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<!Congress' of tl)e 'mlniteb ~tates 
mrutl)ington, IDQC 20515 

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense, The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

General Richard B. Myers 
United States Air Force 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20318~9999 

February 14, 2002 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld and General Myers, 

We are writing in regard to the administration's pending proposal of a homeland defense 
command, or Commander-in~Chief (CINC) Northern Command. The purpose of the CINC 
Northern Command would be command oversight of air, land and sea forces and anti-terrorist 
teams charged with protecting the United States. We would urge the administration's support in 
locating the proposed CINC Northern Command to Peterson Air Force Base (AFB), headquarters 
of the North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD), located in Colorado Springs, 
Colorado. 

As you know, NORAD is a binational U.S. and Canadian organization charged with the 
missions of aerospace warning and aerospace control for North America. Since 1958, NORAD 
has served the citizens of the United States and Canada as the first line of defense against an air 
attack on their homelands. NORAD has acted as a clear deterrent to any aggressor through its 
space warning capabilities. Through outstanding cooperation and cohesiveness, NORAD has 
proven itself effective in its roles of watching, warning and responding. 

By adapting to the changing world, NORAD will continue to play an important role in the 
defense of the U.S. and Canada. The events of September 11, 2001 provide evidence of 
NORAD·s responsiveness and continued relevance to North American security. By quickly 
adapting its traditionally outward-looking focus to meet new threats posed by terrorists to the 
interior of the continent, NORAD provides a potent military response capability to civil 
authorities to counter domestic airspace threats. 

Additionally, NORAD already has in place critical communication lines and other vital 
command support infrastructure which can more easily absorb the needs of a new CINC. 
Moving NORAD, or parts ofNORAD, may prove to be cost prohibitive. More importantly 
though. we arc concerned that moving NORAD could pose a threat in disrupting its current 
operations. 
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We recognize that future homeland defense/security organizations are still being 
formulated by the national leadership of both the U.S. and Canada. We believe NORAD's 
proven abilities, unique capabilities and existing infrastructure will be a vital part of homeland 
security and defense. 

Sincerely, 

Senato 

~~C/l#J s~ w -· """'=r==-·~-----------------------Representative Thomas G. Tancredo Representative Scott Mclnnis 
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Representative Mark Udall 
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The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary 
Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

cr:-t· ... :_: ~~ r" 
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March 10, 2003 

The Honorable Tommy G. Thompson 
Secretary 
Department of Health and Human Services 
200 Independence A venue, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20201 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld and Secretary Thompson, 

We write to bring to your attention the case ofRxK.inetix Inc., a biopharmaceutical company in 
Louisville, Colorado that has developed a prototype for a single-dose anthrax vaccine. 

RxKinetix acting chief executive officer Dr. Harry Ross has met with a number of us and our staff, 
and last month he sent Rep. Udall the attached letter describing some of the challenges his company 
faces in developing this technology. 

In his letter, Dr. Ross notes that current available vaccine technology is unable to provide adequate 
protection against anthrax because it is difficult to stockpile, it requires a series of doses over a 
period of months, it doesn't afford immediate protection from exposure, and its production is 
limited to a single manufacturer who is having difficulty meeting demand. 

Dr. Ross telh us that RxKinetix appears to have resolved many of these issues with its new single
dose delivery system. The Department of Defense (DOD) and the National Institutes of Health 
(NIH) encouraged Dr. Ross to apply for funding to study the vaccine with live anthrax disease at a 
DOD lab. Indeed, NIH was sufficiently impressed with the work that it offered RxKinetix access 
and license to recombinant anthrax antigen. 

Yet despite high marks received from the Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA), 
U.S. Army Medical Research and Material Command (USAMRMC), the National Institute of 
Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), the Army's Joint Acquisition Program (JVAP), the Office 
of Homeland Security, and DOD's Executive Office for CheQlical/Bio~ogic Defense, RxKirietix has 
been told that no significant funding for development is available. · '. 

We know the threat of anthrax is real. Anthrax has already been used against Americans here at 
home, and our military could be exposed to anthiax and other biological and chemical agents in a 
war with Iraq. We think it well might be a matter of priority to spend some of our homeland 
security and defense dollars on developing an effective, simple, and fast-acting anthrax vaccine. 
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We would appreciate your reviewing ways in which DOD and NIH might help RxKinetix to 
develop its vaccine. Although we would like to think its use isn't necessary, we believe an effective 
vaccine should be available for those American citizens and soldiers in need. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. We look forward to a prompt response. 

Sincerely, 

U.S. Representative 

~at/J 
U.S. Senator 

~·~/)_& 
1ana DeGette 

U.S. Representative 

Tom Tancredo 
U.S. Representative 

Cc: Dr. Anthony Fauchi, Director, National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases 
Dr. Elias Zerhouni, Director, National Institutes of Health 
Dr. Anthony Tethar, Director, Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency 
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Dear Congressman Udall. 

I write to ask for your assistance. 

I am Chairman and CEO ofR.xKinetix, a private pharmaceutical company based in 
Louisville, Colorado. RxKinetix has been working for the last three years- partially 
funded under the National Institutes ofHealth/SBIR program- to demonstrate proof of 
concept in animal models for a new vaccine technology applicable to anthrax. 

The United States is currently unprepared for a biologic attack from anthrax. Current 
available vaccine technology is unable to provide adequate protection to either the 
military or civilian populations for the following reasons: 

• Difficult to stockpile in stable or sufficient quantities 
• Requires series of 6 doses over 18 months for presumed long-term immunity 
• Protection not conferred for months after start of immunization process 
• Limited to single manufacturer who has had difficulty meeting demand 

Given these shortcomings, no protection would be available for individuals who had not 
started the vaccination process long before exposure. In the event of exposure, an 
unimmuni~ population would receive minimal to no benefit from current vaccines. 

RxKinetix appears to have resolved many of these issues. RxKinetix's initial work has 
demonstrated: 

• Singte dose ~accination achieves long-term protective immune responses 
• Pro~tive immunity is conferred within weeks of immunization 
• Simple cost effective manufacturing 
• Potential for alternative routes (nasal spray) of administration 
• Stable formulations easily stockpiled for extended periods 

With the exception of a reeently awarded $225,000 SBIR. grant, all work has been self
funded by the company. Nlli was sufficiently impressed with the work that they have 
offered the Company access and license to recombinant anthrax antigen. The National 
Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID) has informed the company that 
unfortunately no new funding is available for this work. A USAMRMC/DARP A grant 
suhll!issions received excellent review scores, but also the explanation that no funding 
was available. Meetings with the Office of Homeland Security were very encouraging, 
but the company was told that they provide no funding. Meetings with the DOD Program 
Executive office for Chemical/Biologic Defense were likewise very encouraging but 
they also provide no direct or financial support. DynPort (the DOD prime contractor for 

. -.... ---..........•.. --.... ·----·-. ------.....•.. ---... 
RxKlnetlx. Inc. , 
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development of new bioterrorism vaccines and exclusive recipient of NAP/Joint Vaccine 
Acquisitions Program) is pursuing collaboration with the company for other bioterrorism 
vaccines. Unfopimately, their mandate does not allow them to develop a new anthrax 
vaccine. 

,, 
While RxKinetix has received excellent and enthusiastic reports from all of the above, no 
significant funding for development appears available. Funding appears to be directed 
toward either very early-stage academic work or late stage manufacture by large 
government contractors. There do not appear to be resources available for mid stage 
companies such as RxKinetix, which are well beyond basic research but not in final 
production. The need for an effective, quick acting, reduced dose anthrax vaccine, with 
durable immunity, has been confirmed in a recent report by the Institute of Medicine. 
RxK.inetix is successfully working toward this need but is greatly hindered by lack of 
resources. The company can no longer afford to fund bioterrorism vaccine development 
on its own. Without additional resources, this project will unfortunately need to be 
shelved. · 

I enjoyed meeting you recently in your office and would appreciate any assistance you 
might be able to offer. I believe that RxKinetix has developed important vaccine 
technology that could be of great significance to the nation. 

Sincerely .. 

\~~~'\ \f-Pfll 
Harry Ross, MD. 
Chairman/CEO 
RxKinetix 
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cteongresii of tbt tinittb ~tattS' 
1fj)ou5t of 1\epresentatfbt.s' 
111a:.ubington, me 20515-060(; 

August 1, 2003 

1 kplH\ Secretary of Defense Paul D. Wolfowitz 
f'kpartrmmt of Defense 
l 1 t'flc·~ (i r the Secretary 
ihc Penlagon 
,~,·ashington, DC 20301-1155 

Dear Dt'puty Secretary Wolfowitz: 

WASHINGTON OFFICE. 

1130 LONGWOI'ITH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

MAIN: (202I225-78EI2 
FAX: (202} 226-4623 

DISTRICT OFFICE: 

6099 SOUTH 0UESEC STREET 
SuiTE 200 

ENGLEWOOD, CO 80111-4547 
MAIN: (720) 283-9772 
FAX: (7201 283-&776 

UTTLETON OFFICE: 

1 BOO WEST LITTLETON BOULEVARD 
LITTLETON, C:O 801 2Q-2021 

MAIN: (720) 283-7675 
SENIORS' (7201 283-9026 

CASTLE ROCK OFFICE: 

240 WILCOX STREET, SUITE 111 
CASTLE RocK, CO 80104-2439 

MAIN: (303) 688-3361 

\\ e v. nle to you today out of deep concern about the impending obligation of fiscal year 
·;(H)3 ln1crnational Military Education and Training (!MET) funds to be used by the 
!ndoncs1an military. 

\"yon :uc aware, on August 31,2002, Rick Spier, a resident ofColorado's Sixth 
(_ ongre:::sional District, and the entire staff of the International School ofTembagapura in 
'.,1, ::st P8pua., fndonesia, were attacked on their way home from a picnic outing. The 
anud: t)ccurred in the middle of the day, less than a half mile from an Indonesian military 
p,-,-.itltvl, and lasted for approximately 45 minutes. In addition to Mr. Spier, another 
:\ Jm:rit an teacher, Ted Burgon, was also killed. Other victims, including Mr. Spier's 
". i fe !'<ttrida, were shot, severely wounded and left to fend for themselves. 

f' 1!C lndum;sian police began an investigation of the attack and issued a repo;rt concluding 
ih.Jt tlJr::re was a strong possibility that it had been carried out by members of the 
fnJonc.:;1an National Anny Force. Subsequently, the case was turned over to the 
llhk·n~.:;;an military police, which exonerated the military of any involvement. 

'A app1 eciate the efforts put forth by the FBI, the State Department and the 
\dmi11Jstration regarding this case, and we are aware that FBI agents have been to 

!ndorh: .;m to investigate this crime. However, we are concerned about the signal that will 
c,._ c.t.:rt to the Indonesian government if the United States continues to fund the 
I nlion..:·:.;,an military. This is the time to add pressure to the Indonesian government to 
·. <·• •perate in the investigation, not to continue to educate and train its forces. 

i j'·,l wt:d, Representative Joel Hefley introduced an amendment to H.R. 2800, the 
! 'l! civn Operations, Export Financing, and Related Programs Appropriations Act, on the 
'l•H 11 ui': hr; House of Representatives, removing $600,000 from the IMET account to 

www.hoya gqyttancredo 

tom rancrtdotlmail.haug.gov 
CO School Safety Hotline: 

(871) 542-SAFE 

PAINTEO ON HEC~CL~D PAPlR 
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1ncvt I1l Indonesia from receiving IMET funding in fiscal year 2004. This amendment 
pc~::.sl ll the House by voice vote. Prior to this, Representative Hefley offered a similar 
:uncnllmcnt to H.R. 1950, the Foreign Relations Authorization Act for fiscal years 2004 
;Jt:d 2(!05. that would prevent Indonesia from participation in IMET until the President 
ccrtlfi•..::; to Congress that Indonesia is conducting a full investigation into the attack and 
1hc pet JPle responsible for the attack are brought to justice. This amendment also passed 
:h:' r lt•usc by voice vote. 

Ct-.ngn::·~s has clearly stated its opposition to giving IMET funds to Indonesia by voting 
not once. but twice, to limit Indonesia's participation in this funding. We respectfully 
n''lucst that the voice of the House ofRepresentatives be heard on this matter, and that 
w v II mJs not yet obligated from fiscal year 2003 be withheld from the Indonesian 
q 111 rla r\ . \V c look forward to your prompt response. 

~---- !{)7V\l~~ 
I 1 'Ill ·I ancredo 
\!ember of Congress 

\ krnln~1 of Congress 

'.lcmkr ofCongress 

Sincerely, 

··: St:·:;-ctary of Defense Donald H. Rumsfeld 
·.,,_ '- rctarv of State Colin L. Powell 

JJJa (\LA~ 1Du ~~ 
Marilyn Mus~ 
Member of Congress 



Grnngress nf t}Je 1tniteb ~tates 
Banlfingtnn, il@r 20515 

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense, The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld, 

December 16, 2003 f'~;~ '";}l 
- ,_,..., .{,,., .... 

On November 24, 2003 President George Bush signed into law the National Defense 
Authorization Act (NDAA) for FY 2004. In an effort to improve cooperation between the 
Department of Defense (DOD) and the Department ofVeterans Affairs (VA), section 583 ofthe 
act expanded the responsibilities of the Department ofDefense-Department of Veterans Affairs 
Joint Executive Committee beyond health care matters. 

In the spirit of this provision, we write to call your attention to a unique DOD-VA sharing 
opportunity provided for in the FY04 NDAA and Military Construction Appropriations Acts. 
Since the end of WWII, the Denver Veterans Medical Center (V AMC), University of Colorado 
Health Sciences Center (UCHSC) and the University of Colorado Hospital (UCH) have been in 
partnership at the University's campus in Denver. This partnership has included the sharing of 
resources, including physician faculty, house staff, facilities, equipment, supplies and services, and 
the long-term mission of education, research, patient care and community service. 

The UCHSC and UCH recently decided to build a new facility at the former Fitzsimons 
Army Medical Center in Aurora, Colorado. As a result, the Department of Veterans Affairs is now 
considering moving the Denver V AMC, and constructing a new facility at Fitzsimons, in order to 
maintain its cooperative arrangement with the UCHSC and UCH. 

This turn of events presents a truly unique opportunity for DOD-VA health care 
cooperation. It is our understanding that DOD intends to construct a military treatment facility to 
meet the needs of Buckley Air Force Base. Given the close proximity of Buckley AFB to the 
Fitzsimons location, and the likelihood that facility sharing with VA would result in significant 
efficiencies, we urge you to reach an agreement with the VA to jointly construct and fund a DOD
VA facility at the Fitzsimons location. 

In support of this effort, the FY04 NDAA and Military Construction Appropriations Acts 
included $25.2 million ($4.2 million more than the President's request) for the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense Planning and Design Account as well as $18.6 million for the TRICARE 
Management Activity Planning & Design Account. As recommended by the House Armed 
Services Committee and the House Appropriations Committee, we urge you to utilize $4 million 
of these funds to support DOD's share of planning and design costs for a joint DOD-VA medical 
treatment facility at Fitzsimons. 

These funds are a critical step toward ensuring that the VA and the DOD leverage their 
resources through joint projects that meet both of their requirements. Constructing a VA-DOD 
facility at Fitzsimons will serve as a model for future efforts to serve the medical needs of 
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America's service members and veterans alike. And, we would like to point out that inpatient care 
for the veterans and the DOD will be located in the same federal tower as the veterans ambulatory 
care, but will be connected to the University of Colorado Hospital to share expensive facilities 
such as operating rooms and medical imaging. 

Having said that, you may also be interested to know that on December 6, President Bush 
signed in lawS. 1156, the Department of Veterans Affairs Long-Term Care and Personnel 
Authorities Enhancement Act of2003, or Public Law 108-170. Section 213 ofthis legislation 
authorizes the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to enter into a contract in the amount $26 million, the 
V A's share of planning and design costs, for a joint DOD-VA facility. 

Congress has a duty to provide quality medical care to our nation's service members and to 
its veterans, and we must strive to do so in the most cost-effective manner possible. Co-location of 
DOD and VA medical treatment facilities at Fitzsimons will result in significant cost sharing 
efficiencies while providing comprehensive, "cutting edge" modem medicine to veterans and 
service members alike. We look forward to working with your department in achieving these 
goals. 

Sincerely, 

oel Hefley 

Member of Congress ~ 

~~~!lila 
United States Senator 

S-U>--
Scott Mcinnis 
Member of Congress 

CC: The Honorable Anthony Principi 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

Ben Nightho 
United States Senator 

~f:rf:ro 
l 

) /" --- f : .. ~"'· ) 

Tom Tancredo 
Member of Congress 

\A li tsL ~,f,./2 ~ 
rM~ 
Member of Congress 
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8TH DISTRICT, MARYLAND 

COMMITIEE ON 
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March 29, 2004 

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 
Secretary 
Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld: 

1419 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515 
(202) 225-5341 

DISTRICT OFFICES 

51 MONROE STREET, #507 
ROCKVILLE, MD 20850 

(301) 424-3501 

3409 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE 

MouNT RAINIER, MD 20712 
(301) 927-5223 

www.house.gov/vanhollen 

We are writing to express our serious concerns about the proposal for a new Department 
of Defense (DoD) labor relations system that has been distributed to congressional staff and 
employee groups. 

In the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA), which was enacted last November, 
the Department was authorized to modify the procedures for resolving labor-management 
disputes for the next six years. However, Congress stated that any new procedures would have 
to protect fundamental labor rights, such as the right of employees to join unions, the right of 
unions to bargain collectively, and the duty of unions and management to bargain in good faith. 
Congress also stated that the current labor relations system could be modified only in furtherance 
of the Department's "national security mission."1 

In hearings that preceded the passage of the NDAA, DoD officials repeatedly stated that 
they were not trying to eliminate collective bargaining rights. 2 A majority of House members 
from both parties voted for the bill with the assurance that fundamental labor rights would be 
protected. Thus, we were very troubled to learn that DoD has submitted a proposal for a new 
labor relations system that abrogates these rights and goes well beyond what Congress intended 
in theNDAA. 

1 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2004 (P.L. 108-136), § 
9902(m)(l). 

2 Testimony of Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz before the House 
Government Reform Committee (May 6, 2003) ("My understanding is that collective bargaining 
will still be an essential part of the process"); Testimony ofUndersecretary ofDefense David 
Chu before the House Subcommittee on Civil Service and Agency Organization (Apr. 29, 2003) 
("And there's no proposal here to -- for anyone to lose his or her collective bargaining rights"). 
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Under this proposal, good-faith collective bargaining would be virtually eliminated and 
replaced by "consultation" with unions over proposed personnel changes. DoD could 
unilaterally decide what personnel changes are "significant" enough to be subject to collective 
bargaining. If DoD and its unions could not reach agreement, the Department could unilaterally 
implement the personnel changes and cut off all post-implementation negotiations. Moreover, 
DoD could unilaterally issue regulations to supersede existing collective bargaining agreements 
negotiated by the Department and its unions. 

To the extent that any collective bargaining is permitted under the new labor relations 
system, labor-management disputes would be resolved by a newly created Defense Labor 
Relations Board (DLRB). This board would be located within the Department, with its members 
selected by the Secretary. We do not believe such a system satisfies the NDAA requirement that 
any labor relations system developed by DoD must provide for "independent third party review 
of decisions."3 

The DoD proposal also contains several provisions aimed solely at reducing union 
membership. Most notably, the proposal prohibits as many as 200,000 DoD employees
including some clerical employees, some professional employees, attorneys, and term
appointment employees- from joining unions.4 DoD has provided no justification for how such 
changes further the Department's national security mission, as is required by the NDAA. 

We strongly urge the Department to withdraw this proposal immediately and submit a 
new proposal that is consistent with the intent of Congress. 

Sincerely, 

•7~ 
CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
Member of Congress 

3 NDAA at§ 9902(m)(6). 

\ ~_:-, r /·- YA_;(_~-
FRANKWOLF 
Member of Congress 

4 Union-Busting, DoD Style, Federal Times (Feb. 16, 2004). 
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-· Fsb. 9. 2005 4:20PM 

Mr. Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington DC, 20301-1000 

February 9, 2005 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld: 

No. 2004 P. 2 

,,.-' -

Last Sunday's elections marked a historic milestone for a majority of the Iraqi people, 
who have taken courageous first steps toward self-governance despite a surge in violence 
and threats. While we deeply appreciate the contributions of the American military in 
bearing a heavy burden for Iraq's security, the recent election does not change the reality 
of an ongoing insurgency in Iraq. Given the continued violence and concerns about the 
performance of the Iraqi military, we were pleased with the recent deployment of General 
Gary Luck to assess the training of security forces in Iraq. As Congress considers a new 
$80 billion spending request for Iraq- bringjng the total allocated for the war to more 
than $200 billion in the past two years -we believe Congress would benefit from General 
Luck's findings, Accordingly, we respectfully urge the Department of Defense to brief 
Members of Congress on General Luck's report and disseminate this information in 
writing prior to the upcoming appropriations vote. 

Mr. Secretary, as U.S. casualties in Iraq continue to increase- surpassing 1,400 this past 
month- the American people deserve to hear the Administration's plans for a future U.S. 
military presence in Iraq. With the number of deployable military units stretched thin, it 
is incumbent upon the Department of Defense to take every measure to alleviate the 
significant burdens placed on the brave men and women in Iraq. Currently, American 
troops are facing extended tours, severely limited recuperation intervals and shortened 
visits home. We have instituted a "back-door draft" by deploying and maintaining an 
exorbitant number of Anny Reservists and National Guard in Iraq, who now constitute 
nearly half of the total force. While American involvement is vital to Iraq's future, we 
implore you to re-evaluate and reconstitute the strategy for a continued U.S. presence in 
Iraq. 

Since the President declared an, end to major combat operations, the insurgency has 
exponentially increased, with no indication of subsiding in the aftermath of the election. 
According to the Pentagon's own estimates, the number of insurgents have quadrupled 
from at least 5,000 to more than 20,000 in the past year. At the same time, Iraqi 
intelligence services claim that number has further increased to 200,000, which includes 
full and part-time fighters, as well as civilians who aid and abet them. Unfortunately, 
attacks have continued both on Election Day and beyond, further demonstrating that our 
current military strategy alone will not lead to stability and security in Iraq. 

oso 02859-05 
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In his State of the Union Address, President Bush pledged that Iraqi security forces will 
,.become more selfNreliant and take on greater security responsibilities," allowing 
Coalition forces to serve increasingly in a "supporting role." But last week, Lt. Gen. 
James J. Lovelace, Director of Anny Operations, afflnned that the Anny plans to 
maintain its current presence of 120,000 troops in Iraq until2007. The Iraqi security 
forces' skill level, loyalty to the transitional government and wi1lingness to confront 
insurgents are clearly preeminent factors in shaping future U.S. policy choices in Iraq. 
While Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice recently testified before the Senate Foreign 
Relations Conunittee that the current Iraqi security and military forces stand at 120,000 
strong,. these numbers do not accurately reflect the number of currently-enlisted and 
capable Iraqi troops. At this critical juncture, Congress must be fully infonned of Gen. 
Luck's findings on the status of Iraqi military, security services and police. 

Mr. Secretary, America's mission in Iraq must be changed to place an increased emphasis 
on the training of Iraqi recruits as a means of both stabilizing Iraq and bringing our troops 
home. As we prepare to vote on the additional $80 billion funding request, Congress will 
have abdicated its responsibility to the American people if we write a blank check 
without the necessary analysis, insight and infonnation from the Department of Defense. 
General Luck's findings are essential to this process, and we look forward to your 
expeditious and detailed response. 

Sincerely, 

fb~~'V-.... 
&:;;....-::..::::---~ 

~ 

p :: 
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Co-signers: 

1) Robert Wexler 
2) Marty Meehan 
3) Jim McDennott 
4) Donald Payne 
5) Carolyn Maloney 
6) Diane Watson 
7) Rush Holt 
8) Maxine Waters 
9) Stephanie Tubbs Jones 
10) Howard Berman 
11) Eliot Engel 
12) Earl Blumenauer 
13) Bernie Sanders 
14) G.K. Bunerfield 
15) James McGovern 
16) Neil Abercrombie 
17) Robert Menendez 
18) SamFarr 
19) Joe Crowley 
20) Carolyn McCarthy 
21) Mark Udall 
22) Ellen Tauscher 
23) Louise Slaughter 
24) George Miller 
25) Peter Defazio 
26) James Oberstar 
27) Kendrick Meek 
28) Loretta Sanchez 
29) Shelley Berkley 
30) John Tanner 
31) Tammy Baldwin 
32) John Dingell 
33) Barbara Lee 
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Dear Scc:retary Rumsfeld: : 
l ;'I .. 

I understand that the Dep I ent ofDef~mSe supported enactment of S. 397, a bill''lo proba'bit ; 
civil liability actions &om · · brought or eontinued against manufacturers, distributors, 
dealers, or importers of fllllilims or ammunition Cor damages, injunctive or other relief resulting 
ltom the mistll!e of their Prolfucts by others:• 

As you know, the Senale ~!bidered that bill last m.ontb and on July 29~~> passed it after adopting 
several amendments. The ~~e-passed bill or similar legislation may be considtred in the 
House of'Represematives a1,~ the current August district work period. 

Ir! imticipation of House dsideration of such legislation, I would like to know whether the 
Dep.utment of Defense con ·inues to supportS. 397 as approved by the Senate and would 
appreciate any anal }'!lis yo;f Department may have about the effect ofthis legislation on national 
security. 

Thank you f.or your atteoti to this req~!I'St. 

Mark Udall 

OSD 15958-05 
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* (!Congress of tbt Wnfttl:J .i>tatt9'L" 
"' 9: 03 , __ ! 

~oust ot l\tpresmtatibts' 
Ultasbington, 1J8(: 20515 

The Hooorable Donald Rumsfeld 
Office of the Secretllry of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301-1000 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

February 8, 2006 

The United States has the strongest military in the world due in large part to OUT 

commitment to an all-volunteer integrated force structure. The National Guard is an 
integral and vital component of our Global War on Terror. Anything less than a fully 
manned and equipped National Guard is unacceptable and during a time of war is 
perilous. 

Approximately 25% of United States troops currently serving in Iraq and Afghanistan are 
members of the National Guard or Reserve. Cutbacks in current manpower or 
equipment levels would be detrimental to our military's ability 10 coptinue carrying out 
their missions and will inflict additional and unnecessary stress on our troops. Reducing 
National Guard numbers and levels of equipment during a time of war requires a 
comprehensive examination and justification. 

In addition to the National Guard's significant role in defending the U.S. overseas, they 
are also tasked with an essential part of our response to domestic crises and natural 
disasters. We have grown 10 rely on them during our times of need. Our response, 
recovery and protection of OUT citizens would be significantly hindered should their 
numbers and equipment be reduced. 

We are seriously concerned that the proposed cuts do not take into account OUT current 
operational and strategic needs. We ask that you reassess these proposals and present 
Congress with n«essary justification before any decision to draw down National Guard 
manpower or equipment is finalized. We look forward to a continued dialogue on this 
important issue. 

Sincerely, 

OSD 02044-06 

20222S24EiE 97Y. P.<l2 
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Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld, 

<!rongress of t}fe llniteb ~fates 
masqington, il<IL 20515 

June 19, 2006 

Recently, it has come to our attention that an Instruction within Department of Defense regulations regarding 
the mental health characterizations of service members is outdated. Instruction 1332.38 includes under the 
heading Developmental Defects and Other Specific Conditions, "Certain Mental Disorders including: 
... Homosexuality." The Department of Defense issued this provision in 1996 and recertified it in 2003. 

Our hope is that any inadvertent outdated language can be updated so that military regulations are consistent 
across the board and in keeping with the American Psychiatric Association's (APA) stance reaffirming that, 
"homosexuality per se implies no impairment in judgment, stability, reliability, or general social and vocational 
capabilities." 

Currently, there are two Department of Defense regulations dealing with mental health, DoDD 6490.1 "Mental 
Health Evaluations of Members of the Armed Forces", and DoD I 6490.4 "Requirements for Mental Health 
Evaluations of Members of the Armed Forces." Consistent with the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders- Fourth Edition (DSM-IV), these Department of Defense mental health regulations do not include 
homosexuality on any list of psychological disorders. 

We ask that you perform a complete review of DoD medical policies and regulations to ensure they reflect 
current psychological diagnostic and treatment standards. This is necessary to meet the mental health care 
needs of all of our service men and women, including the estimated 65,000 lesbian, gay and pisexual service 
members serving in our Armed Forces today. 

We look forward to a dialogue with you on this matter as well as an update on the status of this Instruction from 
Under Secretary Chu. Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter. 

Respectfully, 

Member of Congress 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 
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LANE EVANS 
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Member of Congress 



0812912006 15:19 FAX 
141002 

. "' 
<itangrtliS af fq£ ll!nitrb ~fah~s 

Jlllasqing1on, ~~~ 211515 

Donald H. Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 

August 29, 2006 

···· -~-W8l!hington;DC20301-1000 m.--- ·-

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld, 

We are writing to inquire about your comments Sunday at Port Greeley, Alaska that you 
would like to see a full test of the U.S. missile defense capability. You stated that you 
wanted to have a test "where we actually put all the pieces together; that just hasn't 
happened." We could not agree with you more regarding the need to perl'orm a full end
lr:>-end test of the existing limited missile defense system in operationally realistic 
conditions. 

As you know, in the 10 pt"evious tests of interceptors based in Califomia and Alaska, only 
5 have successfully intercepted a target. The Ground-Based Midcourse Defense system 
was last tested in December 2005 without a live target In December 2004 and February 
2005, the interceptor rocket failed to lift off the launch pad. Tests have been highly 
scripted with unrealistic countermeasures; the time of the enemy launch was known; Md 
the threat only came from a single enemy missile. The next test, planned for this week 
will not actually seek to defeat an incoming target but simply to determine if the kill
vehicle can recognize an incoming warhead. 

On July 41
\ North Korea test fired seven missiles including its long range Taepodong 2 

missile for the first time. While the latter failed within a minute of launch and the 
missile's range is unknown, it marl<:edNorth Korea's break with a unilateral moratorium 
it has observed since 1999. Documents supporting the Missile Defense Agency's fiscal 
year 2007 budget request, observe that "Without major technical hurdles, an !IOversary 
could choose to launch a missile at the United States from a forward-based sea platform 
within a few hundred kilometers of U.S. territory." 

We support your call for an operationally realistic test of our current missile defense 
system to know the actual state of our capabilities. Since the Strategic Defense Initiative 
(SDl) was launched in the mid 1980s, the United States has spent nearly SIO<l billion on 
missile defense programs and studies with litr:le to show for it You have asked the 
American people to pay for over $10 billion in missile funding in the 2007 fiscal year. 

Unfortunately, after reviewing the Missile Defense Agency's test schedule, we see no 
evidence of the comprehensive and realistic end-to-end test of the limited miosile defense 

OCT-25-2e01 22:43 
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system that you called for at Fort Greeley. When is such a test planned? As supporters of 
fielding a limi£ed missile defense capability that works, we would also like to know when 
you believe that the American people can be sure that this limited system will truly 
defend our country against a threat such as Nonh Korea. 

We look forward to your timely response, 

Sincerely, 

.. 

P.03 



Mr. Peter F. Verga 

(!Congress of tbr mlniteb ~Mates 
W!!rulbington, ~Ill: 20515 

July 24, 2007 

Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Homeland Defense and Americas' Security Affairs 
Department of Defense 
2600 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-2600 

Dear Mr. Verga: 

We write to urge you to ensure that a vital fire fighting mission remains with the 302n<J Airlift 
Wing (302"d A W) at Peterson AFB. 

The Mobile Airborne Fire-Fighting System (MAFFS) is a critical resource 'for figfiting fires in 
Colorado, the Western region, and across the country. It is able to deliver high volumes of' fire retardant 
or water to remote areas ql}iekly, safely, and efficiently. We strongly support efforts to upgrade and 
modemi7~ the system with the MAFFS II, which we understand is scheduled for delivery beginning 
later this year. 

Given the proximity of Peterson AFB to areas with high fire danger and the experience of the 
30200 A W in operating the MAFFS, we firmly believe that when MAFFS ll systems are delivered, 
Peterson AFB should remain the host installation for the mission. With a history of notorious forest 
fires such as the Missionary Ridge Fire and the Hayman Fire, Colorado remains a setting for potentially 
devastating forest fires in the future, making Peterson AFB an idea! location for the MAFFS mission, 
But beyond that, for a host of additional reasons, moving the mission from Peterson AFB to a new 
location simply does not make sense and could potentially lead to harmful, unintended consequences. 

In addition to the strategic benefits of maintaining MAFFS capabilities at Peterson AFB, the 
302'"' A W has a long track record of success in operating the system. More dangerous than many 
combat missions, the 30200 has been flying MAFFS missions at 150 feet off the ground through narrow 
mountainous valleys under adverse conditions for over 20 years without incident. With their 
exceptional knowledge of the current system, as well as their perfect safety record, the 30200 A W is the 
unit best prepared to operate the new system. 

While some might argue that delivery of the MAFFS II is a chance to move tbe mission to a new 
lucation, such a move would not be prudent. Training new air crews would require a significant amount 
of time and money, not to mention a serious reduction in fire fighting capabilities during training. 
Because the training and maintenance components of MAFFS are extensive, moving the mission would 
not be a matter of simply redeplo}·ing tlie outfitted C-130's to a new location. All of the training, 
maintenance facilities, and personnel would have to be redeployed as well, an expensive if not 
impossible proposition. Training for MAFFS missions is unlike training for combat, because all the 
standard rules for aviation are turned on their head, so that any disruption or loss of training expertise 
and personnel could have tragic consequences. 

The 302"" A W is currently fully trained and prepared to fight fines anywhere in the United States 
and has been doing so for quite some time. In addition, Peterson AFB's central location in the Western 
region allows the 302nc to help any state in that region within hours. In fact, the 302"" has perfonned 



aerial fire fighting in Colorado, Wyoming, North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, Utah, Texas, New 
Mexico, Nevada, Arizona, California, Oregon, and Washington. While the fire danger in the West 
moves and changes each season, Peterson AFB has proven, year in and year out, to be an excellent 
home for the MAFFS system. Every year, fires break out in new regions of the West, and it would be 
extremely shortsighted to start making basing decisions based on where the latest fires happened to 
break out. 

Thank you for taking the time to review this mission-critical issue. We appreciate your help and 
know that you will do what is appropriate and necessary to ensure that the most highly-trained personnel 
will continue to perform missions involving the protection of our homeland. 

~a~ 
DOUgmbom 
Member of Congress 

Tom Tancredo 
Member of Congress 

A~/!Jktt:· 
Diana DeGette 

Sincerely, 

Cc: The Honorable Robert M. Gates, Secretary of Defense V 
The Honorable Michael Wynne, Secretary of the Air Force 

~54rt-~-
Ken Salazar 
Sen'\tor 

Member of Congress 

The Honorable Kenneth Krieg, Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisitions, Technology, and 
Logistics) 
The Honorable Tina Jonas, Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller/Chief Financial Officer) 
The Honorable Mark E. Rey, Undersecretary of Agriculture (Natural Resources and Environment) 
General Victor Renuart, Jr., Commander, United States Northern Command 
The Honorable Thomas Hall, Jr., Assistant Secretary of Defense (Reserve Affairs) 
Mr. William Haynes, II, General Counsel of the Department of Defense 
Lieutenant General H. Stephen Blum, Chief, National Guard Bureau 
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February 19, 2008 

The Honorable Robert Michael Gatl!ll 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Room 38880 
WashingtOn, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

COMM<'fTEE ON SCIENCE ANO 
TECHNOLOSV 
e~~~.,. 

SUBCOMNlTTGii ON SPACE 
1JroiQ AEPONAUTICS 

SU&COMMl"TU ON iNIAG'¥' MD 
fNVII\ONMENT 

COMMITTE!! ON 
NATUa'"' A&Sovaclt 

SUBCOMMftTEE 0'4 WATER 
...OOOWEII 

SUBCOMMn'TI!I!! QN NATJONAL P.U:ItS, 
F<>JWlfl. AN(> IO,IIlLIC W'D8 

hnp:/lmarkud,..hova&.govJHo~/Coli2Jhomt 

As you wnsider the way ahead for the US Government's (USG's) next generation 
imagtliY arcl:Jitecture, I urge you to consider an increased role for the U.S. commercial 
imasery data providers. 

Commercial data providers {COPs) contribute a great deal to our IWional military and 
intelligence, especially as their capabilities continue to evolve to take advantage of the 
latllllt technology an4 remain competitive in the intemadonal marketplace •. For example, 
as you may know, DigitalGlobe has just launched its next generation WorldView-1 
satellite with WorldView-2 planned for launch in first half of 2009, and GeoEye will be 
launclling its GeoEye-1 satellite this year. My understanding is that both of th6lle 
sateUites rival our national systems in many ways and are expected to meet a large part of 
the nation's mapping and geospatial intelligence needs. 

I think the U.S. Government could gready benefit from an increased reliance on data 
from a robust commercial imagety industry, Specifically, my understanding is that·· 

• CDPs operate a larger constellation than is needed to meet solely the 
government's requirements, so the government gets the benefits of redundanc:y 
and revisit. 

• Cost efficiencil!ll are gained because COPs spread the cost of the entire system 
(space, ground, launch, insurance, etc.) over multiple customers and so the 
government alone does not bear lhe full cost 

• The COPs use proven end-to-end (space to ground) designs and infrastructure, so 
there is low design and implementation ri&k 



And. increased reliance on COPs will help maintain a robust conuneiciai data provider 
industry, which in tum suppotU lhe basic national policy goals of protecting national 
security by ensuring U.S. global scientific and teclmicalleadetship. 

As the Administration nears finalization of a business model for the next generation 
arehitecr.ure, I urse you to recognize the benefits the collllllerCial imAgery data providen 
bring tO bear and ensure they are incorporated into the approach set forth by the 
Administration. 

'I'b.ank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sillcerely, 

Mark Udall 

cc: General James B. cartwright 
The Honorable John M. (Mike) McConnell 
Mr. Scott F. Large 
V ADM Robert B. M\Jil'ett 

P.03 
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COMMITTEE ON 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

€:ongre~~ of tbt W:nittb ~tate~ 
J)oust of ~epresentatibts 
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May 8,2008 

WASHINGTON OFFJCE: 

1131 LONGWORTH HOUSE OFFICE BUK..DING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

MAIN: (202) 225-7882 
FAX: (202)22&-4623 

DISTRICT OFFICE: 
6099 SouTH Quesec STREET 

Sum:200 
CENTENNIAL, CO 80111-4547 

MAIN: (720} 283-9772 
FAX: (720) 2l!:Hl776 

UTTLETON OFFJCE: 
1800 WEST lmLETON Bout...EVARD 

Lrm..£TON, CO 8012G-2021 
MAIN: (720) 283-7575 

SENIORS: (720)283--9026 

CASTlE ROCK OFFICE: 

240 WILCOX STREET, SUll'E 111 
CAsn..E FlocK.. CO 80104-2439 

MAIN: {300) 688-3430 
FA><: (303) 68!1-3524 Dr. Robert M. Gates 

Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC. 20301-1000 

21-05-08~07:31 RCVD 

Mr. Secretary, 

We are writing today to respectfully ~uest that the Department of Defense 
conduct a review of the file of Petty Officer 2" Class Danny P. Dietz and his heroic 
actions to save the lives of his fellow SEAL team members before his death by enemy 
action in Afghanistan. 

In June of2005 Dietz was a member of a Navy SEAL team tasked with 
reconnaissance in the form of locating a high ranking Taliban official in the mountains 
near Asadabad. On June 281

h, their team was identified by Taliban sympathizers and 
their location reported to the enemy. In the face of superior forces both in n1llllbers and 
strategic position, the SEAL team radioed for reinforcements. The responding Chinook 
helicopter was subsequently shot down by the enemy. Dietz proceeded to advance on the 
enemy positions in an attempt to reach a suitable location to re-establish radio 
communications with his command. 

Although wounded, Petty Officer Dietz continued to engage the enemy. 
Understanding full well that his actions would most likely cost him his life, he chose to 
make the ultimate sacrifice so that his fellow team members could have a chance to 
escape. 

We believe that Petty Officer Dietz should be posthumously awarded the Medal 
of Honor for his heroism. This recognition of his bravery would be consistent with the 
awarding of the Medal of Honor for his team leader, Lieutenant Michael P. :Murphy, who 
lost his life under similar circumstances. 

Thank you in advance for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

tancrsdo houss ggy 

CO School Safety Hotline: 
{8771542-5AFE 
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June 20, 2008 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Depanment of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

P.02 
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SU9COt.!MITTIIiS OW NATIONAL PAAICS, 
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I am writing with regard to the classified draft GAO report assessing costs and vulnerabilities of the 
relocation of the nation's air and space defense command from Cheyenne Mountain to the new 
NORAD/NorthCom command center at Peterson Air Force Base in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 

As you know, information from a classified draft GAO report was recently leaked to a Colorado 
Springs newspaper, which reported on GAO's findings on June 16. I have since been briefed on the 
draft GAO report, and I am appalled at what I've learned. 

As a member of the House Armed Services Committee. I have long been concerned about the 
potential vulnerability of the new command center to attack. Since I first learned about the proposed 
move in a conversation with Admiral Kea.:ing in June 2006 - during which he claimed significant 
cost savings and efficiencies and made no mention of potential security vulnerabilities -
NORADINorthCom has provided limited and inadequate information to Congress explaining the 
rationale for and benefits of the move from Cheyenne Mountain. As the Colorado Congressional 
delegation wrote in a letter to Admiral Keating in July 2006, "We believe that the decision to relocate 
personnel from the Cheyenne Mountain Complex to Peterson AFB must be done with the suppon of, 
and in coordination with, Congress, and more specif'IC&lly, the Colorado congressional delegation." 
This has not happened. 

Despite repeatedly expressed concerns, I have never heard an explanation of how Peterson AFB 
would be as secure a place for these critical systems. Furthermore, General Renuart has repudiated 
the apparent savings that Admiral Keating touted as the initial impetus for this move. Tha.:' s why I 
worked last ye.ar with the House Armed Services Committee to pass language in the Defense 
Authorintion bill that would prohibit further funding for the move conditional on the receipt of a 
report analyzing security-related costs and anticipated operational benefits from the move, as well as 
final plans for the relocation of the command center. The Senate would not agree to the language, as 
you know, which allowed NORAD/NorthCom to continue with the move. 

~!NTED ON! FltCVCI.ED PAJ!eR 
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REP MARK UDALL 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
June 20, 2008 
Page Two 

P.03 

I was pleased that additional legislation was once again included in the House version of the Defense 
Authorization bill to prohibit further movement from Cheyenne Mountain to Peterson Air Force Base, 
and I look forward to working with the conferees to further strengthen this provision in conference. 
However, I believe that the degradation of our command and control capabilities should warrant 
immediate action. 

I hope you agree that the !"CVelations in the draft GAO report are serious enough to demand your 
urgent attention. The security vulnerabilities addressed in the report simply must be addressed - and 
addressed immediately, which may entail transferring air and space surveill~ce missions back to the 
Mountain from Peterson AFB. To delay action or ignore the GAO findings is to put our national 
security further at risk, as well as to potentially endanger the Colorado Sptings community. 

I look forward to your response. 

TOTAL P.03 
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Dear Secretary Gates: 
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AB you. knaw, the .Anny llllll proposed expanding the Pblon Canyon Mmeuvor Site, in Colorado, 
through acquisition of .larl<k adjacent to the exiatbJ.s lite. 

Section 409 of the .fiscal 2.008 mili1ary eonstmotion approp.tiations act provides that "Nooo of the 
funds appropriated or othe<I:Wi&e made e.vailable ill this Act !1111')' be used for lillY action that is 
mtated to orptO!llotcs the~ of the b®lldaties or size" of the Pinon Canyon iite, and 
similar l:mgllage is included in the corresponding .apptOpriati.ons bill for fiscal year 2009 receotly 
passed by the Hou.s~: of:Reptcs®,tatives. 

However, section 2831 of the National De!e:nR AuthorizatiOZI Ac.t for :tiscal2008 requires the 
Al:myto prepare and submit .to Congress a report analyzing the adequacy of the eJtistinS site and 
the extent to which it could support additional mining a.cdvities as wdl u a descriptiOZI of 
addi.ti.on!!l training activities that could bo conducted by u.uits Sllll.ioned at Fort Carson "if, 
through lfliWJS or ~ei.tion from~ landowners," the exiSting site were ~:mded. 

On Ausust 6tb, the possible expansion of the exi!lting Pinon Cccyon Mlll.\e'IM!Ir Site wu 
discussed at a meeting in Trinidad, Colora® attended by Mr. Keith Bastin, Assistant Sec.relary 
of the Al:my, IDstallatiOJIS and .Bnvi:romnent, and Mlij. General. Ma:t Gnlham, the col!llllllllder of 
Port Carson. I wu pleued to at:tem1 Ibis meeting :md appreciated that Mr. Bastin and Maj. 
General Graham came to Trinidad to meet with the community, 

At the meeting, Aliliilmmt ~ ilamn stated that the Army will not seek to use ~t 
domain to condemn a:n.v land. for exp!ln$ion of the existing Pinon Canyon site tiQ(l instead will 
deal only with "willing sei.IM!" in acquiring llmd for that pw:poiO. 

A majority In the Colorado Congressional Delegation are opposed to the use of eminent domain 
for this purpose. Mr. Eastin's assm::mC<Ils on this point were welcomed. 

.I 
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I have no reason to question the s!nc.erity of Mr. Eastin's deel.&ration and l am confident that he 
speakJ with atllhority fur the Army 01.1 the use of eminent domain, but yon oan imagine that IllllllY 
in the local oonntluoity WOildel: whether this eommitment is iron-dad; In tbb regard. I would 
like to make sure that As&istant Secrctaey Eestin's statement mpresems the official position of 
the Departtuent oftlefense. 

Can you assert that it is the poli~y oftht:o Department ofDef'ene to n:ftein :from my attempt to 
acquire the ownersblp ar nse of prtvate land$ for the pUrpOse of expanding the Pinon Canyon 
Maneuver Site ex®pt through agreoment with willing owners oftl'll! lands involved? 

I believe that an offici&~ st.a'telm:lrt :fro.rn your office on this poi.m: would be teasstll'in& to the 
conuntmides coneemed about the Aroly' s proposed cxpaDSion. It would also be helpful to 
Co~ to have an official policy declaration fto.rn the highest oftic:.e in the Pel.\•n on this 
question 

Thank you for your~· 

Mark Udall 
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ctonllt'tls of tbt 1tniteb 6tatts 
111111atbin(lton. •( 20515 

September 8, 2008 

The Honorable Robelt M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

P.02 

We are writing with regard to funding appropriated by Congress in FY07 and FY08 to help the University 
of Colorado develop the nation's first Homeland Defense Ph.D. procram, which was a Dcpanment of 
Defense request. 

The University of Colorado-Colorado Springa's (UCCS) Center for Homeland Security (CHS) provides 
education for and work$ eollaboratively with NORTHCOM, which is responsible for defending the 
nation's homeland and is located in Colorado Springs. Additionally, nearby University of Colorado
Denver has a robust doctoral procram in Public Affairs with emphasis on homeland security and 
emergency Illilllagement. The value added to NORTIICOM is significant, ensuring that Homeland 
Defense doctoral research is aligned with its Homeland Defense and civil suppon missions. 

UCCS bas offered courses and a Certificate in Homeland Security since 2003 to meet the growing 
demand in the emerging discipline of Homeland Defense. UCCS is on track to become a lfational elite 
academic and research institute in this new discipline. 

The 2006 National Defense Authorization Act asked that the Secretary of Defense make a 
recommendation to Congress for implementing legislation that would contribute to the development of 
strategic-level homeland defense education. 

Tomorrow's teclmologic:al advances and policy innovations require a commitment to doctoral-level 
research funding today. That's why Concress included funding of $1.7 million and $~.2 million in the 
FY07 and FY08 appropriations bills respectively for the University of Colorado Homeland Defense 
pro cram. 

On July 31, we were in receipt of correspondence from Robin Squattito, Deputy Director and Chief, 
Legislative Liaison at NORAD and NORTH COM, regarding the Ph.D. program funding. She wrote to 
alert us that none of the funds for the Ph.D, program had been awarded because the proposed program 
does nor rompon with DOD Instruction 1322.10 regarding DOD policies on IP'&duate education for 
military officers. She wrote that a waiver of this policy can be granted, and apparently will be granted 
soon for the FY07 funding. She also explained that NORTHCOM is uuable to use the $3.2 million in 
FY08 funding because "it came with a limitation," and that these funds will have to be returned to the Air 
Force as non-executable funding. 
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The intent of Congress was clear whe.n it appropriated nearly $5 million for a Homeland Defense Ph.D. 
program. With this in mind we have two questions we would like addreased: 

L As you know. the FV07 appropriation of S1.7M has yet to be awarded and is contingent on 
NORTHCOM requesting a waiver that will be made to the DOD Instruction to pennit the Ph.D. 
program to move forward. What is the status of the waiver proee.u and when do you expect the 
$1.7M to be awarded? 

2. The FV08 appropriation of S3.2M has abo not been awarded, and because the end of the 
fJ.SCal year is quickly approaching, we are concerned about the statuS of that appropriation mark. 
We would like to know what is being done to protect the appropriation and when you would 
expect it to be awarded. 

The doctoral program is a critical component of the emerging Homeland Defense discipline, whi.ch is why 
it has the support of Congrw and NORTHCOM. The excessive delay in awarding thelie funds is a 
serious concern and has prevented this important national educational program from moving forward. We 
request immediate action on the above issues and expect to hear from you as soon as possible regarding 
our questions. 

Cc: Honorable Micltael Donley 
Acting Secretary, Air Force 

Sincerely, 

Mark Udall 

TOTAL P.03 
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llnitro ~i:atrs ~matt 

The Honorable William Lynn 
·Deputy Secretazy.ofDefense 
U.S. DepartmentofDefense 
1010 Defense Pentagon . 
Wasb.in,gton, D.C. 20301·1010 . 

DearMr, Lynn: ··. 

WASHINGTON, OC 201il0 

April9,2009 

I am plwed to str<lngly support the application of ColonetTonyKoren,Jr.; (USA Ret.) · 
to serve in the Department of Defense in the capacity ofDeputy Assistant Secretazy of · 
Defense for SpeoielOperations Capabilities, Prisoners ofWar/Missing Personnel or · 

·Homeland Defeliae., His experience als;;rmak~ hi.m an excellent candidate for the . 
· position of Assistant Secretary of the .i-\.r)ny for Installations and Environment: 

·. Colonel Koren brings to th~ table aprove,n IiiCOrd oftoughbut smart ieadership that is 
· · both principled and pragniatic. In addition to his long and distiogui~hed militezy ca;eer, · . 
. . Colonel Koren has extensive ~e)ience dealing with public-private sector parbJ.ershipa . 
. ·. and media relations regarding.T)nited States militezy engagements. For·extunple, he iuu; : 
. led Colorado's efforts tb resp(lnd to the effects of' the growth at Fort Carson fr0m2005 to 
the present Fort Carson will .grow from 12,500 troops in 200:5 to 28,200 troops in 2013. · . 
Colonel Koren has helped prepare .the Colorado Springs comrnunity.and the state for this 
growth. He also understands how to clearly CQmmunlCl\tC the overall significance and. 

· day-to-dayreall.ties.ofourmilitary engagements to the American people. He served as 
the military analystlcemllltiint fur several Dateline NBC specials, including one on the . 
war on terror and anbther onAfghartistuh. · · · · · ·· · · .·· 

I hand-dalivered a siinllar letter toSecret!JtY Ge.tes .soi!le·wetks ago urging him to giv~ · · 
Colonel Tony Korell every consideration for one of these positions in the Department, l 
.urge you to do the same. I ani proud to support Colonel Koren's application. If you have 

.. · any questions, pleas~ feel free to contact me at (202) 224,S941. . · 

Mai'kU4all 
..... U.S. Senatot 

· Co: . Mr. Don Gi~s, Director, Office of;Prd!iden(illl Personnel . 



MARK UDALL 
COLORADO 

Secretary Robert M. Gates 
Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

'tinitcd i'tatrs i'matr 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

January 21,2010 

SUITE SH-317 
SENATE HART OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

(202) 224-5941 

I write to request a transfer of$4 million that I helped to secure in the recently approved FY2010 
Department of Defense Appropriations bill for the Vet-Biz Initiative for National Sustainment 
(VINS) project. I requested funding for this project on behalf of the Pueblo Economic 
Development Corporation (PEDCO), based in Pueblo, Colorado, to match up qualified veteran
owned businesses with the parts and sustainment needs of the Department of Defense. 

The funding was originally requested as a Navy Research Development Test and Evaluation 
(RDT&E) item, with Naval Air Systems Command's Aging Aircraft Integrated Product Team 
(AAIPT) as the project sponsor. Unfortunately, the AAIPT has since been dissolved. As a 
result, I understand that PEDCO and itS contractor have been in touch with Army Research 
Laboratory (ARL) about the project and its applicability to Army parts needs, and ARL has 
agreed to take over sponsorship of the project. I certainly welcome this development as the close 
proximity of Fort Carson to Pueblo makes the Army a more logical partner for Colorado. 

I ask that the $4 million recently included in the FY2010 Department of Defense Appropriations 
bill for the Vet-Biz Initiative for National Sustainment be transferred from Navy RDT &E to 
Army RDT&E, R-1 Line 5, PE 0602105A Materials Technology. Please inform me as soon as 
this transfer has been completed. · · 

Sincerely, 

Senator Jv):arkUdall 

CC: Susan Marks, Army Research Laboratory 
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MAAKUDAU. i!IUlTI' !tW--317 
COL.tllW>O 

WASHINGTON, DC 20610 

Ms.rch 30, 2010 

Mil. Elizabeth King 
Assisant Secretary for Legislative Affairs 
Department of Defense 
1300 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, Colorado 20301 

Dear Ms. King, 

!~NATE HAkT OfiJIICI IUIU)liNti 

W-NG'I'OII, llC "'"'" --· 

In recent weeks my office has received a nutnber of inquiries from constituents regarding a 
notice of repayment of monies for severance pay, enlistment bonus, separation pay and other 
benefits previously paid to lnilitaiy penonnel discharged or discharging from the service. The 
notice haS either come from the Defense F'mance and Accounting Service or from a collection 
agency. 

Some of those contactilll:' us have been involuntary separated for various reasons such as 
medical, or reduction of certain specialities and others have volnntary separated due to medical 
or other reasons (i.e. good the military). 

I am requesting the policy for all branches of the services on the repayment of monies for these 
reasons and others. Is there a difference in the policy between involuntary and voluntary 
separations? What is the criteria? In some cases, the person is now receiving service-connected 
benefits from the Department of Veterans Affairs which indicates that he/she was injured while 
serving in the military. Their discharge is honorable but it was not for medical reasons and is this 
treated differently? 

I appreciate your attention to my request and leek fozward to your respoose to my Denver office 
at 999 18th Street, Nt52S, Denver CO 80203. You may also contact Carolyn Boller in my 
Denver office at 303-650· 7820. 

Sincerely, 

1\-JL~ 
Mark: E. Udall 
U.S. Senator 

MEU/ckb 

212 



MARK UDALL 
COlORADO 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Department of Defense 
I 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

tinitnl ~rates ~mate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

April 26, 2010 

SUITE SH-317 
SENATE HART OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

(202) 224--5941 

1 write to request that the Department of Defense engage in "tribal consultations" as provided in 

Executive Order No. 13175 in the implementation of Section 811 of the National Defense 

Authorization Act of 2010 prior to any proposed or interim regulations being issued to 

implement that section. 

For your reference, I have enclosed relevant correspondence- (1) from the National Congress of 

American Indians, the Native American Contractors Association, and the National Center for 

American Indian Enterprise Development, dated April14, 2010, and (2) from Secretary of the 

Interior Ken Salazar to my colleague, Sen. Mark Begich, dated April13, 2010. My 

understanding is that you have also received similar letters from Senators Baucus, Cantwell, 

Murkowski, Inhofe, Tester, Crapo and Risch as well as from Rep. Boren. I urge you to consider 

the information contained in that correspondence along with my request to you today for the 

Department to comply with the cited Executive Order in connection with Section 811 

implementation. 

As you know, EO 13175 calls for "meaningful consultation ... with tribal officials in the 

development of Federal policies that have tribal implications." Secretary Salazar states in his 

letter that "this order mandates that all agencies have an accountable process for meaningful and 

timely input by tribal officials in the development of regulatory policies that have tribal 

implications." Further, in a Memorandum for Heads of Executive Departments and Agencies 

dated November 5, 2009, President Obama stated that "History has shown that failure to include 

the voices of tribal officials in formulating policy affecting their communities has all too often 

led to undesirable and, at times, devastating and tragic results ... Consultation is a critical 

ingredient of a sound and productive Federal-tribal relationship." 



I ask that the Department of Defense implement Executive Order 13175 before taking any 
further regulatory agency action regarding Section 811. This matter is of vital importance to 
Indian Tribes, Alaska Natives and Native Hawaiians. 

cc: Hon. Daniel Inouye 
Hon. Mark Begich 

Mark Udall 

Enclosures: Letter from Secretary Ken Salazar to Sen. Mark Begich 
Letter from NCAI, NACA, and NCAIED to Secretary Robert Gates 



ilnitnl ~rates ~mate 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

June 24, 2010 

We write to express our suppbrl: for the f:Jresiderit's budget request for additional non
dual status technicians for the National Guard. Specifically, the Department of Defense 
budget request for fiscal year 2011 includes an increase on the statutory limit on non-dual 
status technicians for the Army National Guard from 1 ,600 to 2,520. 

It is our understanding that an increase in non-dual status technicians in the National 
Guard is required because our National Guard has transformed over the last two decades 
from a rarely-deployed strategic reserve to a frequently deployed operational force. The 
frequent deployments of dual status technicians, who both serve as citizen-soldiers and 
civilian employees of the National Guard, has affected the National Guard's ability to support 
critical on-going functions in each of our states. This provision of the President's budget 
request was intended to remedy this situation and ease the strain on our Guardsmen by 
allowing the hiring of additional non-dual status technicians, or permanent civilian employees 
who do not deploy. 

As you may know, the House and Senate Armed Services Committees have so far 
diverged in their treatment of this issue. Although the House bill, H.R. 5136, increased the 
limit to 2,520, the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC) did not take similar action 
when marking up its bill, S. 3454. The SASC bill would provide you new authority to 
temporarily hire civilian employees to fill vacancies caused by deployments, but the 
Committee deferred taking further action on this issue pending the receipt of a report on the 
topic mandated by Section,417 of the National Defense Autho{izatioo Act for FY1 0 (Public 
Law 111-84). ' ' ·• 

In anticipation of full Senate's consideration of the bill and the eventual Conference 
Committee to resolve differences between the House and Senate versions, we ask that you 
ensure that the report required by Section 417 of the NOAA for FY1 0 is submitted to the 
House and Senate Armed Services Committees in a timely manner. We believe that it is 
important for the National Guard to be adequately manned, and hope that this report will set 
for the clear reasons for why the requested level of 2,520 non-dual status technicians will 
meet that critical goal. 



We thank you for your attention to this request and for your continued 
service. 

Sincerely, 

o ph I. Li erman 
ITED STATES SENATOR 

~~ 
Patrick J, Leahy Christopher S. Bond 
UNITES STATES SENATOR UNITES STATES SENATOR 

&~·~.~-' Sax h mbliss 
. UNIT S ATES SENATOR 

c¥-
Lisa Murkowski 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

rr o- . 'iJ. JtA-~J.Dodd ~7~ 
Robert F. Bennett 

UNITES STATES SENATOR UNITES STATES SENATOR 

&~ 
Charles E. Schumer 

. UNITES STATES SENATOR 



John D. Rockefeller IV 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

• 

Tom Harkin 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~~~~~·-L~~~~~~t~::~--~4 
Dianne Feinstein 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~!+~ 
Michael F. Bennet 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

Roland W. Burris 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

Mark Udall 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~~~~ 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

!11-Jd:L 
Orrin G. Hatch 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

\.-ca.tu"""" ~~ 
Lamar Alexander 
UNITES STATES SENATOR· 

• 

~·_,( vpt~ 
David Vitter 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

James E. Risch 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 



I Nelson 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

1? --/4 tf':c-

Bernie Sanders 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~•'".e cij!~ 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

• 

~{JJ~ 
RonWyden 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

Daniel K. Akaka 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

rr 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

Evan Bayh 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

7~ ""··· ·Patty Mua.t "o 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~~-~~' 
Blanche L. Lincoln 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

~ e_ ./I~~N,u*~~L 
Kirsten E.~ 
UNTIED STATES SENATOR 

A lL.\~ A~ar 
UNTIED TES SENATOR 

~!.?~ 
Barrasso .) 
ES STATES SENATOR 

• 



~~ 
Maria Cantwell Susan Collins 
UNITES STATES SENATOR UNTIED STATES SENATOR 

~. ~Cs,g\.'10 
Claire McCaskill 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 

Richard J. Durbin 
UNITES STATES SENATOR 



<Janitrd ~tatcs ~mate 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 203 0 1-1400 

Dear Secretary Gate:S: 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

September 27, 20 I 0 

We are writing to urge you to request at least $75 million for the Readiness and Environmental 
Protection Initiative (REP!) within the Operations and Maintenance, Defense-wide account in the 
FY 2012 President's Budget Request for the Department of Defense. 

Both the Congress and key officials in the Department of Defense (DOD) have recognized that 
accelerating development, population growth, and loss of habitat on non-military lands pose a 
serious threat to the sustaittability of key military installations, ranges, and airspace, and to the 
military's ability to conduct the realistic testing and training that are so critical to military 
readiness. 

1hese challenges will only intensify in the near to mid-term. The "Grow the Force" initiative, 
the global restationing of fOrces, implementati-on of BRAC 2005, fielding of new weapons 
systems, and the pressing need to retrain forces as they redeploy from Iraq and Afghanistan will 
all significantly increase pressures on our remaining military installations and ranges. We must 
get ahead of these pressures if we are to preserve readiness over time. 

In 2002, Congress provided you and the Secretaries of the Military Departments authority in 
section 2684a of title I 0, US Code, to partoer with state and local governments and conservation 
organizations to identify and protect key areas necessary to ensure the long-term sustainability of 
these vital installations, ranges, and airspace. Your department implemented this authority hy 
establishing the Readiness and Environmental Protection Initiative (REP!). DOD and the 
Congress have worked together since 2002 to amend and improve section 2684a to make it an 
even more effective tool to protect and enhance readiness. 

The REP I program has already proven to be a great success. In fiscal years 2005 through 2009, 
DOD used REP! authority to provide over $130 million to support installation projects and 
leveraged in excess of $)50 million in partner contributions. Since FY 2005, REPI-funded 
projects have been or are being implemented at more than 50 installations and ranges throughout 
the country. Additional FY 2011 projects are expected to be initiated in the corning months, with 
more new projects anticipated in FY 2012. 

DOD and RAND Corporation assessments have validated the effectiveness of REP I, but also 
concluded that the program needs additional resources to meet the challenges that encroachment 
is posing to military installations and ranges. The RAND report, entitled "The Thin Green 



Line," concluded that the REPI program is underfunded, that opportunities .fur effective action to 
protect bases are being lost, and that the cost of effective action will only increase over time. 
RAND recommended a funding level of approximately $150 million per yeat throughout the 
FYDP and beyond. 

However, for the last three fiscal years, budget requests for the REPI program. have remained 
flat, at a level of approximately $40 million per year, only about one-third of tlle amount needed 
to meet requirements developed and validated by the Services and the OSD staff. · 

Despite these inadequate budget requests and in recognition of the success of the REPI program 
and the compelling need to protect our key installations, ranges, and airspace, since FY 2006 
Congress has consistently increased funding for the REPl program significantly above the 
amounts requested in the President's Budget Request. We are currently considering an additional 
increase in FY 2011. However, Congress can't do this alone; we believe that it is past tim.e for 
the Department of Defense to include an increase in the level of funding for the REPI program in 
the FY 2012 budget request. 

In our view, REPI needs to be funded at a level of at least $75 million in FY 2012 if it is to 
continue to be successful in addressing encroachment, preserving the readiness of our Anned 
Forces, ensuring the long range sustainability of our installations, ranges, and airspace. We 
respectfully urge you to request funding fur the Readiness and Environmental Protection 
Initiative at this level for FY 2012, with steady funding over the FYDP until our key 
installations, ranges, and airspace are fully protected and the military's ability to conduct critical 
testing and training over time is assured. 

Sincerely, 

Senator Mark Udall 

r:::J ... .d. (.~,...., 
Senator Daniel Akaka 



. . 

Senator Ben Cardin 

A t.L.\~ 
~or Amy Klobuchar 

~ .e~_l 
Senator Kay Hagan 

~ p. L___:f-
Senator Roland W. Burris Senator Miehael F. Bennet 

~n. r_AJ,1Jit..~~¥AL 
Senator Kirsten G:illibrand 



C!tnngress nf tl}'e 1Jtniteb §ta:tes 
lll.tmllJingtnn, ii!Q:: 2D51S 

Secretary Robert M. Gates 
Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

February 4, 2011 

As you may know, members of the Congressional Brain lnjury Task Force, as well as other 
supportive Members of Congress, have written in the past in support ofTRICARE covering 
cognitive rehabilitation for service members with brain injuries. In 2008, then-Senator Obama 
and then-Senator Bayh led letters with eight members of the Senate and over 65 House 
members. Two years later, the Department is still studying the issue and does not expect to 
make a decision on the results of a study mandated by the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2010 anytime soon. 

We hope you share our concern that service members returning from the battlefield today cannot 
wait to receive treatment for their injuries. Yet without a specific waiver applicable only under 
very unusual and limited circumstances, TRICARE does not cover cognitive rehabilitation
therapy programs that aid in the management of specific problems in thinking and perception -
when billed as a separate service. Considering that our service members have been deployed in 
two conflicts for nearly a decade, it is our hope that there exists some contingency plan to 
provide cognitive rehabilitation for service members who are returning home today, particularly 
those with mild traumatic brain injuries. While TRICARE dearly pays for rehabilitation for 
physical injuries, brain injuries-the invisible wounds of this war-are not given the same 
therapy if not treated as part of a comprehensive brain injury rehabilitation program. Recent 
stories by NPR and ProPublica give examples of providers at civilian clinics who have tried to 
help soldiers with their cognitive rehabilitation, only to be informed by TRICARE that they 
cannot receive payment for their services. 

As this issue is studied, we ask that you share with us your plans to ensure that our service 
members with brain injuries are not only identified, but also able to receive treatment such as 
cognitive rehabilitation to restore their cognitive functions. Cognitive rehabilitation is widely 
recognized as a proven treatment for traumatic brain injury by experts and groups, including the 
National Institutes of Health, the Brain Injury Association of America, and the National 
Academy of Neuropsychology. Many states pay for cognitive rehabilitation under their 
Medicaid programs, and most private insurers cover this service. In light of this consensus from 
a wide variety of organizations, experts and government agencies, we hope that TRICARE will 
find some way to provide access to cognitive rehabilitation for our returning service members 
who would benefit from this therapy- both those with more severe and mild traumatic brain 
injuries- and to ensure that care decisions are made consistently. We also respectfully request a 
meeting with appropriate officials at the Department to discuss TRICARE's plans to ensure 
treatment coverage for our service members with brain injuries. 

PRINTED ON RECYClED PAPER 



Thank you for your consideration of tbis request. Please let us know how you plan to expedite 
new treatments for traumatic brain injured soldiers as soon as possible. We look forward to 
working with you to provide the best care to our service members. 

Mark Udall 
United State Senator 

1[(~&,1/~ 
Member of Congress 

~{k/_; 
Benjamin L. Cardin 
United States Senator 

Herb Kohl 
United States Senator 

Michael F. Bennet 
United States Senator 

Sincerely, 

S::~ rr;?ec~~ 
ames M. Jnhofe 

United States Senator 

=krddff!tttb 
Todd Russell Platts 
Member of Congress 

Richard Burr 
United States Senator 

S Brown 
United States Senator 



~~ 
United States Senator 

~t:;t(J.lltt.••-L 
Kirsten Gillibrand 
United States Senator 

United States Senator 

co ... \h._~.~ 
Claire McCaskill 
United States Senator 

Joe Mancliin III 
United States Sen 

~~Do~ 
Susan M. Collins 
United States Senator 

RonWyden 
United States Senator 

Ben Nelson 
United States Senator 

{g_a•.e 
Baucus 

United States Senator 

-
Tom Harkin 
United States Senator 

.• 



Tom Udall 
United States Senator 

~'tHk--TBaldwin 
Member of Congress 

~~ ... 
P Sessions 
Member of Congress 

p 

DavidWu -..
Member of Congress 

Mark S. Critz 
Member of Congress 

~41&.1! ald E. Connolly 
Member of Congress 

Tim Ryan 
Member of Congress 



ll:~roJ~4~ 
Member of Congress 

~j~Jl-f 
Member of Congress 

Mazie K. Hirono 
Member of Congress 

eBaca 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

~e~ 
Member of Congress 

'" 



Member of Congress 

Gwen Moore 
Member of Congress 

Louise Mcintosh Slau 
Member of Congress 

Membl~ of Congress 

, 

r{1,:.t1L. Ct.itl • . 
David N. Cicilline · 
Member .of Congress 

Brad Miller 
Member of Congress 

Chris Van Hollen 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 



Corrine Brown 
Member of Congress 

(Ju..£ {~ 
Dale E. Kildee 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 



MARK UDALL 
COLORADO 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
U.S. Department of Defense 
Office of the Secretary 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-0001 

Dear Secretary Gates, 

tinitcd ~tatrs ~mate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

February 25, 2011 

SUITE SH-317 
SENATE HART OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

(202) 224-6941 

As we watch the historic events unfold across the Middle East, we are reminded about the fundamental 
importance of promoting democratic institutions. In America, it is our rich history of civic engagement 
across generations that has shaped our institutions. Now it is our generation's responsibility to continue 
the promotion of civic engagement at all levels. For that reason, I am honored to partner with Mesa State' 
College in Grand Junction, Colorado, to organize a nonpartisan conference to offer Coloradans an · 
opportunity to hear from thought-provoking leaders like you. 

We would like to invite you to participate in the upcoming 2011 Colorado Capital Conference, to be held , 
at the U.S. Capitol in Washington, D.C. The conference will start on Wednesday, June 15, and ron 
through Friday, June 17. If your schedule permits, we invite you to address the 100 anticipated attendees· 
by offering remarks for a period of 15 minutes and then participate in a 15-minute question-and-answer 

. ' sessiOn. 

Again, it would be an honor if you would consider participating in the 2011 Colorado Capital Conference 
June 15-17, at the U.S. Capitol. Please feel free to contact my staff member John Bristol at 

john_ bristol @markudall.senate.gov to confirm your availability or if you have any questions. I look 
forward to your response, and I thank you in advance for your kind consideration. 

Warm regards, 

Mark E. Udall 
U.S. Senator 



• 
JOHN BOOZMAN 

ARKANSAS 

tinitcd ,Statts ,Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
United States Department of Detense 
I 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington. DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

Aprill8,2011 

COMMITIEES: 

AGRICULTURE, NUTF~IliON_AND FORESTRY 

COMMERCE, SCIENCE AND TRANSPOFITATION 

ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC WORKS 

VETERANS' AFFAIRS 

We write to express our strong support for the Paralympic Military Program. Since 2001 
the Paralympic Miiitary Program has provided opportunities to our wounded warriors 
that nor only give them hope for the future, but also improved quality of life for 
thernsel ves and their families. The program enables our injured service members to 
participate in physical activities as part of their physical, mental and emotional 
rehabilitation. The twenty-one veteran and active duty wounded warriors who 
p~rticipated in the most recent Beijing and Vancouver Olympics, and the eleven medals 
they brou~ht back with them are not only an honor for the United Siates, but an 
inspiration to Wounded Warriors everywhere. 

Now that Congress has completed it> work on funding the government through Fiscal 
Year 2011, we would like to express our support for this program and point out its valu<' 
and recent a~complishments. The Paralympic Military Program has: 

• . Establi~hed paralympic recreational. rehabilitative, and competitive sports 
opportunities at four Department of Defense Medkal Treatment Facilities. 
29 Warrior Transition Units, seven Wounded Warriur Battalion 
Detachments, 19 VA Treatment facilities, and 126 communities throughout 
the i.Jn;ted States. 

• Worked with the four DOD Medical Treatment Facilities io plan 
competitions betlveen facilities kn0\.\'0 as the Warrior Sports Serie.s. 

• Hosted the first Warrior Garnes, v.ith plans underway for a second, to be 
attended by over 200 injured members of our armed sen,kes competing in 
an Olympic style environment. . 

• Served over 12,000 ill, injured or wounded service members and veterans. 

• Pmvidoo significant physical activity rehabilitation programming tor the 
Army Wounded Warrior Command, Marines and Special Operations 

• Trained more than 4,000 local leaders to develop and implement 
co!'lmunity-based initiatives ro enhance the rehabilitation of injured service 
members. 



While funding was not specifically designated for the Paralympic Military Program in 
H.R. 1473, lhe "Department of Defense tmd Full-Y ear Continuing Appropriations Act for 
FY 20 II," this progrsm does enjoy considerable support in Congress. The cessation of 
federal support for the Paralympic Military Progrsm in FY 20 II would undermine all of 
these accomplishments and jeopardize current plans to expand services to our service 
members. We urge you to make the Paralympic Military Program, which is an essential 
element of our commitment to our wounded warriors, a Departmental priority and 
continue its funding through FY 2011 and beyond. 

Sincerely, 

A ~\~ 
~y Klobuchar 

~:k:~ 
Senat&rMiChael Bennet 

Senator Richard Durbin 

Senator Kirsten E. Gillibrand 

~~~(fti-
Senator MarkPfYOf 
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~r:'~ 
Senator Mary L. Landrieu 
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Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
Department of Defense 
I 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

ilnitcd i'tatcs ~cnatc 
WASHINGTON, OC 20510 

September 19, 20 II 

We are writing to ask you for your support and leadership in ensuring that our nation 
continues to have reliable and affordable access to space. Over the past several years, the 
Department has devoted a significant effort to develop a more efficient, more cost-effective 
acquisition strategy for space launch. We applaud this effort and believe that a 40 vehicle 
block buy strategy is an appropriate and realistic approach to reduce costs while maintaining 
assured access necessary for critical national security missions. We urge you to consider 
moving forward with this strategy. 

The Evolved Expendable Launch Vehicle (EEL V) program has an impressive record of 
accomplishments, including achieving I 00 percent mission success over 44 missions. While 
the EELV is a technical success, the current inefficient acquisition approach of procuring 
launch vehicles one-at-a-time, coupled with low market demand and low flight rates, have 
resulted in an inefficient, under-utilization of current. capacity, a weakened industrial base, 
and cost growth. The new strategy is aimed at f'ndng these problems while retaining the 
proven technical excellence demonstrated to date. 

Given the importance ofspace assets to national security, it is crucial that our space program 
build upon the successes and reliability of the current EEL V program and seek real 
opportunities to increase efficiencies and cost effectiveness. We understand that the Air 
Force's current launch manifest for 2015 to 2019 is for 50 missions. If, in these difficult 
fiscal times, this remains the case, then a block buy of 40 launches could garuer savings to 
the Department in the near-term while allowing for the use of competition as a method to 
further reduce costs in the future once potential competitors have fully demonstrated a 
reliable capability. · 

The value of competition is clear, so we encourage the Department to continue its efforts to 
provide opportunities to foster a healthy competitive environment. Still, we believe a block 
buy of 40 vehicles is the most effective means available today for maintaining proven 
reliability, preserving assured access to space, achieving economies of scale, and reducing 
tbe growth of launch costs. 



We request you provide us by September 30th with the Department's schedule and plans for 
implementing the block buy, consistent with all applicable laws and regulations. We look 
forward to working with you on this important matter. 

Mark Udall 
U.S. Senator 

Sincerely, 

Michael Bennet 
U.S. Senator 

Richard. Shelby 
U.S. Senator 



Q!ongress of tqe lJtnitell ijtates 
mastpingtun. il<!t 20.515 

November 22, 2011 

The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington. D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Panetta and Director Clapper: 

The Honorable James R. Clapper, Jr. 
Director of National Intelligence 
Washington, D.C. 20511 

We write to express our support for the National Geospatial-lntelligence Agency's (NGA} 
EnhancedView (EV) program. Under the "2 + 2" concept. the government initiated a public-private 
partnership in Fiscal Year 20 I 0 to leverage commercial satellite imagery to cost-effectively 
complement national overhead capabilities. It is our unde:rstanding that the commercial sector's 
performance is right on target. The government gained immediate access to new, more capable 
assets resulting in significant day·to-day imagery collection, production, and services supporting the 
defense and intelligence communities. 

The current administration, through presidential directives and national space polices, continues to 
express support for using commercial industry to the maximum extent practicable to meet 
government needs. This approach provides the United States and our allies a valuable source of 
shareable geospatial data to support coalition operations; grows an organic industrial base that 
creates high technology jobs; and maintains the U.S. industry as a premier commercial satellite 
imagery provider in the global marketplace. 

The EnhancedView construct also allows the government to leverage private investment. The two 
U.S. commercial satellite imagery providers collectively committed over a billion dollars of private 
capital to fulfill their EV obligations, well in advance of being paid by the government, predicated 
on a stable, ten-year commitment by the government in the form of the EV contract. In this period 
of extreme fiscal restraint, this partnership represents a creative solution that should he applauded 
and emulated. 

Despite these successes, it is our understanding that under budget pressures, the Department of 
Defense is considering major reductions that could potentially result in severe damage to the EV 
program. These potential impacts are greater given the investments both satellite imagery providers 
have already made to create new satellites, ground infrastructure, and operational capability to meet 
NGA's needs for improved collection capability, faster timelines, and increased security. 

In addition, a change to the EnhancedView baseline could mean a lasting loss of credibility for the 
U.S. Government when it comes to any similar arrangement in the future, whether it is for 
commercial space launch, telecommunications, or any other area that requires industry to make up
front investments against a long-term need. 

We appreciate the enormity of the challenge you face in attempting to balance projected funding 
with needed future capabilities. However, we seek your support to ensure that the Department and 



Intelligence Community confront this difficult decision in a balanced and objective manner and 
ensure that the capability needed in the future is not irreparably lost. 

We finnly believe the U.S. commercial remote sensing industry will continue to create jobs and 
remain globally competitive, if the government fulfills its commitment. A continued partnership 
with the government will allow the industry to rapidly and cost-effectively provide new, more 
capable assets to meet the government's needs in the defense and intelligence communities. We 
support the EnhancedView program and urge the Department and the Intelligence Community to 
sustain it as a critical complementary program in the nation's overhead architecture. 

Sincerely, 

Senator Marl< Udall 

/)1{-J ~ 4}~ 
Senator Mark R. Warner 

Senator Charles E. Schumer 

~t'..4aa~ 
Senator Kirsten E. Gillibrand Senator Michael F. Bennet 



Represen e Doug Lamborn "fiepresentative Mike Coffman 

~$6c!> ~d Perlmutter 
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The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary, Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880 
The Pentagon, VA 20301-1155 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

WASHiNGTON, DC 20510 

February 15,2012 

As you and your colleagues implement the new Defense Strategic Guidance, we appreciate your 
continued commitment to service members and their families. 

Joining Forces is a national initiative that mobilizes all sectors of society to give service 
members and their families the opportunities and support they have earned. Our states strongly 
support Joining Forces and are actively engaged in making this initiative a reality. 

Working with our respective Adjutant Generals, the National Guard established outreach and 
reintegration programs designed to assist service members in receiving the best services from the 
appropriate Federal, state or local agencies. 

Through the FYll Defense Appropriations, approximately $16 million was distributed to 
continue state programs through your Yellow Ribbon Reintegration Program for 12 months; 
therefore, they -will not have enough funding to finish the current fiscal year let alone continue 
into FY13. By May, without additional funding, these programs will begin to end. 

The FY12 Defense Appropriations, Section 9010 allows continued funding, but only through 
"the amounts appropriated or otherwise made available by title IX." Due to the ongoing 
challenges faced by returning service members, continuity of these outreach and reintegration 
programs remains critical. 

We ask that you provide the necessary funding to allow National Guard outreach and 
reintegration programs to continue the good work they are doing. 

In our respective states, we see first-hand the unique challenges faced by our constituents who 
serve in the National Guard. Members of the National Guard confront unique professional and 
personal challenges with each deployment. 

Through these programs, we continue to make great strides in supporting service members and 
their families throughout the deployment cycle, from preparing them for mobilization to 
transitioning them back into their communities. This assistance can be particularly helpful for 
service members and families who have little experience with the military-civilian transition 
process. 

I lllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
080002105-12 
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Page2 
Sec Panetta 

NG Outreach Program 
February 15,2012 

These local programs are designed to address such serious reintegration issues as health care, 
employment, financial, legal, housing, and suicide prevention. Much of this outreach is done 
through face-to-face meetings to better assess fundamental needs. 

National Guard personnel are not the only service members who benefit from the extensive 
outreach and visibility of these programs. Reservists, as well as recently separated veterans 
returning to the states from active-duty service, are often referred to our programs for help. In 
light of the pending reductions in force structure, we anticipate more returning veterans will need 
assistance. 

These programs interact with local communities by building strong working relationships with 
elected officials, employers, educators, social workers, veterans' service organizations, clergy 
and other interested parties. This empowers communities to better understand the specific needs, 
sacrifices and hardships of their military families and become more directly involved in solving 
those issues. 

Finally, these programs complement the Yellow Ribbon Reintegration Program in that they deal 
with an array of day-to-day problems faced by service members between monthly drill weekends 
and the scheduled 30-day, 60-day and 90-day Yellow Ribbon events. 

Mr. Secretary, thank you for your consideration of this request for continued funding for our 
states' National Guard outreach and reintegration programs. 

Sincerely, 

BERNARD SANDERS 
U.S. Senator 

?~~ 
PATTY MURRAY 
U.S. Senator 

U.S. Senator 

PATRICKJ. LEAHY 
U.S. Senator 

U.S. Senator 

• 



JEANNE SHAHEEN 
U.S. Senator 

MICHAEL F. BENNET 
U.S. Senator 

'K~~.AY 
U.S. Senator 

U.S. Senator 

MARK E. UDALL 
U.S. Senator 

U.S. Senator 

Page3 
Sec Panetta 

NG Outreach Program 
February 15,2012 

cc: . Mr. David L. McGinnis, Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Reserve Affairs 
General Craig R. McKinley, Chief National Guard Bureau 
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The Hon<t>rable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1 000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20310-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

March 30, 2012 

We are Writing to express our opposition to the Department of Defense's Fiscal Year 
2013 buqgetrequest of $400.9 million for the tri-national Medium Extended Air Missile 
Defense System (MEADS). 

MEADS !has been plagued by scheduling delays, cost overruns, and an inability to meet 
performance requirements since the program's inception in the 1990s. As a result, in 
February 2011, the Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) terminated procurement of 
the system yet decided to continue funding development of the program through a proof 
of concept phase. Unfortunately, DOD has spent over $2 billion on a failed system that 
will never be used by our military. 

To prevent wasteful spending on MEADS, Congress included Section 235 of the 
NationaLDefense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (Public Law 112-329). Section 
235 of Public Law 112-329 mandates not more than 25 percent of the funds authorized 
for MEADS can be obligated or expended until the Secretary of Defense submits to the 
Congress a plan to use such funds as "final obligations." This law is clear the Fiscal Year 
2012 funds for MEADS are to be used to close out or terminate the program. We are 
dismayeq by DOD's Fiscal Year 2013 request, which is in direct violation of this law. 

Further, while some suggest that the termination liability for MEADS would cost more 
than the proof of concept; the Senate Armed Services Committee was provided a NATO 
MEADS,information paper by DOD in Apri12011 which established termination liability 
to be les~ than the proof of concept proposal. We therefore request a full accounting of all 
of the funds expended by the United States on MEADS to date as well as an explanation 
of unilateral termination and multi-lateral termination liability as of March 31, 2012. 

1111111111 

OSD003830-12 



Secretary Panetta 
Page2 
March 30,2012 

In closing, the DOD is facing cuts of $487 billion over the next decade. We simply 
cannot afford to waste more than $400 million to develop a system the warflghters will 
never use. We must ensure each dollar spent advances our national security priorities and 
provide$ for members of our military. Eliminating wasteful spending on MEADS will 
allow for investment in modernization capabilities our warfighters require today. 

We look forward to our continued efforts together to curb wasteful spending while 
ensuring that we maintain a strong national defense. 

Sincerely, 

~~ ~a.~ KellyAOtte 
United States Senator United States Senator 

c:: \ ::=>J ViiL-
David Vitter 

United States Senator United States Senator 

~e&."-Y 
Mark Udall Scott P. Brown 
United States Senator United States Senator 



UDALL 
COLORADO 

tlnitcd ~tatcs ~cnatc 

The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
Office of the Secretary of Defense 
United States Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880 
Washington, DC20301-1000 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

March 20,2012 

SUITE SH-328 
SENATE HART OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

(202) 224-5941 

Re: !nvitatio:~~·· t the 2012 Colorado Capital Conference, June 5-7,2012 

Dear Sest~tary Panetta: .· -
,#f!F' 

,;if-· 

A~e watch the historic events unfold around the world, we are reminded about the fundamental 
importance of promoting democratic institutions at home. In America, it is our rich history of 
civic engagement across generations that has shaped our institutions. Now it is our generation's 
responsibility to continue the promotion of civic engagement at all levels. For that reason, I am 
honored to partner with Colorado Mesa University and the University of Colorado to organize 
the nonpartisan 2012 Colorado Capital Conference in order to offer Coloradans an opportunity to 
hear from thought-provoking leaders like you. 

I would like to invite you to participate in the upcoming 2012 Colorado Capital Conference, to 
be held at the U.S. Capitol in Washington, D.C. The conference will start on Tuesday, June 5, 
and run through Thursday, June 7. If your schedule permits, I invite you to address the one 
hundred anticipated attendees by offering remarks and then answering a few questions from the 
attendees. 

Again, itwould be an honor if you would consider participating inthe 2012 Colorado Capital 
Conference, June 5-7, at the U.S. Capitol. Please feel free to contact my staffmember John 
Bristol atjohn_bristol@markudall.senate.gov ifyou have any questions. I look forward to your 
response, and I thank you in advance for your kind consideration. 

I 

. ~ D - (\. ' ......_.,, ~·- ·l .. · ·_ . ·•. Mark E. Udall -
'-"" _ ff,...-~ ·_ v-~ _ •._. . United. States Se1).ator 

~·~~ ·.·· 

fA~ ~M ~~.~ 

, 
~~-G 

"V' < ~ " . ,'r· 
. _ ... r 

. ~. . -· . . . '.:- -. ' 
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The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
United States Department of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Panetta, 

April25, 2012 

When the repeal of Don't Ask, Don't Tell (DAD1) took effect on September 20, 2011, 
then-Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Readiness Dr. Clifford Stanley issued a 
memorandum providing guidance to the military services regarding applications from veterans 
separated on the basis of their sexual orientation seeking changes to their discharge paperwork. The 
memorandum made clear that Discharge Review Boards (DRBs) "should normally grant requests to 
change the narrative reason for a discharge ... [and that] requests to rc-characterize the discharge to 
honorable and/ or requests to change reentry codes to an immediately-eligible-to-reenter category" 
should be granted when the original discharge was based solely on DADT and there ''were no 
aggravating factors in the record, such as misconduct." The guidance goes on to say that while "each 
re']uest must be evaluated on a case-by-case basis," having "an honorable or general discharge 
should normally ... indicate the absence of aggravating factors." 

While this guidance was an important step .in the right direction, it is insufficient for the vast 
majority of veterans discharged under DADT. The cur.rent process is protracted and overly 
burdensome for veterans who-according to Dr. Stanley's guidance-should be entitled to have 
their discharge documents corrected. Our understanding is that many veterans who meet the criteria 
outlined above must first gather their service-related paperwork, which many veterans do not 
possess. The veteran must then f.tle an application with the supporting documentation to overcome 
the presumption of the DRB that the discharge was proper. To accomplish this, the veteran must 
argue that the discharge should be changed according to the standards of "propriety" or "equity," 
per DRB regulations. Only after overcoming this presumption will the DRB change the discharge 
paperwork. 

We understand that changing discharge paperwork is not a smallm.atter and that in most 
cases, a careful case-by-case evaluation is warranted. But as long as a former service member's 
Narrative Reason for a discharge is "Homosexual Conduct," ''Homosexual Act" or "Homosexual 
Marriage," that service member is compelled to be "out'' to any future civilian employer and anyone 
else who sees the document. Likewise, the negative reentry code serves as a barrier to employment 
opportunities. 

Therefore, the process should be streamlined for those veterans discharged under DADT 
who have honorable or general discharges and only seek changes to their narrative reason for 
discharge and their reentry code. We thus respectfully request that the Department clarify that DRBs 
shall correct discharge paperwork upon receipt of a basic DD Form 293 application, provided that 

080004907-12 
11111111 



the ORB can theri obtain the veteran's DD Form 214 and set-vice record. The Department should 
further clarify that, where there arc no aggravating factors in the service member's record, the 
presumption should be in favor of correction. 

Veterans who were discharged under DADT should not be compelled to carry with them a 
narrative reason for separation that indicates their sexual orientation to anyone who sees their 
discharge document. In order to begin to put the regrettable policy of DADT fully behind us, the 
process of getting these documents corrected needs to be accessible and achievable for all. Thank 
you for your attention to this important matter. 

Kirsten E. Gillibrand 
United States Senator 

CC: 

The Honorable JoAnn Rooney 
Acting Under Secretary of Defense 

The Honorable Jeh Johnson 
General Counsel 

Sincerely, 

Joseph Lieberman 
United States Senator United States Senator 



Otnngress nf tiJe llnite~ §fates 
masqingtnn, ll<tr 20515 

The Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

May 3, 2012 

We write to inquire about the recent decision made by the Department of Defense (DOD) to change the 
TRICARE managed care provider that serves Active Duty military and retirees in the state of 
Colorado. As you know, the job of providing access to health care services for military beneficiaries in 
our state has been the responsibility of TriWest Healthcare Alliance since 1996. In April of this year, it 
came to our attention that the DOD awarded TRICARE's contract for the Western Region to United 
HealthCare through a bid process that is now under review by the U.S. Government Accountability 
Office. While we understand this review process is ongoing, we respectfully request additional 
information about this contract award as it relates to Colorado TRICARE beneficiaries. 

Our state is home to a number of installations critical to the security of our nation; including Fort 
Carson, Peterson AFB, Buckley AFB, Schriever AFB, Cheyenne Mountain Air Station, and the Air Force 
Academy. Coloradans embrace and support the men and women who serve at these bases, as well as 
their families. The Colorado congressional delegation works cooperatively to provide our uniformed 
personnel an unmatched quality of life, which includes the best possible healthcare. 

Colorado has the largest referral hospital in the entire TRICARE West Regibn in Memorial Hospital of 
Colorado Springs, a significant number of installations, and a large population of military retirees who 
enjoy calling Colorado home. So naturally largerlumbers of constituents are asking us what this change 
will mean for their care. Because a change in TRICARE administrator will impact hundreds of thousands 
of Coloradans, we request that the Department provide our offices with a full briefing on this 
decision'. Specifica.ily, We would appreciate r~~ponses to the following questions: . : . 

• Wh'at prompt~d a change from the current contract? 
• What analysis was done to assess' thequaiifications of the competingapplicants? 
• How does DOD assess the impact on beneficiaries of a change in TRICARE administrator? 
• What were the factors that convinced DOD that the recently announced contract awardee will 

better serve the nearly 200,000 Coloradans eligible for TRICARE benefits as compared to the 
current systehl? . . . . 1 

we know you share our commitmentto cari'ng tbr the nien anch.Yomen.who serve this nation and their 
families. Thank you In' advance for your cooperation on this request. .. 

Mark Udall 
United States Senator 

Sincere~ f-~ 
Michael F. Bennet 
United States Senator 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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Scott Tipton 
Member of Congress 

Diana DeGette 
Member of Congress 

Mike Coffman 
Member of Congress 

ry Gardner 
ember of Congress 
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The Honorable Leon E. Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta: 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

October 4, 2012 

As the Department of Defense (DOD) begins operations under the Continuing Resolution 
(CR), we write to strongly encourage the Department's adherence to the law and the 
Congressional guidance pertaining to the Medium Extended Air Defense System 
(MEADS). 

Section 235 of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) 
clearly states this year's funds would be the "final obligations" of funding for 
MEADS. This law is clear that no additional funds for MEADS can be legally obligated 
in FY 2012 and 2013. Disregarding Congressional direction and intent, DOD included in 
the President's Budget an additional $401 million for this one program the Department 
does not even intend to procure. We understand the requested funding is mainly 
designated for activities in Germany and Italy in support of jobs overseas. 

We urge you to consider that the DOD must still cut a minimum of $487 billion from its 
budget in the coming years. With a national debt surpassing $16 trillion, we can no 
longer afford to waste taxpayer money developing weapons programs the warfighter will 
never use. In March 2010 it was widely reported the Army found "the system will not 
meet U.S. requirements or address the current and emerging threat without extensive and 
costly modifications." The program has been plagued with cost overruns of nearly $2 
billion and is 10 years behind schedule. With budget constraints and well-documented 
development problems with MEADS these modifications are not a feasible option. 

In recognition of the Section 235 ofthe FY 2012 NDAA and our nation's budget 
constraints, the Senate and House Committees on Armed Services and the House Defense 
Appropriations Committee all excluded the requested funding for MEADS in their FY 
2013 DOD appropriations and authorization bills. Until Congress completes action on 
FY 2013 defense authorization and appropriations it is our expectation DOD will adhere 
to previously passed legislation and to historic precedence from past CRs by not 
allocating any FY 2013 funds for MEADs. 

11~~1111111~~11111!1~111111~~~ 
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Honorable Panetta 
October 4, 2012 
Page2 

It is critical at this moment in our nation's history that the Department support Congress' 
continued efforts to provide guidance through the legislative process for a strong and 
fiscally responsible national security. We appreciate your time and look forward to your 
reply. 

Sincerely, 

~~Lf~ 
United States Senator United States Senator 

~-avidVitter 

z,;~ 
Mark Udall Scott Brown 
United States Senator United States Senator 

----------.. ----



The Honorable Leon Panetta 
Secretary of Defense 
1 000 Defense Pentagon 
Room 3E880 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Panetta, 

tlnittd ~tatts ~tnatt 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

October 15, 2012 

We understand there is a meeting planned either this week or next by the Senior Military 
Medical Advisory Committee to determine whether the NCAT (Neurocognitive Assessment Tool) 
project is to be cancelled. Cancelling the NCAT would leave the Army with the existing interim 
assessment management program-a system that reportedly cannot search data, does not provide 
24/7 accessibility, cannot be accessed electronically from contingency operating theaters, cannot 
retrieve data to compare baseline assessments, and cannot access or download assessment software. 
We respectfully request that any decisions or votes by the Senior Military Medical Advisory 
Committee regarding the NCA T cancellation be postponed until we have had an opportunity to 
meet with you to discuss the issue. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

~---~-~~ 
~es M. lnhofe 

United States Senator 

Sincerely, 

Mark Udall 
United States Senator 

1111111 11~11111111~~ 
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