeting with staff on other items such as pending Veteran legislation and looking to find ways to get a comprehensive 

Veterans bill complete with staff of the Senate Veterans’ Affairs Committee (SVAC). In addition, AUSN will be 

http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/AdvocacyNewsInformation/tabid/2153/articleType/ArticleView/articleId/35589/Written-and-Oral-Testimony-Submitted-for-House-Veterans-Affairs-Committee-Subcommittee-on-Disability-Assistance-and-Memorial-Affairs-HVAC-DAMA-Hearing.aspx
http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/BillsofInterest/tabid/2668/Default.aspx
http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/tabid/150/Default.aspx
http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/TheCapitolHillBlog/tabid/2335/Default.aspx
http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/TheCapitolHillBlog/tabid/2335/Default.aspx
https://www.facebook.com/AUSN1
http://twitter.com/ausntweets
http://www.ausn.org/Advocacy/LegislativeActionCenter/LegislativeAlerts/tabid/2154/Default.aspx


meeting with the staff of Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) as well as staff of PEO LCS at NAVSEA to get an update on 

the program’s future outlook. Finally, AUSN will be participating in the annual Congressional Reserve Caucus 

breakfast where VADM Robin Braun, Chief of the Navy Reserve (CNR) will be speaking on her priorities and concerns 

for FY15. 
  
QUESTIONS/COMMENTS/CONCERNS 
Anthony A. Wallis, Legislative Director 
Phone (o): 703-548-5800, (m): 703-517-9310 
E-mail: Anthony.Wallis@ausn.org 
Legislative Action Center: Contact Congress 
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