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Congress may consider a number of issues when evaluating national defense components of the Trump 

Administration’s June 24 request for $67.1 billion supplemental FY2026 funding. Table 1 summarizes the 

“defense” provisions.  

Table 1. FY2026 Department of Defense “Urgent Supplemental Funding Needs” 

as transmitted to Congress on June 24, 2026 

Functional Activity 

Requested Budget 

Authority 

(in $ billions) 

“Munitions” $21.0 

“Operational Costs” $17.3 

“Other Classified Programs” $12.1 

“Cybersecurity and Autonomy” $5.1 

“Airborne Moving Target Indication 

and Space Data Network 

Backbone” 

$4.0 

“Drones” $2.4 

“Readiness” $1.7 

“Fuel Costs” $1.5 

“Administration priorities” $1.2 

“National Guard Support” $0.8 

Total $67.1 

Source: OMB, “Estimate #2—FY 2026 Supplemental: Departments of Agriculture, Energy, Homeland Security, the 

Interior, Justice, Labor, State, Transportation, the Treasury, and War, as well as the General Services Administration, 
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Environmental Protection Agency, Other International Programs, and Small Business Administration,” OMB Supplementals, 

Amendments, and Releases web resource, June 24, 2026.  

Notes: The letter and enclosures include non-DOD programs not covered in this table. DOD is currently using a 

secondary Department of War designation under Executive Order 14347 dated September 5, 2025. 

On June 24, 2026, House Appropriations Committee Chairman Tom Cole and Defense Subcommittee 

Chairman Ken Calvert announced that the supplemental request was “officially transmitted to the 

committee for review.” Appropriators in the House and Senate may take up a supplemental funding 

measure as part of a regular annual appropriations bill (e.g., H.R. 9495, a Department of Defense 

Appropriations Act, 2027) or through a standalone supplemental appropriations bill. As discussed below, 

it may also be possible for Congress to take up a national defense supplemental request through budget 

reconciliation.   

Supplemental Requests: Background 
Federal agencies may request additional funding to supplement regular appropriations. Such funding 

requests are called “supplemental requests,” or “supplementals.” To transmit a supplemental request to 

Congress, agencies use procedures established in Section 110 of OMB (Office of Management and 

Budget) Circular A-11. Agencies typically transmit supplemental requests via a formal letter from OMB’s 

Director to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, as spending bills have customarily originated in 

the House.  

OMB Director Russell Vought sent such a letter to the Speaker of the House Mike Johnson on June 24, 

2026, formally requesting a total of $86.1 billion in supplemental FY2026 appropriations for various 

activities, including $67.1 billion for Department of Defense (DOD) military and intelligence activities. 

The letter’s two enclosures contained lists of “Urgent Supplemental Funding Needs” and “Urgent 

Supplemental Authorities” (where “supplemental authorities” would modify enacted statutory language 

rather than provide additional budget authority.) On July 1, 2026, the House Committee on 

Appropriations, Subcommittee on Defense (HAC-D) held a closed hearing in which several appropriators 

reportedly requested more details from the Administration on the supplemental request. 

Discussion 

Comparing FY2026 supplemental request to the department’s $1.5 trillion FY2027 

budget request 

Procedures described in Circular A-11 suggest DOD may provide OMB with detailed justifications for 

each item in the supplemental. OMB’s June 24 letter and its two enclosures do not provide enough detail 

to ascertain whether any of the requested funds are duplicated in the department’s FY2027 request. 

Congress may request additional information from the Administration to determine whether there is any 

overlap with the FY2027 request. For example, the letter states that “most of this request will address 

urgent needs related to Operation Epic Fury (OEF).” It then states that $21 billion of DOD’s $67.1 billion 

would “support critical capabilities, munitions procurement, and strengthen the U.S. industrial base.”  

Congress may assess whether any portion of the June 24 supplemental duplicates the Administration’s 

FY2027 request for activities such as the procurement of missiles and munitions ($95.0 billion), Defense 

Production Act purchases ($30.4 billion), Industrial Base Analysis and Sustainment Support ($41.8 

billion), Office of Strategic Capital Loan Program ($20.2 billion), or Defense Autonomous Warfare Group 

($54.6 billion).  

https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/2026.06.24-Letter-to-the-Honorable-Mike-Johnson.pdf
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2025/09/10/2025-17508/restoring-the-united-states-department-of-war
https://appropriations.house.gov/news/press-releases/cole-calvert-statement-white-house-defense-supplemental-request
http://www.congress.gov/bill/119/hr/9495
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/a11.pdf#page=360
https://www.congress.gov/crs_external_products/R/PDF/R46558/R46558.4.pdf#page=18
https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/2026.06.24-Letter-to-the-Honorable-Mike-Johnson.pdf
https://www.politico.com/news/2026/07/01/iran-pentagon-defense-funding-00984007
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/FY2027_Weapons.pdf#page=68
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/budget_justification/pdfs/02_Procurement/PROC_DPAP_PB_2027.pdf#page=21
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/budget_justification/pdfs/02_Procurement/PROC_DPAP_PB_2027.pdf#page=21
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/budget_justification/pdfs/03_RDT_and_E/RDTE_OSW_PB_2027.pdf#page=1294
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/budget_justification/pdfs/02_Procurement/PB_2027_PDW_VOL_1.pdf#page=19
https://comptroller.war.gov/Portals/45/Documents/defbudget/FY2027/budget_justification/pdfs/03_RDT_and_E/RDTE_OSW_PB_2027.pdf#page=729
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Legislative options for evaluating the Administration’s June 24 supplemental request  

OMB’s June 24 letter did not propose that Congress use a specific legislative process to provide the 

requested funds. If Congress opts to introduce legislation providing supplemental FY2026 appropriations 

for national defense, it could do so (1) as part of an annual FY2027 appropriations act; (2) through a 

standalone FY2026 supplemental appropriations act; or (3) through an FY2026 budget reconciliation 

process.  

Congress has typically acted on previous national defense supplementals by transmitting these proposals 

through the Committees on Appropriations. Although the June 24 supplemental was “officially 

transmitted to the [Appropriations] committee for review,” Congress could take up a supplemental request 

through the budget reconciliation process under the leadership of the Budget committees rather than the 

Appropriations committees. The FY2025 budget reconciliation process may offer insight as to how an 

FY2026 reconciliation might unfold. 

In some respects, DOD funds in the “One Big Beautiful Bill Act” (OBBBA; P.L. 119-21, Title II) fit the 

description of a supplemental (i.e., by providing additional appropriations for FY2025 after Congress had 

enacted full-year FY2025 appropriations [via full-year continuing resolution]). But the OBBBA 

appropriation process differed from a typical supplemental appropriations process in that the Committees 

on Armed Services developed the national defense provisions (responding to budget resolution 

instructions from the Committees on Budget) rather than the Committees on Appropriations. It is unclear 

whether DOD utilized the process outlined in OMB Circular A-11 Section 110 for formulating or 

submitting the proposals that influenced or became Title II of the OBBBA. DOD communications in July 

2025 situated the FY2025 reconciliation request as part of the Trump Administration’s FY2026 budget 

request, rather than as a supplement to FY2025 appropriations. In that regard, one could argue the 

Administration treated its DOD OBBBA request like a budget amendment (where a request for additional 

funds aims to “revise the request for the [next] budget year”) while the legislative process more closely 

resembled a supplemental (by modifying enacted appropriations for the current fiscal year).  

In any case, where previous supplementals have involved legislation under the jurisdiction of the 

Appropriations committees, Congress may opt to evaluate a formal request for supplemental national 

defense funding through several committees of jurisdiction. For example, in the event that a bill with 

supplemental appropriations does not have sufficient votes in the Senate to invoke cloture, chamber rules 

may permit Congress to incorporate contents from a supplemental among the provisions of a budget 

reconciliation package involving committees other than the House and Senate Committees on 

Appropriations. 
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Disclaimer 

This document was prepared by the Congressional Research Service (CRS). CRS serves as nonpartisan shared staff 

to congressional committees and Members of Congress. It operates solely at the behest of and under the direction of 

Congress. Information in a CRS Report should not be relied upon for purposes other than public understanding of 

information that has been provided by CRS to Members of Congress in connection with CRS’s institutional role. 

CRS Reports, as a work of the United States Government, are not subject to copyright protection in the United 

States. Any CRS Report may be reproduced and distributed in its entirety without permission from CRS. However, 

as a CRS Report may include copyrighted images or material from a third party, you may need to obtain the 

permission of the copyright holder if you wish to copy or otherwise use copyrighted material. 
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