
12 / 17/2008 17. 52 

c·HRISTCPHEfl S. MUAPHY 
bTtl 01~1=r. Co~eC'Tu:-."T 

COMMim£ON 
ENERGY AND COMMfRC!; 

COMMITTE!: ON OVERSIGHT 
AND GOVERNMENT REFOfiM 

Elizabeth King 

atongres.s of tlte 11utub titatts 
JWuse of illqrnJeatuttues 

•aalytagtoa. IKlt aDSl5-D7US 

December 17, 2009 

Assistant Secretary of Defense 
far Legislative Affairs 

United States Department of Defense 
1100 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20501 

Dear Ms. King, 
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J am writing to express my concern about an issue brought to me by an employee 
of the Connecticut Department of Labor. 

·-- _ -~- . Veterans' Employment Representatives at the Connecticut Department of Labor 
have heard from multiple veterans that they have been instructed that they are not eligible 
for unemployment benefits upon discharge. The Connecticut Department of Labor is 
working to educate these veterans of their rights1 hut they have asked me to contact the 
Department of Defense to ensure that accurate infannation is provided at the time of 
separation. 

I respectfully request that the briefings provided at discharge be reviewed to make 
cenain that seTVicemen and women are provided with accurate information about their 
eligibility for unemployment benefits. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter and lloak forward to your prompt 
reply. If you have any questions., please feel free to contact Stephanie Podewell in my 
office at (860) 223-8412 or stephanic.podcwell@mail.house.gov. 

Encl. 
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Elizabelh King 
Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Department of Defense 
Washington. D.C. 20301-1300 

Dear Assistant Secretary King: 

January 26, 2012 
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I am writing an behalf o~L(b_)(6_) _________ ____JI (SSNL---I(b-)(6_) __ __JI· 

l(b)(6) I has requested that Task the Department of the Defense, Office of the 
Inspector General investigate what he believes are incidents of disregard of regutations by 
several officers and civilian employees of the Anny. 

1 respectfully request tha~(b)(6) linquiry be forwarded to the Office of the 
Ins ector General tor their review. Enclosed you will find an authorization farm signed b~ (b)(6 ) 
(b)(6) a list of his accusations, and a letter he sent to my office and Senator Blumenthal's 

If you have any questions, please don't hesita~e to contact Stephanie Podewell from my 
office at (R60) 223-8412 or stephunie.podeweU@maiJ.house.gov. Thank you for your time and 
attention to this matter. 
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Under tbe friv•cy Act of 1974, yo.ar sigrutture i$ required for Congr0$Smaa Murphy to contact 
federal agencie11 and private institutioaa on your bebalf. Ple~U~e complete and 1ign tbi11 form before 

.... t ........... itt,.- sman, M.urph:v's office. 
(b)(6) 

Name. 

Addr. 

City ~od Zip Code: P/..;z.kt(.U?_ , 
(b)(6) 

D:aytim 

CL aoc2- g.9t~ 

~ircle on()) Fax;-;;: ~( =-:-_!....) ~==========---__, 
l(b)(6) 

~circle one) Cei~L __________ _j Evcnin1 

E~mail: 
L_ __ -----fiJ(hlb)(ffii6)~---~t .l<b)(6) I 

Social Security Numbe1 1-----Date ofBirt,L ______ ___Jr 
lclentification or Case Number:----~--------~--------

Fedetal agency ygu n4!cd help witb~ ..t.LL.~"L-----~A~~~"h?~~V--~~-----------
0 

Nature of iJ1we: $ ee. M4'f ·1269 ('. 
I "'T 

I authori2:e tbe Office of Con.aressman Christopher S. Murphy co --ddrc&a the numer described 
above. on my behalf and to rell:!eive am)' retel'ant iatormalion tb.e Congre:nlma.n t~and hiil staff may 

I~·~··•·;·""•-m·-·r ... ·· ....... m., .5 ~.2oft . 

p~n &~ , 

Please print and mail to: 
Conares•man Chris S. Murphy 
114 West Maio Street, Suite 206 
New Britaio, CT 06051 
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Dear Mr. Senator, 

1 am writing you in reference of some issues, which take place in the US Army Reserve 
Command. I have joined this organization, when I had enrolled in its chaplaincy program 
last year. During my short membership~ I encountered numerous incidents of defiance of 
regulations, negligence and deceit among its full .. time members: juniors and seniors 
alike. Here are some examples of them: commanders ignore personnel misconduct, 
chaplains exercise command authorities, e-nlisted men mind officer's business, civiHans 
derelict their duties and none of them use proper communication channels. All my 
attetnpts to draw its leadership's attention to these issues have fallen on deaf ears. 
Instead~ its top leader, Lieutenant General Stul~ foJJowed his subordinates' suit, which 
shows the root causes of this problem. I would like to ask that you, as a current member 
of the Senate Committee on the Anned Forces. inquire into this issues with Department 
of Defense Office of Inspector General and provide me with their responses. In the 
attachment. I provided the list of those individuals and laws that they violated. 

l(b)(6) 
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The Honorabk Donatd C. Winter 
Secretary of the Navy 
1000 Navy Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20350~ 1000 

Dear Secretary Winter: 

February II, 2009 

We w:rite to exp~:ess our concern r~garding the significant cost ovem.ms associated 
v.ith the VH-71 Presidential Helicopter Repl.lcement Progtam. As you know, the 
Depa1tment oF Deft:nse announced that the total acquisition cost is projected to increase 
[Tom $6.5 bill ion.to S 11.2 billion, raising the cost per helicopter by 50 percent above the 
original estimate. \Ve respectfully request detailed information on this recent Nunn· 
McCurdy breach, including variou:; options to modify or re-open the contract for bidding, 
as mandated in the FY2009 National De feme Authorization Act (P .L. 1 1 0-417). 

We a.r.:: vc:ry supportive oftb~ Defense Department's initiative to ensure that 
progrJJm arc held accounLtble to their pruj.:cted budgets and timelines. Secretary Gates 
spec1f.il:J.lly mentioned the VH-71 as a ·'big ticket" item experiencing contract or program 
performance probiems. Likev .. isc, President Obama llated that the program's cost 
represents, '"a lot of money, evE.>n for Washington;' and promised to "take a close look at 
it," identifying this program as emblematic ' ·of some of the systematic problems we have 
in Pentagon procwcment. ·• 

As you knovv, Lockheed Martin was awarded the contract ·wirhout any experience 
building helicopt~rs, winning the contract over the incwnbent controctor, Sikorsky. 
Sikorsky h:..~s manufactured Marine One since President Eisenhower first utilized 
helicop!i::r::. tor pr.:sidcntial transport in the 1950s. The company fulfilled these contracts 
\VithOLlt exceeding the: pr~1jected budget or failing to meet requ.ircd timdines and 
milestones. Sikorsky i.s a tested. and pro'-'en prime contractor for the Marine One tlcet. 
In addition , Sikorsky maintains the most siiingent security requirements for its Marine 
One aircrafr and facilities, \\ith minimal reliance on foreign components and designs. 

We therefore respectfully request a thorough report, coupled ~ith a briefing, on 
the developm~nt plans for this program, including an analysis of the potential advantages 
of ei!h~r rc-op~ning the contract for bidding or requiring split-production between 
Lockheed .\Jartin and the incumbent contractor. We believe that such an analysis of 
altennlives will pr,~·sent a ckar opti .. HJ Djr the Department of Defense to eventually 
d.::vdc·? i\ ,1arin~ Ow: ~lir·;:raft on lime :-.nd C•n budget. 

1~111111111 ! 11 
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We thank you in advance for keeping us apprised of the Navy's decision~maldng 
process and look fonvard to receiving a detaj led report, as well as a briefing on the 
matter, as soon as possible. Ljke you, we bdieve that there are few more sensitive and · 
more important national security concerns than the safe transport of our nation's chief 
executive_ WlJen th~ President travels on thls aircrEJ.ft, it becomes a critical information 
node, \\'ith vital data coming in, and the most important decisions being meted out. We 
hope that you will provide us with a worbble plan for d~livering the highest quality 
aircraft with rh~ highest security standards. Our President and our nation deserve no less. 

If you have any questions regarding thjs or any other issue, please do not hesitate 
to contact us or our staff: Lindsay George of Senator Dodd's office at (202) 224-1730 or 
Dan Zeitlin of Representative DeLaura's office at (202) 225-3661. Thank you for your 
c:onsiderati on. 

Sincerely, 

United States Senamr 

f1fl-G~ 
A~HN B. LARSON 
C{~ited St;:~ks Repres~ntatiw 

()- A1 
c!kroi1;;::;,~HY 
United States Represemative 

Cc: The Honorable Robert M_ Gates 
Secr..etary of De fensc: 

The Honorable John Young 

~II. l ]),W,.(f" 
ROSA L DeLAURO 
United States Representative 

~ . 

~COL~ 
Cnited States Representative 

. ited States Representative 

Und~r Secr~tary of Defer.se for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics 

~1r. Scan J. Stackley 
Assistant Secretary c,fthe Nary for Research. Development & Acquisition 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates., 
Secretary of Defense 

February 8, 2008 

1000 Defense Pentagon. Room 3E880 
W~hington D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

We write to express our concern over recent issues with regard to the VH-71 
presidential helicopter program and urge you to re-compete the contract. In short, the 
program seems to be seriously over budget, significantly delayed and still the wrong 
choice to be :flying the U.S. President. 

Ill 00 2 

It is our understanding that the VH-71 program cost has increased by over fifty 
percent from $6.1 billion to nearly $11 billion. Costs for increment II alone have been 
reported to have increased from $1 to $2 billion. Such increases strain congressional 
patience with the whole Department of Defense acquisition process, let alone this specific 
program. We would like to know how any program's initial cost estimate can increase so 
much after only two years. 

We suspect that the answer to the above question is linked to the nearly 2,000 
Tequiremcnts changes to the program since the original competition resulting in a current 
platform that no longer resembles the original contract award. The modifications being 
made to extend the length of the tail section, in addition to those being done to the rotor, 
will create an aircraft that in no way resembles what was originally bid. Moreover, if 
these requirements were included in the initial competition, there is no doubt that other 
companies would have modified their proposals making them potentially more attractive 
than the current wiiDler. Finally. the winning team has promised to assemble most of 
these aircraft in the United States- a promise we believe they will not keep. 

AccordingJy, it has become sufficiently evident that the Depa1.1ment of Defense 
made a mistake in choosing a foreign helicopter to fly the U.S. president and the time has 
come to correct it. We must keep confidence in this program, which last year saw a $500 
million cut ·in funding. Now is the time to re-compete this ''new'~ platform and find a 
winner who can deliver it on-tim~ and on·b~dget, and do so with American workers. 

~-
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Sincerely, 

;(,J--1. P~f~ 
ROSA L. DELA 0 
Member of Congress 

~~ EriLPHUSTOWNS 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

jtx-(~ 
JOE COURTN--mr-- I 
Member of Congress 

~003 
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The Honorable Robert M Gates 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

February 3, 2011 

Re: DARPA BAA 10-83 and Wraith Technologies, LLC 

Dear Secretary Gates, 

I am writing in strong support of the application submitted by Wraith Technologies. LLC 
for funding for a catalytic control system capable of converting atmospheric carbon 
dioxide into liquid fuels. 

Wraith's proposal has implications to U.S. interests both at home and abroad. The 
prospect of on-site production promises to improve fuel logistics in terms of both cost 
and remote site availability. Domestically, this technology has the potential to yield 
positive results economically and environmentally. The implementation of Wraith's 
catalytic system technology will result in creation of several engineering and 
manufacturing jobs in Connecticut. Furthermore, the technology presents the opportunity 
to help wean the country off our dependence on foreign oil and to improve our 
environmental health by reducing greenhouse gases. - · · 

As a result, I respectfully request that Wraith's application for funding be given full and 
fair consideration. I would greatly appreCiate if you would keep my office informed of 
any developments related to this matter. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact my District Director Robert Michalik at (860) 223-8412. 

Thank you for your time and. consideration. 

Ev,.~ wish, 

Chri~ S. Murphy ., ... 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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The Honorable George W. Bush 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

February 08,2008 

7~7~3/ 

We write to express our deep concern over the "'Declaration of Principles for a 
Long-Term Relationship of Cooperation and Friendship Between the Republic of Iraq 
and the United States of America" that you and Iraqi Prime -Minister Nouri al-Maliki 
signed on November 26, 2007. Specifically, we seek to understand the parameters of the 
document and the reported provisions you are seeking to include in the final agreement. 
We believe an agreement of such immense importance to the long-term interests of the 
United States deserves close consultation with Congress. 

Most disconcerting to us are the security-related obligations laid out in the 
Declaration of Principles, including a commitment to support .. the Republic of Iraq in 
defending its democratic system against internal and external threats," to provide 
.. security assurances and commitments to the Republic oflraq to deter foreign 
aggression," to support Iraq "in its efforts to combat all terrorist groups" including 
"Saddamists, and all other outlaw groups regardless of affiliation," and to support Iraq in 
"training, equipping, and arming the Iraqi Security Forces." Foremost amongst our 
concerns is that such terms will commit U.S. forces to combat any internal armed faction 
or external enemy that is deemed a threat by the al-Maliki government regardless of 
whether such action is clearly in our national interest. 

We note that Secretary of Defense Robert Gates asserted in Congressional 
testimony this week that the agreement ''will not contain a commitment to defend 
Iraq," yet we remain concerned that such a commitment is nevertheless included in a 
written document signed by two heads of state . . We are left to question whether his 
comments indicate that you will renounce the parameters laid out in the Declaration of 
Principles. Regardless, we believe it is clear that any agreement with Iraq would likely 
authorize our forces to engage in combat. Currently U.S. forces in combat are operating 
under a U.N. mandate. Should that mandate end as proposed in the Declaration of 
Principles, we believe such authority should be approved by legislatures in both Iraq and 
the United States. 



Such assurances and commitments could also very well in our view necessitate 
the continued deployment of a substantial number oftroops in Iraq, a policy that directly 
conflicts with the wishes of a majority of both the Senate and House ofRepresentatives 
and, more importantly, the wishes of the majority of Americans. In addition, such an 
agreement could lead to pennanent bases in Iraq despite bipartisan legislation that you 
signed into law restricting funding for any permanent U.S. installation in Iraq. 

While Secretary Gates also testified that your Administration will not "seek 
permanent bases in Iraq," that commitment is contradicted by an earlier statement from 
your Assistant to the President and Deputy National Security Advisor for Iraq and 
Afghanistan, Lieutenant General Douglas E. Lute who called permanent bases "a key 
item for negotiation." Moreover, Secretary Gates' comment is further contradicted by the 
signing statement you issued along with the 2008 National Defense Authorization Act in 
which you declared that you have the power to bypass a provision in the bill barring the 
establishment of "any military installation or base for the purpose of providing for the 
permanent stationing of United States Armed Forces in Iraq." 

Along with these provisions in the Declaration of Principles, recent media reports 
point to how your Administration is seeking to guarantee civilian contractors specific 
legal protections from Iraqi law. We question the wisdom of pursuing such negotiations 
when such an agreement to date has protected Blackwater employees who ki1led 17 Iraqi 
civilians on September 16, 2007 causing substantial damage to America's image, and 
when in no other country are American military contractors granted such protection from 
domestic Jaw. 

Unfortunately, these and other questions pertaining to the proposed long-tenn 
agreement with Iraq have not been answered because, to our knowledge, your 
Administration has refused to consult with the Congress. General Lute stated at the 
outset that he does not "anticipate now that these negotiations will lead to the status of a 
formal treaty which would then bring us to formal negotiations or forma] inputs from the 
Congress." Moreover, your Administration declined four separate invitations, incJuding 
one to General Lute, to participate in a joint hearing ofthe House Foreign Affairs 
Subcommittee on International Organizations, Human Rights and Oversight and the 
Subcommittee on the Middle East and South Asia on January 23, 2008, as well as 
additional invitations to a subsequent hearing today. 

This refusal to engage with Congress contradicts the Department of State's 
"Circular 175" regulations, which implement U.S. laws on the handling of international 
agreements. These regulations require that the relevant Committees be "advised of the 
intention to negotiate significant new international agreements, consulted concerning 
such agreements, and kept informed of developments affecting them, especially whether 
any legislation is considered necessary or desirable for the implementation of the new 
treaty or agreement." While you are now offering to provide closed door briefings to 
Members of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, we believe this offer falls well short 
of the "openness and transparency" in the negotiations promised by Secretary Gates in 
his Congressional testimony this week. 



Furthermore, we are deeply troubled by your decision not to provide a fu11 and 
detailed supplemental war funding request with the fiscal year 2009 annual budget. As 
you know, under the fiscal year 2007 defense authorization (PL 109-364), you are 
required to include a war cost estimate in the budget, a law that you did comply with last 
year. In light of the fact that you and Prime Minister al-Maliki are proposing to enact this 
pact beginning in fiscal year 2009, we believe this decision only further leaves the 
Congress and the American people in the dark with regard to this agreement. 

Secretary Gates has discussed a "long and enduring presence" in Iraq of which the 
"Korea model" and the "security relationship that we have with Japan" are examples. 
Both of these relationships were established after consultations with Congress and after 
two-thirds ofthe Senate had given its advice and consent to ratification of a treaty. While 
we agree that it is in our national interest to map out our future relationship with Iraq, in 
light of the long-term repercussions the agreement you are currently negotiating wilJ have 
on the United States, we strongly urge you to enter serious consultations with and seek 
the approval of Congress rather than unilaterally locking in commitments that constrain 
your successor's ability to forge a new direction in Iraq. 

Sincerely, 

~.ru~~ 
Member of Congress 

RAHM EMANUEL 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 



Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

~Lwa., ... 
~LUMENAUER . 

Member of Congres~ 

()etw~ 
PETER WELCH 
Member of Congress 

df.tb? 
LJYD DOGGETT 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

OLLUM 
Member of Congress 

~~:JJtL 
Member of Congress 

~1(~ 
M HIRONO 
Member of Congress 



Member ofCongress 

Member of Congress 

Pi~~ 
ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
Member of Congress 

j~(~ 
JOE COURT~~:: .. .,.. I 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

BARBARA LEE 
Member of Congress 

c avv! St. ... \),._. •. 
CAROL SHEA-PORTER -~ 
Member of Congress 



4~:--Q-
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

~~~~~&~ .. ~ 
ELLEN TAUSCHER 
Member of Congress 

"-c;:~~.._.._,., ~~M~~u~&(f,;_ 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

;.a ... tu. .... ~f . 
DEBBIE WASSERMAN S LTZ 
Member of Congress 

C TOPHERM ~ 
Member of Congress / 

• 



Member of Congress 

PHIL HARE 
Member of Congress 

~·~){~ .. J:-----~CKMR 
Member of Congress 

cc: The Honorable Condoleezza Rice 
The Honorable Robert Gates 
Lieutenant General Douglas E. Lute 

STEVE COHEN 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

PAUL HODES 
Member of Congress 
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The Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Room 3E880 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta, 

February 6, 2012 

On December 22, 2011, the United States Air Force (USAF) awarded a $355 million contract to 
Sierra Nevada/Embraer for Light Air Support (LAS) aircraft to be used by the Afghan National 
Army Air Force. This award represents the first USAF purchase made under the LAS contract's 
$950 million ceiling. Prior to the award, the USAF controversially excluded Hawker Beechcraft 
(HBC) from competition, creating what amounts to a sole-source contract for the Brazilian-based 
jet manufacturer, Embraer. We respectfully request the Departlnentto provide Congress with a 
thorough explanation as to why the USAF excluded Hawker Beechcraft from the competition. 

Up until the time the USAF excluded HBC, LAS was a closely fought contest between the 
Hawker Beechcraft Corporation's AT-6B and Embraer' s Super Tucano. The U.S. taxpayers 
have already invested billions of dollars into the U.S. Air Force and Navy T-6 trainer fleets built 
and maintained by HBC. This investment has allowed Hawker to make a competitive LAS bid 
that leverages and,maximizes the existinglogistics, ~upport, and pilot training investment already 
made by the United Siat~s Government. HBC is a trusted supplier to the U.S. military and a 
valued part of many local communities. 

Mr. Secretary, we believe it is important that the Air Force be abundantly transparent and 
forthright given that it has excluded an American company from a significant competition. We 
hope you recognize the importance of this situation. 

Thank you for your p~~;sonal attentici'~ t~ this matter. '< 

'U /) .. /. 
DaM:inski ~ 
. Member of Congress 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 1111111111 I 1 111111111111111 II 
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Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Ka&fh7 eastv 
Member of Congress 

Adam Kinzinger 
Member of Congress 

Mike Fitzpatrick 
Member of Congress 



Robert Aderholt 
Member of Congress 

~r 
Christopher Murphy (CT) 
Member of Congress 

Elton Gallegly 
Member of Congress 

.•. /'/~-~ 
"',.. I' 

/ / v"f 

Tim Huelskamp 
Member of Congress 

Spenc Bachus 
Member of Congress 

/~:J?Jh 
Bobby R 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Mo Brooks 
Member of Congress 

~~~ 
Member of Congress 

~..;.A! 
L)llllleilkiil 
Member of Congress 
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CHRISTOPHER S. MURPHY 
5TH DISTRICY, CONNO.CT"~" r 

COMMITIEE ON 
!:N!:RGY AND COMMERCE 

COMMlTrEE ON OVERSIGHT 
AND GOVERNMENT REFORM 

C!rungres.s nf tlte l!niteb &lutes 
Jlnuse nf lltprt.&tntatiuts 

lla.s~ingtun. D!L t!D515-D7D5 

Elizabeth King 
Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for L~gislative Affairs 
U.S. Department of Defense 
Washington, D.C. 20301-1300 

Dear Assistant Secretary King: 

February 27, 2012 

#4245 P.002/005 

412 CANNON Houso Off"~' j;I•Jor lliNG 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

202-1~5· 4476 

Ilia rHI~"T OFFICE: 
114 WooL MAIN S·ruwr. SLJlTI: !:!Oii 

Nr.w ttRITIIIN, CT 1Mi051 
880-223-8412 

I.am writing on behalf o~(b)(6 ) I(SSNj(b)(6) f of Plainville, 
Connecttcut. L..._ _______ ~ L..._ ___ ___, 

l(b)(
6

) I has requested that I ask the Deparunent of the Defense if any action was 
~~...........,~garding his suggestion related to fuel eft'iciency for DoD vehicles. According t~(b)(6 ) I 
L......y-,...--,.,........, 

ihe recommendation was submitted to the Department of the Army in April2011 prior to 

T respectfully request th~(b)(6 ) !suggestion be reviewed ~a determine if it would 
~~~""*-'""'o the Department of Defense. Enclosed please find an authorization form signed 
L._ ___ __, as well as a copy of his original memorandum about this issue. 

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact Stephanie Podewell from my 
oft1ce at (860) 223-8412 or stephanie.podewell@mail.house.gov. 'lbank you for your time and 
attention to this matter. 

1111111111 

080002516-12 
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Fuel economy suggestion 
subject: Recommendation on Including an Anti-Idling section to the us Army command 
Pol1cy. 
Purpose: Preservation of Natural Resources and Government Funds. 
Referen'"a. ··; A rmlt PQO!!l ,.,.; on 5-l7. 
Author :Kb)(6) _ I 
Pate: 4 Aprl 2011. 

I. outline. From the very first days, when 1 set my feet in this country, I had 
noticed the unusual way the Americans use natural resources. one of the things that 
caught my particular attention was the way they use a gasoline. In Uzbekistan, the 
country of my origin, people appreciate even the worst type of gasoline that they 
can get hold of. usually, gasoline providers in Uzbekistan illegally mix gasoline 
with other forms of petrol in order to increase their profits. cab drivers in rural 
areas, where fuel and other natural resources are hard to find, purchase that 
udirty" gasoline from private individuals in bottles. A cab driver would normally 
keep those bottles in the trunk of his car until he finds a customer or grouP- of 
customers, who would be willing to reimburse him the cost of the gasoline upfront 
and only then he would pour that bottle into his gas tank. Once the customer or a 
group of customers are delivered to their destination, they would then finalize 
their payment with the driver. In the country, where summers last for five months 
and dail¥ temperature reach 120 degrees Fahrenheit, drivers still refrain from using 
air-cond1tioners due to their adverse impact on fuel efficiency. The concept of 
voluntarily idling vehicles is something unheard of in that part of ~he world. w~at 
1 saw in the states was quite astonishing for my unacc~stomed eyes: a driver leav1ng 
his car in the parking lot with an engine running and AC turned on 1 while he shopped 
at the grocery store; a police officer filling out some papers ins1de a running car 
with its windows rolled down for almost an hour. l also observed soldiers rout1nely 
idled government vehicles for extended periods of time during weekly vehicle 
inspections, as well as daily missions. 

Problem. causing voluntarily idling of government vehicles is a wastef~l manner 
that should not be tolerated. I can not stand by and watch the tax payers money 
being carelessly wasted by soldiers at the time when us Government is under a threat 
of a shutdown because of a lack of funding for its services. As a former enlisted 
soldier, I know that most junior service members, who are usually the drivers of 
m~litary vehicles, will do everything they can get awa~ wit~. unless their.conduct 
v1olates pol1c1es that can be enforced. In order to effect1vely stop Sald1ers 
wasting gov~rnment fue1, I suggest introducing a new punitive section to the Army 
Command Po 1 1 cy . 
II. Recommendation. The following is the body of the proposed section that needs to 
be added to AR 600-20: 

4-24. Misuse of government fuel 

Members of the Army are provided Government vehicles to facilitate official 
~ran~portation. Individual accountability for the management of the government fuel 
1s v1~al for ~he cont1nued success of the government budget and efficiency of 
government services to the American people. No OP.erator of a government vehicle will 
cause or permit vehicles to idle for more than five minutes in any sixty minute 
period except as noted below. 
a. Definition. Misuse of a Government fuel inclu~es any improper or wasteful use of 
Government vehicles, including any use of Government vehicles for personal comfort. 
Improper use of the government fuel is defined as idling government vehicles for 
more than five minutes in any sixty minute period, except for emergency purposes. 
b. scope: Government fuel will be used to operate government transportation in order 
to mov~ 1ts personnel or cargo from one location to another. Idling vehicles creates 
excess1ve wear of engines and waste of fuel, which results in the Joss of millions 
of tax-payer dollars annually. 
c. Commana responsibilities. Enforcement of this policy is a responsibility of 
comm~nders at all levels. commanders will ensure that all soldiers, who are issued 
tactlcal and non-tactical driver's licenses are counseled on the appropriate use of 
the fuel. The best way to curtail misuse of fuel is to prevent it through raising 
fuel economy awareness, dispelling misconceptions about engine capabilities, 
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· Fuel economy suggestion 
applying proper fuel saving techniques and leadership by example. commanders will 
further monitor the use of the Government fuel to detect abuse and take appropriate 
corrective or disciplinary action. 
d. command options. This paragraph is punitive with regards to soldiers. violators 
of this policy will be prosecuted under Article 92, UCMJ (Failure to obey a lawful 
general order or regulation) and Article lOS, UCMJ (Military property of the united 
states-sale, loss, aamage, destruction or wron9ful disposition). commanders should 
seek the advice and counsel of their legal adv1sor when taking actions pursuant to 
this para~raph. 
e. Exemptlons: Provisions of this section do not apply for the period where: 
1. A vehicle idles when operating on-board electronics, heaters, air conditioners, 
or other equipment necessary to accomplish a mission, prevent malfunction or safety 
hazard and not for the convenience of the vehicle operator or occupants. 
2. A police, fire, ambulance 1 public safety or any other vehicle being used in an 
emergency capacity, idles wh1le in the state of emergency and not for the 
convenience of the vehicle operator or occupants. 
3. A vehicle idles when it's used as a cover from dangers of a combat. 

III. calculation of a direct benefit from proposed changes. According to the Defense 
News#the Army h4s around 154.000 Humvee's in its fleet. According to us 
Environmental Protection Agency# a typical truck wastes around one gallon of fuel 
durin9 one hour of idling and incurs additional $2000 in maintenance fees annually. 
Assum1ng that all Humvees are operational and each is used at least once a week, 
voluntarily idles for one hour a week, when it consumes one gallon of diesel, which 
costs $4.00, we can calculate the average annual savings from elimination of that 
unnecessary idling for the whole fleet of Humvees: 154.000 ~ 4 x 52 ~$32 million. 
This figure represents only a minimum amount of expected savings for this particular 
type of vehicles. If we consider the number of all government vehicles in the Army 
(tactical and non-tactical), their average use, an 1ncreased price of fuel in some 
overseas locations and additional maintenance fees, the estimated benefit will 
increase exponentially. 

IV. Conclusion. The new provision to the regulation will c4use the Army leaders to 
raise fuel economy awareness, dispel misconceptions about en9ine capabilities and 
teach proper fuel saving techniques to junior soldiers. It w1ll also empower 
commanders to take appropriate actions against those service members who choose to 
violate the policy. The proposed changes will help reduce unnecessary pollution and 
soldiers' exposure to hazardous environment as well. The Army and other Military 
Services are the biggest recipients of federal funds, therefore they should be 
striving to provide more efficient services to the American people. My 
recommendation will not cost the Army anything and can be implemented immediately. 

Definitions: 

Humvee- (derived from HMMWV)- is a term used to identify a High Mobility 
Multipurpose Wheeled Vehicle that is largely used b¥ us and other military forces 
UCMJ - is an abbreviation for the Uniform code of Mllitary Justice. 
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Dttsl1ington, mar 20515 

The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301~1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

March 26, 2012 

Thank you for your leadership of the Department ofDefense (DoD) during these difficult times. 
We are proud to support DoD installations that employ military, civilian, and contractor 
personnel who make invaluable contributions towards ensuring our national security. 

We understand that the defense budget must be adjusted to take into account geopolitical · 
changes and budgetary realities. However, under your predecessor, the "Efficiency Initiative" 
had a disproportionately adverse impact on civilian personnel. Under this plan, the size of the 
civilian workforce would be cut back to FY 2010 levels, while no comparable constraints were 
imposed on the contractor workforce. 

The unique constraints that DoD has placed on the civilian workforce have raised concerns that 
managers could be prevented from using civilian employees even when they cost less or the 
work is sufficiently sensitive or important that it should be performed by civilian employees. 
Surely, we can all agree that DoD's sourcing decisions should be made on the basis of the law, 
cost, policy, and risk, and that it makes no sense to prevent DoD managers from using civilian 
employees simply because they are civilian employees. · 

That is why we strongly urge you to ensure that DoD complies with all sourcing and workforce 
managem~nt laws, both those that are longstanding as well as those that were included in the FY 
2012 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA), Public Law 112~81. Specifically, we 
recollliD.erid: 

· 1. Eliminate the arbitrary cap on the civilian workforce. If there is work to be done 
and funding to pay for that work, managers should not be arbitrarily prevented from 
using civilian employees (10 USC 129). Commercial functions should be shifted back 
and forth on the basis of costs (1 0 USC 129a). The FY 2010 cap on the civilian 
workforce should be lifted so that sourcing decisions can be based on the merits, 
rather than arbitrary constraints. We urge you to provide the Defense Human 
Resources Board with the support and leadership necessary to eliminate the cap. 

· 2. Embrace Total Force Management. Instead of managing civilian personnel by 
arbitrary constramts, we urge the Department to embrace the new Total Force 
Management authorities provided in the FY12 NDAA to ensure that the Department 
looks at its military, civilian, and contraCtor workforces more holistically. 
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3. Cap spending on service contracts. Until the cap on the civilian workforce is lifted, 
we strongly urge the Department, particularly the Comptroller's office, to comply 
with the FY 2012 NDAA that caps spencling on service contracts at FY 2010 levels. If 
the Department insists on capping the civilian workforce at FY 2010 levels, a similar 
cap should be applied to the service contract spending levels. 

4. Conduct cost comparisons when making outsourcing decisions. DoD cannot 
convert a function last performed by civilian employees to contractor performance 
without conducting a formal cost comparison (10 USC 2461). We are pleased that the 
Department issued guidance in December in order to enhance compliance with this 
prohibition. We urge you to place a high priority on implementing these reforms. 

5. Implement inventory of contract services. We appreciate that DoD has come to an 
agreement on implementing an inventory of contract services. We urge the 
Department to be aggressive in overcoming any procedural concerns related to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act and that the inventory be implemented in such a way that it 
allows for the identification and control of cOsts, including identifying and preventing 
over-execution of spencling, as well as distinguishing base spending from Overseas 
Contingency Operations spencling. Finally, we urge the pepartment to respect the 
conclusion reached by conferees to the FY 2012 NDAA that "the appropriate use of 
public-private competition is predicated on a sound planning process and the 
availability of accurate information, including the information that would be supplied 
by a compliant inventory." 

6. Prohibit outsourcing of inherently governmental work. We urge the Department 
to comply with the FY 2012 NDAA that no inherently governmental work be 
privatized and that reliance on contractors for the performance of work closely 
associated with inherently governmental functions should be incrementally reduced. 
Finally, we urge the Department to adhere to the insourcing laws that were reaffirmed 
in the FY 2012 NDAA and make insourcing decisions on the basis of the usual 
criteria of the law, cost, policy, and risk, instead of arbitrary targets or constraints. 

Thank you for your consideration of our views. As the Department ensures our nation's security, 
while adjusting to budgetary realities, it is imperative that we value and appreciate the 
remarkable work done by our civilian personnel. The best way we can do that is by ensuring that 
the Department is fully compliant with sourcing and workforce management laws. 

Sincerely, 

'f-4~u~.c:J &rcrJ.fdr---
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Signed by 1:he following 131 Members of Congress: 

Gary Ackennan (NY-05) 
Jason Altmire (PA-04) 
Robert Andrews (NJ-01) 
Joe Baca (CA-43) 
Tammy Baldwin (WI-02) 
Xavier Becerra (CA-31) 
Sanford Bishop (GA-02) 
Susanne Bonamici (OR-01) 
Madeleine Bordallo (GU-AL) 
Dan Boren (OK-02) 
Leonard Boswell (IA-03) 
Robert Brady (P A-0 1) 
Bruce Braley (lA -01) 
Corrine Brown (FL-03) 
Lois Capps (CA-23) 
Michael Capuano (MA-08) 
Russ Carnahan (M0-03) 
John Carney (DE-AL) 
Judy Chu (CA-32) 
David Cicilline (RI-01) 
Hansen Clarke (MI-13) 
Yvette Clarke (NY -11) 
William Lacy Clay (M0-01) 
Emanuel Cleaver (M0-05) 
Steve Cohen (TN-09) 
John Conyers (MI-14) 
Joe Courtney (CT-02) 
Mark Critz (P A-12) 
Joseph Crowley (NY -07) 
Elijah Cummings (MD-07) 
Susan Davis (CA-53) 
Danny Davis (IL-07) 
Peter DeFazio (OR-04) 
Diana DeGette (CO-Ol) 
Rosa DeLaura {CT-03) 
Theodore Deutch (FL-19) 
Norman Dicks (W A-06) 
John Dingell (MI-15) 
Michael Doyle (PA-14) 
Donna Edwards (MD-04) 
Keith Ellison (MN-05) 
Eliot Engel (NY -17) 
SamFarr (CA-17) 
Chaka Fattah (P A-02) 



. Bob Filner (CA-51) 
Marcia Fudge (OH-11} 
John Garamendi (CA-10) 
Gene Green (TX-29) 
Raul Grijalva (AZ-07} 
Janice Hahn (CA-36) 
Colleen Hanabusa (HI-01) 
Alcee Hastings (FL-23} 
Martin Heinrich (NM-01} 
Brian Higgins (NY -2.7) 
Maurice Hinchey (NY~22) 
Mazie Hirono (HI-02} 
Tim Holden (P A-17) 
Rush Holt (NJ-12) 
Michael Honda (CA-15} · 
Steve Israel (NY -02) 
Jesse Jackson (IL-02) · 
Sheila Jackson Lee (TX -18) 
Henry Johnson (GA-04} · 
Marcy Kaptur (OH-09) 
William Keating (MA-10) 
Dale K.ildee (MI-05) 
Ron Kind (WI-03) 
Lany Kissell (NC-08) 
Dennis Kucinich (OH-10} 
James Langevin (RI-02) 
Rick Larsen (W A-02) 
Sander Levin (tvll-12) 
John Lewis (GA-05) 
Daniel Lipinski (IL-03) 
David Loebsack (IA-02) 
Nita Lowey (NY -18) 
Stephen Lynch (MA-09) 
Carolyn Maloney (NY-14) 
Edward Markey (MA-07) 
Betty McCollum (MN-04) 
Jim McDermott (W A-07} 
James McGovern (MA-03) 
Mike Mcintyre (NC-07) 
Jerry McNerney (CA-ll) 
Gregory Meeks (NY-06) 
Michael Michaud (ME-02) 
Brad Miller (NC-13) 
George Miller (CA-07} 
Gwen Moore (WI-4} 
Chris Murphy (CT-05) 
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Grace Napolitano (CA-38) 
Richard Neal (MA-02) 
Eleanor Holmes Norton (DC-AL) 
Bill Owens (NY-23) 
Frank Pallone (NJ-06) 
Bill Pascrell (NJ-08) 
Gary Peters (MI-09) 
Collin Peterson (MN-07) 
Chellie Pingree (ME-0 1) 
David Price (NC-04) 
Charles Rangel (NY -15) 
Silvestre Reyes (TX-16) 
Laura Richardson (CA-37) 
Steven Rothman (NJ-09) 
Lucille Roybal-Allard (CA-34) 
Dutch Ruppersberger (MD-02) 
Bobby Rush (JL .. 01) 
Tim Ryan (OH-17) 
Loretta Sanchez (CA-39) 
John Sarbanes (MD-03) 
Jan Schakowslcy (IL-09) 
Kurt Schrader (OR-05) 
Allyson Schwartz (PA-13) 
Robert Scott (V A-03) 
Jose Serrano (NY-16) 
Adam Schiff(CA-29) 
Bobby Schilling (IL-17) 
Louise Slaughter (NY -28) 
Adam Smith.(WA-09) 
Jackie Speier (CA-12) 
Betty Sutton (OH-13) 
Bennie Thompson (MS-02) 
John Tierney (MA-6) 

. Paul Tonko (NY-21) 
Edolph'\18 Towns (NY -1 0) 
Niki Tsongas (MA-S) 
Chris Van Hollen (MD-8) 
Mel Watt (NC-12) 
Henry Waxman (CA-30) 
Peter Welch (VT-AL) 
Lynn Woolsey (CA-06) 
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860-223-8412 

The Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20310-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta, 

April 24, 2012 

I am writing with great concern over a Senate Armed Services Committee investigation 
and a recent GAO report outlining the prevalence of counterfeit parts in our defense 
supply chain. I am especially alarmed, as I'm sure you are, at the prevalence of 
counterfeit parts coming from China. This poses a serious threat to our national security 
as well as our economic security. 

The Senate Anned Services committee investigation found more than 1 ,800 instances of 
counterfeit electronic parts in the defense supply chain. The systems affected by this 
counterfeit material include the Navy's SH-60B helicopter, made by Sikorsky and the C-
17 aircraft, whose engine is made by Pratt & Whitney. Both Pratt & Whitney and 
Sikorsky are Connecticut companies who employ over of 12,000 people in the 
state. Companies in Connecticut and across America are usually unaware that they are 
dealing with counterfeit parts, and Senate Armed Services Conunittee investigators found 
that 70% of all counterfeit parts originated in China. When the GAO conducted a similar 
operation, they set up a dummy company to buy 16 different parts, which all turned out to 
be counterfeit from China. This behavior puts our troops in danger, and it must be 
stopped. 

Whether it was Waterbury brass used during World War II or the latest Virginia-Class 
submarines from Groton, Connecticut has a rich history of manufacturing materials for 
the Department of Defense. However, our current lack of strong Buy American policies 
and the counterfeiting uncovered in these investigations are hurting the economy and our 
manufacturers in Connecticut and all across the country. In the current economic 
environn1ent, we must act now to stop the loss of U.S. manufacturing jobs as a result of 
Chinese counterfeiting. As Chairman of the Congressional Buy American Caucus, I 
believe that we could eliminate the problems identified in these investigations by making 
a more thorough commitment to using American-made parts in our defense supply chain. 

The Fiscal Year 2012 National Defense Authorization Act includes provisions that will 
protect our troops and bring jobs back to America by cracking down on counterfeit 
parts. This legislation requires agencies, such as the Department of Defense and 
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Department of Homeland Security, to work together to establish a program of enhanced 
inspection of imported electronic parts. It imposes stiff penalties on companies who use 
counterfeit parts, requires large defense contractors to establish systems for detecting and 
avoiding counterfeit materials, and authorizes reductions in contract payments to 
contractors who fail to do so. 

Counterfeiting is costing us jobs, untold billions of dollars, and most importantly, it puts 
our brave men and women in the military at risk. When we ask a soldier to carry out a 
mission on behalf of the United States, we owe it to them to assure that the systems they 
are using are safe and secure. I ask that you immediately implement the strict 
enforcement and punitive measures laid out in the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2012. 

Thank you for your work in keeping our troops safe. Please let me know how we can 
work together on this issue. 

'Ill 

CHRISTOPHER S. MURPHY 

Member of Congress 
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li!IISI}ington, jK 2 05 t5 

June 15, 2009 

The Honorable Roben M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880 
Washington D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates~ 

We write to applaud your decision to terminate the troubled VH4 71 presidential 
helicopter replacement program. A program that does not meet requirements in tenns of 
capability and schedule, and is twice the original cost after only fours years, is a program 
that should be canceled if we are going to keep defellse programs accountable for their 
projected budgets and timelines. 

Nevertheless, we do have serious concerns over the sunk costs of the program. 
Projected to be nearly $3.2 billion, this cost represents a real investment by the taxpayer 
that should not to be ignored. We believe it would be prudent to move forward with the 
program in a way that does not waste this substantial taXpayer irivestment. 

One solution might be to award the contract to the only other qualified 
competitor, Sikorsky1s H~92 helicopter, and team Sikorsky with the incumbent systems 
integrator, Lockheed Martin. As you know~ Sikorsky, the prime contractor for the 
Marine One since the 1950s, has fulfilled its contracts on time and on budget. This 
solution offers the dual benefit of"saving" some of the previously sunk costs, particularly 
jobs in both New York and Maryland, and creating additional American jobs by having 
those aircraft manufactured in the United States. At a time of severe economic crisis, this 
solution seems .ideal. 

You correctly identified the need to terminate a program with costs that grew 
from 8Il estimated $6 . .5 billion to over $13 billion, but aJso made clear that there is a need 
to develop a follow on option. It is our understanding that the Sikorsky H-92 is currently 
qualified to meet the mission requirements and is currently more "'fail-safen than the VH-
7 1 Increment I aircraft. By teaming Siko.rsky with Lockheed Martin, the Navy can 
develop a helicopter that can safely transport the president while not only providing the 
best value for the taxpayer, but also maintaining and creating American jobs. 

Thank you for the consideration of this request and we look forward to your 
response. 

Sincerely, 

~002 
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Member of Congress 

Cc: The Honorable Raymond Mabus 
Secretary of the Navy 

The Honorable Ashton B. Carter 

c.~WI'I" 
Member of Congress 

Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition. Technology and Logistics 
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CHRISTOPHER S. MURPHY 
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The Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20.301-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta, 

July 11, 2012 

412 CANNON HousE Ofr-tcE BuoLDING 
WASIIINGTON- DC 20515 

202-225-4476 

CONN£cnCUT OFfiCE: 
114 WEST MAIN STneET, Surre 206 

NEW BRITAIN. CT 06051 
860-223-6412 

I write to you today because I remain concerned with the substantial use of 
waivers to the Buy American Act by the Department of Defense (DoD). In the last 
several years, these waivers have facilitated the purchase of billions of dollars of goods 
and services from foreign firms. I believe this has cost jobs in the U.S. and has depressed 
our economic recovery. 

In the past, my office compiled a report that analyzed the waivers issued by DoD 
from FY07-FY09, which showed that your department purchased items from foreign 
entities valued at $53 billion. In the last two year·s alone, FY 10 and FYll, purchases 
where the Buy American Act \Vas waived, or did not apply accounted $52 billion. 
During those same years, my home state of Connecticut, which has a proud history of 
supplying goods to the DoD, has lost 27,000 manufacturing jobs .. Manufacturers from 
across my district have told me time and again about the direct relationship between these 
Buy American waivers and jobs that are lost in Connecticut 

Like you, I believe it is squarely in our national security interest to maintain our 
defense industrial base.. But when DoD makes procurement decisions that send taxpayer 
dollars to foreign fim1s, we Jose the capacity to manufacture that item here at home .. Any 
money that may be saved by purchasing an item from a Jo,:v-cost country is immediately 
erased by the negative economic impact of a lost job in the United States .. 

One of the most frequently used methods of purchasing items from foreign 
manufacturers is when the item is to be used outside of the United States. Last year this 
loophole accounted for 82 percent of purchases from foreign entities. 1 would like to 
know if the department has assessed the impact of this policy on American jobs. In 
addition, do you believe that a change in this policy could result in the strengthening of 
the domestic defense industrial base? 

ll~lllgiii~IIHI~IIIIIIII~III!!I~ 
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In closing, I know we share the goal of making our nation as strong as possible 
both economically and militarily and I am eager to work with you to tind ways to 
strengthen the industrial base, which is ultimately vital to our overall security. Thank you 
in advance for your consideration. 

CHRISTOPHER S. MURPH 
Member of Congress 



(!Congress of tbt Wnittb ~tates 
.,oust of l\eprettentatibeit 
'ilmaitbington, J)QC 20515 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates, 

July 2, 2010 

We would like to express our appreciation for the diligent work and support you continue 
to provide our troops. In particular, we applaud your support for the men and women of the 
I 16th Air Control Wing who accomplish the mission ofthe E-SC Joint Surveillance Target 
Attack Radar System (JSTARS). JSTARS is providing unparallel, wide-area surveillance 
Ground Moving Target Indicator (GMTI) and Dismount MTI (DMTI) data to our troops in 
Afghanistan and. Iraq who are fighting the global '¥ar :on terrorism. 

'.' • ? ' 

We are, hovyever, concemed.with the pace in which the Air Force is advancing the 
JSTARS re-engining program. Last year, Under Secretary Ashton Carter issued an Acquisition 
Decision Memorandum directing the Air Force to ''continue the JSTARS re-engining System 
Design and Development phase, incl~ding the development, flight-testing, and production ofthe 
initial increment of re-engining shipsets .. The Air Force should immediately identify and 
o~ligate RDT &E .a11d procurement f\u:iding necessary to execute this direction." It is our 
understanding that the intent ofthi~ dire~tion to the Air Force was to utilize funds that had 
originally been appropriated for JSTARS.re-engining, but were diverted to other uses. 

Additionally, the FYIO Defense Appropriations Conference Report contained the 
following language: "The Department ofDefense decision to proceed with the JSTARS re
engining program is supported in the recommendation. It is noted that the JSTARS program has 
been used as a soprce of funds for, reprogramming in the paSt. The Air Force is encouraged to 
restore those prior .year funds if.additionaJresources are needed. The recommendation provides, 
$115,900,000, an increas~ of$46,000,000, in the Research, Development, Test and Evaluation 
funding and provides $54,000,000 in theA.ircraft Procurement, Air Force appropriation." 
C,learly, the Coi:Igre .. ssiona.I. iJ,ltent was to ~upport procurement of additional JSTARS engines. . . 

•• > 

Despite Under Secretary 4rter's arid the Congress • directive, we see no evidence that the 
Air Force intends to use designated funds for their intended purpose. As a result, we would 
rectuest your personal attention in ensuring t1Iis important program is put back on track. 
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As always, thank you for your attention to this matter and for the exemplary leadership 
that you provide our nation's armed forces. 

Sincerely, 

Q_OStA jtlawt_ff 
ROSA DELAURO 

~c.~ 
JOE COURTNEY 

4~ 
LARRY KISSELL 



~'t??ft:id~ 
ALAN MOLLOHAN JO 

MARKS. CRITZ 

~/)_~ 
MIKE MCINTYRE 

PAUL BROUN 

'lk.ct .. R_ ~ .&,. . 
MICHAEL ARCURI 
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July 29. 201 o 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretlry 
U.S. De~rtrnent of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washi!'lgton, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

ltnngr~ nf tbt 1lnittb »tat~ 
~JiUitfm, Ja€ 20510 

NO. 2893 P. 2 

rt is our pleasure to Write in support of the application submitted byWra~h Technologres. LLC for funding 
through the Defense SCience R-esearch & Technology grant. 

Wraith Techriolcgies $eekS funds for a catalytic control system that wm convert atmospheric carbon emissions 
into liQuid fuele. This developm~~nt will improve fuef logisties and our environment by reducJn,g elgniftcanf 
amounts of greenhouse gases found ?n 1he atmosphere, TQ our understanding~ the onty emission that i$ 
produced by endothefmic methodologies is free o~en. a has been represented to ~that this CQnvenion cf 
carbon emi$$cms in1o liquid fuel$ wDI pravtde the United Statea with some teHef from foreisn oH dependency 
and may provide assistance to cisadvantaged areas by provldfng electricity as well as ft.rel for farming and 
inigatton. 

The Implementation of this innovative catalytic contra' system technology will also create engineering and 
manufacturing jobs here in connedicut This wiH assist these In our state wt'lo have been hard hit by the 
reGession. Thls project win help displaced connecticut workers find ge.inful employment by trainiTJQ and 
preparing them for work in our clean energy eCQnorny, and wf11 aso afford our state a great competitive 
advantage in the clean energy market With this proposal, Wraith Technologies can offer our recent 
enginNring graduates the opportunity to remain in state with e:xeiting new care« prospeets, 

We anticipate that this Jmljed will cantrlbute to economic recovery WJd envlrontnental health in Coonecticut. 
We fully support the prl)f)OSal set forth by WraHh TechnoJosl•. LLC afkf respectfully request that their 
application for funding receive full and fair consideration. Thank you for your 1ime and consideration. 

~~ 
Joseph Coo~~-- _ _ - - -~ 
Member of Coogress 

0!.~~ 
United States Senator 

~l!fS.Mur 
MambetofCo 

e.~J.t~~ 
Roea OeLeuro 
Member of Congres$ 



t 

'()6/271 2008 15:33 202-228-0341 
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The Honorable Roben M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301~1000 

Deat Secretary Gatest 

August 26, 2008 

PAGE 02/1:13 

We are writing to express our strong support for the Military OncSource Program, as weJJ 
as our interest in ensuring that the upcoming contract competition for administering this initiative 
is fair and open. 

. As you know, the Mi1itacy OncSource Program has had a complicated procurement 
history. Since its inception in 2003, the contract procurement process'bas sbit\ed. among several 
different agencies. W c .have been infonned that the RFP was initially scheduled to be issued on 
July 10, 2008, but was only released last week. Moreover, the contract is apparently being. 
administered by the Department of the Interior's Acquisition Services Directorate, even though 
the :program exclusively serves Department of Defense personnel. 

Given these set of circumstances,. we would appreciate some infurmatictn on the current 
status of the MilitarY OneSource contract. Specifically, we request an explanation of the 
Department's decision. to extend the· contract when it last expired without any public notice or 
justification. Furthermore, it is unclear which agency is currently administering this contract. 
Please identify to U$ the cuxrc.nt agency responsible for this contract, why that agency was 
selected, and the term.s of the cuuent conttact. · 

We would also IU<e to know why the Department has postponed its pm'iously announced 
bidders' conference until afre,. the RFP is released. Finally, we request that you share with us 
whatever mechanisms are in place to ensure faimess and opennes:~ of the Military One Source 
procurement process. 

We know that you share our commitment to promoting initiatives so important to military 
families' quality of life ap.d appreciate your attention to this important matter. 

(!L, o.&\ 
ChriStopher J. Dodd 
~STATES SENATOR 

Sincerely, 

~DON --·~CLI!P Poi\PPI 

seph·l. Lieberman 
~DSTATESSENATOR 
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Joseph Courtney 
~''~ J.iJrL~ 

Rosa L. DeLa.uro 
UNITED STATES REPRESENT A UNITED· STATES RI~PRESENTA TIVE 

. Larson Christopher S. Murph 
STATES REPRESENTATIVE UNITED STATES Rl!PRESENTA TN 

cc: David S. C. Chu, Ph.D~ Under Secretary of Defense for PersoMel and Readiness 
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The Hononble Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 

July 24, 2007 

1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880 
Washington. DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates and Secretazy NichoJson: 

The Honorable Robert J. Nicholson 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
810 Vermont Avenue 
Wash~ DC 20420 

We are writing to express our deep concern with regard to your agencies' failure 
to accurately inform our National Guard and Reservists returning from a war zone of 
their Montgomery G.l Bill-Selected Reserve (MGIB-SR) benefits and to request that you 
take immediate steps to notify each of these individuals in writing of their educational 
entitlements. 

As you know, the National Guard and Reserves are an indispensable part of both 
om efforts in Iraq and the broader global war on terror. :BetWeen September 2001 and 
March of this year, 235,703 National Guard and 186,066 Reservists were deployed to 
Iraq and Afghanistan. As ofMay 2007 the National Guard and Reserves represented 16 
percent of our fighting force in Iraq and 1 S percent of our fighting force in Mghanistan. 
These figures, along with the April announcmnent that an additionall2,000 National 
Guard combat forces will soon deploy to Iraq and Afghanis~ make clear that these 
brave men and women play a very significant role in our war effort. 

As you are also aware. legislation was enacted in 2005 to reward these Guard and 
Reservists returning from war by making them eligible for educational benefits similar to 
active duty troops. If they end their service, these individuals are still entitled to MOIB
SR benefits for the number of months they were activated plus four months. Yet, bo,n of 
your aaencies- are failing to properly convey the law to local military and veterans' 
counselors leading to a situation in which thousands of Guard and Reservists returning 
from Afghanistan and Iraq may have been rrusinformed about their eligtbility for 
educational benefits. 

We recognize that both of your departments have taken steps, such as updating 
your websites, to notify Guard and Reservists of their MGIB-SR benefits. Nevertheless, 
we are still concerned that most of these members remain Wlinfonned of their eligibility 
for educational benefits_ It is therefore our belief that the Departments of Defense and 
Veterans Affairs must take immediate corrective action and notify in writing all Guard 
and Reservists, past and present, of their MGffi~SR eligibility. 

When a computer containing the personal information of as many as 26.5 million 
veterans and active-duty troops was stolen the VA sent out mass mailings to notify those 

\111~11.1{111 
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affected. We believe a similar effort is warranted here and respectfblly request that your 
departments work together and mail to all eligible individuals materialS detailing their 
MGIB-SR benefits. ln addition, we request that you allow these individuals to elect these 
benefits within one year of the date the letter is sent or allow them to retroactively receive 
the benefits they .are owed if they already attended school. Only through sucb. acti<m can · 
we ensure that these brave tnen and women have the opportunity to take advantage of this 
ve:ry important reward we are offering for1heir service to our country. 

tOO I'PI 

Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to your prompt response. 

I. /),l~~M~tT 
ROSA L. DELAURO 
Member of Congress 

C&n;c.l1&:c: 
COLLIN C. PETERSON 
Member of Congress 

;J_~.j~ 
LYNN WOOLS~() 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

tU 1.lte 
RUSH HOLT 
Member of Congress 

BART STUPAK 
ember of Congress 

~ 
Member of Congress 

LEONARD.BOSWELL 
Member of Congress 

IVd gg:oo LOO~/t6/LO 



Member of Congress 

i?~JC~IA 
Member of Congress 

~l~ 
Member of Congress 

CAROL SHEA-PORTER 
Member of Consress 

YVd lf!OO LOO~/tZ/LO 
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Member of Congress 

AJ_fJ_ 
STEVE COHEN 
Member of Congress 

DARLENE HOOLEY 
Member of Congress 

QJ;tW4(_ 
PETER WELCH 
Member of Congress 

~~@;'A--
CHAiiiEWn..soN . 
Member of Congress 

e&~· . 
B. LARSON 

PATRICK J. KENNEDY 
Member of Congress 

JESSE L. JACKSON JR. 
Member of Congress 

.... 



'PR«~-.q-
SEE. SERRANO 

Member of Congress 

~(~ 
JOE COURTNEY \ 
M ofCongress 

~~ J ONALTMIRE ~~-l:·~' LOiSAPPS , 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

~f@JMJA 
J.Al\-IES P. MCGOVERN 

Men1ber of Congress Member of Congress 

900 Ill IVd 9a;oo LOO~ItZILO 
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ALAN MOllOHAN 
Member of Congress · 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Admiral Gary Roughead, USN 
Chief of Naval Operations 
United States Navy 
2000 Navy Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20350 

December 4. 2009 

The Honorable Ray Mabus 
Secretary 
US Department of the Navy 
1000 Navy Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20350-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates~ Secretary Mabus and Admiral Roughead: 

In recent weeks, there have been media reports suggesting that the shipbuilding 
plan, to be submitted with the Fiscal Year 2011 budget. could include a reduction in 
attack submarine procurement We write today in strong opposition to such a plan. 

As you know, last year the Department of Defense and the Navy reached an 
important milestone when it signed a $14 billion, five year multi·year procurement 
(MYP) contract with General Dynamics Electric Boat, and their partner Northrop 
Grumman Shipbuilding, for the procurement of eight Virginia-class submarines 
between 2009 and 2013-- including the increase to two a year starting in 2011. 
This "'Block Ill"' contract capped a two year effort to accelerate the increased 
procurement of new Virginia-class submarines from 2012 to 2011. This was an 
important step towards ensuring that the submarine force has the resources it 
needs to accomplish its diverse array of missions, and protect the security of our 
nation. 

Yet, based on the Navis own stated force requirements in the fY2009 shipbuilding 
plan - the last one submitted to Congress - our nation will still have fewer than the 
48 submarines we need for a 12 year period between 2022 and 2033. Further, in 
2008, the attack submarine force was only able to meet a total of 49 percent of all 
missions requested of it- and it will be asked to continue to "'do more with less" as 
the demand for their unique stealth and jntelligence capabiUties increases while 
force levels decline. 

That is why we are concerned that the Department of Defense may be consideting a 
potential one-boat reduction in the number of submarines it plans to procure 
between 2011 and 2015, the period covered by the next shipbuilding plan to be 
submitted to Congress with the FY2011 budget request If these reports are 
accurate, it would represent a significant step backwards from clear Congressional 
support for a sustained two a year attack submarine build rate, as well as from 



dearly identified needs within the submarine force and our domestic industrial 
base. 

As such, we hope you wiU reconsider any proposals to reduce the submarine build 
rate during this period and fully support a sustained two~a·year procurement rate 
beginning in FY2011. We believe that such a policy is in interest of our long term 
submarine force structure requirements, our industrial base and our nation. 

We look forward to your response. As always, thank you for your service to our 
nation and dedication to the men and women of our Armed Forces. 

j ~ f-• ... J. RANDY RBES 
Member Congress 

GENETAYLO:i'~~ 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

• 

Co~-~~ 
Member of Congress 

&!:ti~ 
Member of Congress 

W. TODD AKIN 
Member of Congress 

-r~#.M_ 
TIM HOLDEN 
Member of Congress 

~ 
B. LARSON 

ber of Congress 



~y(lr--
Member of Congress 

~1~ 
Member of Congress 

£RIC CANTOR 
Member of Congress 

L . . ~~ 
DAVID P. ROE 
Member of Congress 

~J.~ 
BRAD ELLSWORTH 
Member of Congress 

ISTOPHER S. 
Member of Congress 

PATRICK J. KENNEDY 
Member of Congress 

J EPH R. PITTS 
Member of Congress 

K. BUTIERFIELD 
ember of Congress 

"---._, __ 

... 



'+AB~N 
C~er of Conaress 

C-.:.~ tt .................. V'W'"~vn-' ~ 
CORRINE BROWN 
Member of Congress 

-~~ 
TIM MURPHY 
Member of Congress 

J 
ember of Congress 

~ 
ROBERT C. "BOBBY• SCOTT 
Member of Congress 

(},,£ 
~BOCCIERI 

Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

PAUL TONK 
Member of Congress 

~~~;. ... 
r;;;;Tu..;ON 

Member of Congress 
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November 30,2011 

The Honorable Ashton B. Carter 
Deputy Secretary of Defense 
1010 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1010 

Dear Secretary Carter, 

We note with great concern the testimony of Air Force ChiefofStaffGeneral Schwarz on 
November 2, 20 11, before the House Armed Services Committee, that the Air Force is 
considering the elimination of the C-271. It is our understanding that since this testimony, the Air 
Force has proposed to you the elimination of operating funding for the entire program beginning 
in FY 2013. This proposal is deeply troubling to us for a number of reasons, and we urge you to 
carefully consider the full impact of such a proposal to our state and to the airlift capability·of 
our military, 

As you know, the last BRAC round made significant changes to the lay down of aircraft within 
the ANG. including the removal of the A-10 aircraft from the 103rd Fighter Wing (now Air1ift 
Wing) in Connecticut. The loss of a flying mission is a direct threat to the manpower, readiness 
and relevance of our ANG units and their continued ability to meet their state and federal duties. 
According to the 2008 Air Force Weapon Systems Roadmap, as well as subsequent planning by 
the Air Force and National Guard Bureau as recent as the Presidenes Fiscal Year 2012 budget 
request, our ANG is expected to receive the JCA. 

This exciting new mission will bring the "Flying Yankees"' to the forefront of critical intra· 
theater lift requirements covering that last tactical mile of combat operations and domestic 
disaster response. Even under a reduced and constrained budget, the Department of Defense will 
still have a clear and urgent need to support the Army's requirement for time sensitive intra
theater lift missions. Given that our state is emerging from a recently declared natural disaster, it 
is important to also note the role of the JCA in enabling enhanced, dedicated support to more 
FEMA regions, and accelerated support to disaster areas in the homeland. 

We believe the JCA meets the needs of Air National Guard (ANG) states such as Connecticut 
that were impacted in BRAC, while also addressing the capability gap faced by our warflghters 
with regards to intra-theater lift. To this end, we urge you to give full consideration to the 
significant irnpact the elimination of the JCA would have on both the homeland defense of the 
New England FEMA Region and the intra-theater lift requirements of the Army, and reiect any 
recommendation to tel1llinate the program or reduce the current ANG beddown plan. 

Thank you for your consideration of our concerns as you continue your deliberations. As always, 
we thank you for your service to our nation and look forward to continuing to work with you to 
support our men and women in uniform. 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAI'£11 Wl~ll 



~SA&el~ 
ROSA L. DeLAURO 
Member of Congress 

~ ~~~, 
JOE COURTNEY 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

~#J., .. ~ 
· RICHARD BLUMENTHAL 

United States Senator 

Member of Congress 

. j1 . 
STOPHE~TRPHY 

Member ofCo;;;{"LJ 

ember of Congress 
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Qtongrtus of tJ,e Jtnite[l •tate~ . 
•asfJingt:on, B« 20515 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
I 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington DC, 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

December 12. 2007 

No. 0054 P. 2 

We understand that the Department of Defense is considering ceasing production of the f .. 
22A Raptor following completion of the cWTent multi-year procurement contract. We believe such 
a decision would be ill-advised and premature, given the recapitalization shonfalls facing our US 
Air Force and the rapidly emerging airborne and .rurface-to-air threats facing our nation's military. 

The Fp22A Raptor is exceeding all expectations in operational performance as well as 
production schedule and quality. The USAF urgently needs to replace approximately 500 1970-
80's vintage F-15A-D Eagles. Despite the AF's oft-stated minimmn requirement for 381, we note 
that DoD • s program. of record 183 total is not supported by any rigorous campaign-based analysis 
assessing the most stressing scenarios and rapidly growing threats. Rather, it has been reported that · 
at least three independent studies commissioned by DoD recommended procuring signific.antly · 
. more than 220 Raptors because of its singularly unique capability to overwhelm all air and surface· 
to-air threats. 

Meanwhile, it has recently been reported that three near·peer potential adversaries are busy 
co-developing two different stealth, twin-engine, high-altitude. Raptor-like fighters. Terminating 
the Raptor program at such a crucial and Wlcertain time only further cncoma&es our potential 
adversaries to continue down this path. It also risks abandoning our AF's unique ability to deter 
aggressive actions and when called upon. dominate the airspace over our global allies, interests and 
deployed troops. 

Furthermore. the F-22A Raptor is the world's only sm Generation Fighter line cUlTently in 
full-rate production. Over 25,000 Americans working for 1000 suppliers in 44 states manufacture 
this unique national asset. These are highly technical jobs that represent the leadjng edge of our 
nation's aerospace industry. Additionally, it is estimated another 70,000+ Americans owe their jobs 
indirectly to this program. 

We urge you to continue procurement of the F-22A Raptor by including sufficient funds in 
the FY09 budget request to procure long-lead items for an additional lot of planes, beyond the 
current muJti-year contract. We believe any decision to terminate production of this aircraft at such 
an early stage is more appropriately deferred until completion of the 2009 Quadrennial Defense 
Review which will assess cmrent and future threats and recommend the necessary procurement 
strategies to fully support our national security requirements. 

Sincerely, ~I IIII 
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David Scott Connie Mack 
Georgia, 13m Florida, 14th 

Rob Bishop Mike McCaul 
Utah, 1st Texas~ lOdt 

Tom Cole Mike Rogers 
Oklahoma, 4th Michigan, 81h 

Patrick McHenry Dan Boren 
North Carolina, lOth Oklahoma, 2nd 

Joe Courtney John Barrow 
Connecticut, 2nd Georgia, 12th 

Joe Wilson Bill Shuster 
South Carolina, 2nd Pennsylvania, 9rh 

Chris Murphy Gabrielle Giffords 
Connecticut, 5th Arizona, 8th 

Jim Marshall Tom Price 
Georgia, gtb Georgia, 6th 

Paul Hodes John P. Sarbanes New Hampshire, znd Maryland, 3nt 

Eric Cantor 
Devin Nunes Virginia, 7th 
California, 21st 
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Jolm Larson 
Connecticut, 1st 

John Linder 
Georgia, 7th 

KayGranfer 
Texas, 12 

Robert "Bobbt' Scott 
Virginia, 3 rd 

Sam Johnson 
Texas, 3rd 

Hilda Solis 
California, 32nd 

Carol Shea-Porter 
New Hampshire, 1st 

Dutch Ruppersberger 
Maryland, 2nd 

Joe Barton 
Texas 6th 

Nathan Deal 
Georgia, 9th 

Kenny Marchant 
Texas, 24th 

Dean Heller 
Nevada, 2nd 

Allen Boyd 
Florida, znd 

Thelma Drake 
Virginia, 2nd 

Lynn Westmoreland 
Georgia, 3rd 

Leonard Boswell 
Iowa~ 3rd 

Ted Poe 
Texas znd 

' 

Paul Broun 
Georgia, I Oth 

Don Young 
Alaska, At-Large 

Donald Manzullo 
· Illinois, 16th 
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Elijah Cummings 
Maryland, 7th 

Wayne Gilchrest 
Maryland, 1 n 

Rosa DeLaura 
' Connecticut, 3rd 

Jack Kingston 
Georgia, 1 n 

Sanford Bishop 
Georgia, 2nd 

NonnDicks 
Washington, 6th 

Jeff Miller 
Florida, 1st 

Trent Franks 
Arizona, 2nd 

Howard P. "Buck" Mckeon 
California, 25m 

John Carter 
Texas 31 51 

~ 

Chet Edwards 
Texas, 17a. 

Chris Smith 
New Jersey~ 4th 

Ralph M. Hall 
Texas, 4th · 

Frank LoBiondo 
New Jersey, 2nd 

Silvestre Reyes 
Texas 16m 

Jim Saxton 
New Jersey~ 3rd 

Pete Sessions 
Texas, 32nd 
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Henry C. "Hank'' Johnson Jr. 
Georgia, 4th 

James McGovern 
~ssachusens,3M 

Darlene Hooley 
Oregon, sm 
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Sam Graves 
Missouri~ 6m 

Richard Neal 
Massachusettst 2nd 

Doug Lamborn 
Colorado~ sm 

Bill C.W. Young 
Florida, 1oth 

Greg Walden 
Oregon, 2nd 

Solomon P. Ortiz 
Texas 21"' 
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Gtongru.a of tiJe llnihlr •taus 
Jlultingtou, II~ 20515 

December 19, 2007 

The Honorable Robclt Gates 
The Secretary of Defcusc 
Room: 3E880 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
W ashingtc:m, DC 203 01 ~ 1000 

Dear Mr. Secretary, 
: ~ : . 

For eaoh of the last two years, the United States Air Force (USAF) has not funded any C-
17s in the President's budget submission. USPJ1leaders have expressed concerns during 
re«m Congressional hearings regarding their in8bil1ty t(> procure' additional C-17s and 
have asked the House of Representative to add funding for C-17s during the 
appropriations process. While this approach was successful last year and may work again 
this year, there is widespread dissatisfaction in the House wjth this strategy. We instead 
are strongly urging that the USAF and DoD fully fund C-17 production in their FY {)9 

budget submission. 

Failure to fund the C-17 will mean the loss of over 30,000 jobs in the U.s., loss of the 
nation's large military airplane industrial base, and will result in our loss oflcadcrship in 
this area to Europe. Reopening the C-17 production line, if the DoD discovers it needs 
additional C-17s in the future, will oost billions and take years. 

The USAF and DoD must continue to fund C-17s until all of the Department's on-going 
and planned airlift studies are tomplete and requirermmts are understood. We strongly 
urge you to fully fim.d 15 C-17s in the FY 09 budget submission. The approach used in 
the last two yeatS - no funds but a last minute appeal to the Congress - will result in a 
strong negative response. · 

We need your commitment that you willlkl au you can to fund C-17 in the FY09 budget. 
We also request that if you cannot fully fund C-17s; additional aircraft must at least be at 
the top of your unfunded priority list at number one. The CM 17 line is truly on the ve~ge 
of shutting dowtt.- this would be a terrible outcome for the DoD imd the nation. 

Thank you in advance fur your assistance. . 

.{iiP lA:. 
Todd Akin 
Member of Congress 

P.02 

OSD 19896-07 

lllllllll,lllii~MIIIlll~ll PAINTED Otl RECVCL£0 PAPM 

1212812\.107 10:0413 AM 



DEC 20 2007 12:18 FR HON W TODD RKIN 

John B. Lttson ' 
Member of Congress 

Corrine BJOWll 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Member of Congress 

~~A 
Member of Congress 

202 225 2563 TO 97036955860 

~(~, 
Joe Courtney 
Member of Congress 

i-"6t.S b-~ 
Doris 0. Matsui 
Mcmbcro 

Member of Congress 

·4"-
David l.oobsack 
Member of Congress 

P.03 
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Rick Larsen 
Member of Congress 

~v.~~ 
Linda T. Sanchez - - - -6 
Member of Congress 

71~~ 
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