I have spent the past 8 years of my career in the DoD.  I am not extremely familiar with any of the Congressional legislation currently under debate for either auth or approp for NASA.

But, I do know that for any core continuing mission of the DoD, we do not allow ANY gaps in fulfilling that mission; that would be a huge failure in strategic planning.  If a gap is unacceptable, the mission needs a series of ever improving developments that overlap.  The Navy never gets out of the business of nuclear powered submarines.  For nuclear attack subs:  Los Angeles Class subs were under construction from 1971-1995.  While they were still being built, the Navy started development and construction of the Seawolf Class, 1989 – 2005.  While those were still under construction, the Navy started the development of the Virginia Class, 1998 – today.  A continuous, overlapping development and construction of systems, where each was better than the prior.
For the air superiority mission, the F-102 was in production while the Air Force was developing the F-106 successor.  Same thing with the F-4 and the F-15; the F-15 and the F-22.  We are still in LRIP on the F-35, and Wright Patterson is already looking at the successor fighter/attack system. 

Many critical National defense missions demand this kind of continuity.  That is where NASA and Congress have failed the country.  It happened after Apollo, and we weren't smart enough to learn from that.

Apollo 17:

Dec 1972

Skylab 1-4:
Feb 1974

Apollo-Soyuz:
Jul 1975

STS-1:

Apr 1981

Six years from the last American in space until the first Shuttle launch,

Nine years from Apollo 17 to the Shuttle.

Isn't human spaceflight one of NASA's critical missions?  Why do we allow gaps?  We should have been developing the Shuttle successor for the past ten years; but we didn't.

We need a system that closes that gap rapidly, with the highest degree of reliability and safety. 
In order to do that, we need a system that is based on already proven technology, no miracles between now and first flight.  That will shorten the gap, reduce non-recurring costs, and improve reliability.  Additionally, we will need a rigorous ground and flight test program; the F35 flight test program includes hundreds of sorties to explore every edge of the flight test envelope.

Immature systems, inadequately tested, have killed my friends and colleagues in flight.  We should not march down that path again.
Finally, I agree completely with one finding of the Augustine Commision.  NASA has, and continues to be, underfunded by several billion per year.  We cannot expect NASA to undertake the breadth of its missions in aeronautics and space exploration with the inadequate resources at its disposal.  The gap in HSF we now see is a direct result of inadequate funding.  At a time when we have seen hundreds of billions go to bail out banks and insurance companies, handful of billions per year for NASA seems trivial. 
