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ROSA L. DELAURO

A6y DUSTRICT, COMNECTICUT

January 5, 2001

The Honerable Witliam 8. Cohen
Depariment of Defense

Office of the Secretary

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301.113558

Dear Secretary Coher

I am writing in strong support of Strategic Enviranmental Solutions’ (S E.8) propesal to
design, build, and evaluate a hghtweight hand-operable and portable waterless decontamination
systemn for military personnel and small equipment fterrs (CBDO1-400 TITLE: Hand-Poriable
Waterless Decontamination System) under the Department of Defense’s Small Business Innovation
Research Program (DoD-SBIR).

This inmnovative proposal will utilize a chemically mert powdered composition, entitled
Toxabsorb™, to decontaminate hazards in field situations. This environmentally safe, user-friendly
powder composition is highly effective In the absorption, solidification, and deodorization of
medical ichazards inchuding all bodily fluids. Under its proposal, S.E.S. would adapt Toxabsorb™
for DoD i order to utilize the composition in a hand-portable waterless decontamination system,
providimg a functional means to decontaminate in field-expedient situations,

Strategic Environmental Solutions has extensive experience amd traming it envirommental
project manageroent, ranging from hazardous waste aperations to public and government relations.
The firms proposal offers a compertitive, competent and uniquely tailored service specifically
designed to meet the changing needs and threats that confront Department of Defense personnel.

1 urge your support of Strategic Environmental Solutions’ proposal. If I can be of further
assistance in this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

e beedfound?

ROSA L. DelLAURO
Member of Congress
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ROSA L. BelLAURO

o DIsTRET, CONNECTICUT

April 20, 2001

Ms. Amy Blagg

Assistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs
Pentagon

1300 Defense Pentagon

Washington, D.C, 20301-1300

 Dear Ms. Blagg:

Recently several of my constituents from Connecticut’s Third Congressional District
contacted me regarding the United Staie's relations with Taiwan,

Under the Taiwan Relations Act {TRA), the United States is required to assist Tarwan in
maintaining a self-defense capability. This policy takes into consideration the best interests of
Taiwan as well as those of the ULS,

This year, Taiwan has requested that the U.S. sell it the eurrent version of the Arleigh Burke
{DD{(-51) Aegis destroyers. As you know areview by the Department of Defense indicates that the
Aegis system is a priority item for Taiwan's maritime defense requirements, My constituents have
expressed their support for this arms sale to Taiwan because it is congistent with the TRA.

L urge vou to consider my constituents’ reguest during decisions about stms sales to Tatwan
this vear. [appreciate your atiention to this matter.

Sincerely,

B&: /&KM

| ROSA L. DeLAURO
Member of Congress

i RLD/am
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January 13, 2003 Secretary of Defense
. i
L
Diepartment of Defense, Pentagon, Roum 3ER80 ' ,

Washingion DC, 20303 . i %mzm‘??_ .

Dear Seoretary Rumsfeid
[ arn writing to share wiath you my concemns regarding the zppamnt lack of compet;t:on in
the Depariment of Defense’s (DoD) commereial saleline procurement practices

Dot) leases commereial satethte bandwidth to mmerease the capaciy of Dold owned and
operated sateliite services, and that histoneally, Dob has rehed upen Iniglsat as the single
commercial souree for international satellite serviges  As you know, Intelsat was ongroally set
up 1n the depths of the Cold War in 1964 as a multi-governmental orgamizahion, seven years afier
the first satellite, the Russian Sputmik, was propelied into orbit

. 11 2000, Congress enacted the Open-Market Reorgamzation {or the Bettcrment of
Intemabional Telecommurnications Act {ORBIT Agt) to transform [ntelsat fom a quass-
governmental company to a private company and to promote a fully competitive global market
for satellite communscations services  Desprte thie Congressional mandate, Intelsat is sail DoD's
mamn provider efisateline communications services, supplying apprommateiy srxty-s1x percent of
DolY's commercial sateilite capacity . . . oo

In this regard, I would appreciate answers 4o the following questions What steps are
taken by DoD) to ensure fair and open competitton among satellne services providers? How are
proposals evaluated and whieh factors are given pnonty when choosing providers? When old
contracts sxpire, does DoD reevaluate the capacity of the sateline market 1 4 way that does not
favor Intelsat” What 1ypes of satellite services contracts does Dol offer to pryvate compames?
How much does Dol> spend on satellite services and what 1s the percentape that 13 contracted out
to private compames? What advantages, if any, does Intelsat offer to:Jol) that justifies the fact
that it recerves mostf the satelliie services” busmess? PCTIOR F

cob e : ' Ve aad Pl oL cy i et

Secretary Rumsteld, I would certanly appreciate yon lesking nto this matter ar your

earliest convernence Thank vow foe your kind consideration.of my request  Ilook forward o

heanng from you soon
o> Z ﬁ

Rosa L. De
Member of Congress
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20815

Roga L. DelaurR:
Tuinn DiSTRIGT

CLONNESTICWT ﬁp‘ﬁ}. 28, 200‘4

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Secretary

Department of Defense

Room 4EE80

The Pentagon, 203011000
Dear Mr. Secretary:

Thank vou for your prompt reply to the letter sent by members of
the Connecticut Congressional delegation regarding the delay in awarding
the Presidential helicopter {VXX) contract. Secretary England and
Assistant Sueretary Young inet with us last week, They provided frank and
thoughtful commentary on this 1ssue, and [ appreciate the speed with which
the meeting was arranged.

As I'siated in the meeting, I strongly believe that Sikorsky, which

has made the President’s helicopter since 1958, should continue to make
Marine One,

Ve )
/

ot
L,ML; DELAURO

Member of Congress

0SD 06811-~04
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March 28, 2007

The Honorahle Robert M. Gates,
Secretary of Dicfense

1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E71(8
Washington D.C. 20301

Dear Secrefary Gates,

1 am writiag 1o urge you to take immediate steps (o ensure our tc:tummg veterans
are fully informed about the benefits they have earned amd dezerve.

A constituent recently informed me that National Guard and Reservists
completing their war duties are being misinformed that they will lose their military
education benefits if they stop drilling with their units upan returning horme, I understand
this is a problem across the country and I am greatly concerned that thousands of brave
men and women returning from Iraq and Afghanisten have either not been paid if they
attended school or, worse yet, did not attend school because they were told they do not
have access to these educational benefits.

As you know, faderal lsw enacted in 2005 makes National Guard and Reservists
returning home from s war zone eligible for GI Bifl educational benefits similar to those
afforded to active duty troops. Specifically, upon discharge from their drilling duties,
these individuals can revert back to the onginal Reserve GI Bill 1o receive educational
entitlements from that law for the time they were deployed plus an additional four
months,

Unfortunately, the Department of Defense seéms to be inadequately implementing
the law, failing to educate military unit leaders and school veterans’ counselors about the
legal rights of these renuning National Guard and Reservists. 1 am deeply roubled by
your department’s failure to effectively inform these returning veterans of the benefits
they are dus,

Following these revelations, the Department of Veterans Affairs took comective
action by including accurate information on its website informing National Guard and
Reservists of their eligibility. Your department, however, hag thus far {ailed to take any
action to rectify this sitnation.

™
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The status quo is simply not accepiable. T strongly ¢ncourage you o take steps
above and beyond those already taken by the Department of Veterans Affairs. Most
importantly, I believe the Department of Defense ought to ensure that National Guard and
Reserve educational counsclors across owr natign are potified of these veterans’ legal
entitlements. ‘

In addition, I would also Tike © know the current number of ehigible National
Guard and Reservists who have taken advantage of this benefit and bow you plan to
notify those who were potentiaily discharged with incorrect information.

I know that we share the common goal of ensuring that our nation’s service
members and thelr families receive the educational services they need and deserve,
Thank you for your atiention to this matier. 1 ook forward to your response.

Sincefely,

sS4 [ / &ZW

Rosa L.. Delauro
Member of Congress

P
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May 25, 2007
The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E718
Washington, DC 20301
Dear Secretary Gates,

1 am highly disappointed with your office’s failure to respond to my letter of
March 28, 2007 with regard to your Department’s inability to propcrly inform our
Nalional Guard and Reservists about their educational benefit entitlements. Frankly, in
light of your previous position as President of Texas A&M and your stated “solemn
commitment” to our forces’ welfare, I anticipated both an immediate response and
immediate action once this issue was brought to your attention.

As I explained in my previous letter, your Department has either misinformed or
worse yet purposely mislead war depioyed National Guard and Reservists by telling thern
that they will loose their GI cducational benefits if they leave paid drill status after their
deployment. Under federal law enacted in 1991, upon discharge from their drilling duties
formerly deployed National Guard and Reservists can revert back to their original
Reserve GI Bill (Chapter 1606) for the number of months they were deployed plus an
additional four months. So, when your Department employees tell thermn otherwise, they
are breaking the law.

Of coursc, I find this deeply troubling and that is why I asked you to take
immediate steps to rectify the situation. Specifically, I asked you to ensure educational
counselors are made aware of these veterans’ legal entitlements, provide me with the
number of eligible Guard and Reservists who have taken advantage of this benefit and
advise me of your plan to notify those who were discharged with the incorrect
information.

Although you did not respond to my letter, you did update your Reserve Affairs
website for your field officers, albeit three-and-a-half weeks later and most likely in
response to the more public press conference I held with other concemed officials and a
student who inexplicably had to fight for his educationa! entitlements. This small step is
appreciated, but you still have not gone nearly as far as you need to in order to resolve
this situation. :

T eni
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In light of your failure to give me the courtesy of a response, I am now asking
you to notify in writing all National Guard and Reservists deployed to a war zone since
January 2001 who have left paid dall status that they are eligible to use their Chapter
1606 GI Bill. In addition, I believe you should notify these individuals that because of
the Department of Defense’s error in implementing the law, they will be eligible for these
benefits beginning on the date they receive the letter rather than the date they were
discharged.

I trust that you and I share a belief in both the importance of education and the
need to honor our brave service-members by fulfilling the promises we make to them.
Anything less is simply unacceptable. As a Member of Congress it is my job to make
certain that the Executive Branch is properly executing the law as intended by Congress.
I strongly encourage you to take immediate steps to address this critical issue and expect
to hear an immediate response.

Sincerely,

. L.D/Mm"

osa L. DeLauro
Member of Congress

PRINTED QN RESYOLED FasiR
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Congress of the Tnited Htates
Bouse of Repregentatives
Haghington, DE 20515

March 13, 2008

The Honorable Robert M, Chites,
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon, Roors 3480
Washington D.C. 2036}

Diear Secyetary Gates:

We write to sxpress our serious concem over recett repons that Kellogg Brown
& Root (KBR) has avoided paying hundreds of millions of dollars in federal Medicare
and Somal Securnity taxes by hiring U.8. workers through shell companies based in the
Caymen Islands. Moregver, we are deeply troubled by your Department's failure 0 act,
despite allegedly knowing that the contractor was avoiding paying payroil taxes since at
feast 2004, and strongly urge you 1o 1ake immediate action. [t is unacceptshie for the
Department of Defense {o pay for this war by continging to do busmess with a8 company
that is siphoning money from the Social Security and Medicare trust funds.

As you know, KBR has billions of dollars in contracts and is the Jargest U.S,
contractor operating in [raq. Itis aur understanding that of the approximately 54,000
people working on KBR projects in Irag, more than 21,000, including approxitmately
10,500 Americans, are Jisted a8 employess of two Cayman [slands’ shel] companies,
Service Employers International and Overseag Administrative Services, more than rwice
28 many workers than those hired dircedy by the firm. This practice allows KBR w
avold Social Security and Medicare taxes, as well as aveid paying unemployment taxes,
which could deny benefits to workers who lose their jobs.

In our view, this tax avasion scheme clearly puts KBR at an advantage vis-d-vis
loyal American companies and contractors the firm is competing against in Iraq that do
pay Social Secnrity and Medicare taxea for their Amegican workers. This unfair
advantage comes in addition to the already highly scrutinized and cridcized no-hid
contract KBR recaived © rebuild Trag's oil infrastruciure and reported gasoiine
overcharges associated with that agreement, 35 well as the muiltibillion dollay contract &t
received o provide logistical support services 1o ouwr military in Trag.

Of course, the costa of these actions rest squarely on the Amenican taxpayer.
Experts have estimated that the totel lpss to the Treasury from offshere tex evasion
approaches $100 billion per year, including $30 billion from corporations alone, It
appears that KBR is a pant of the problem leading ro a significant Jogs of revenue to the
Social Security and Medicare trugt funds. While the Adminisoration may supportthis sz a
backdoor way to privatize Socis] Security and cut the Medicare program, we view it as
darmaging 1o semots who expect these benefitr. Additionally, thess US. employees hired
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through KBR’s foreign subgidiary are being denied the opportunity to carn their Social
Security benefits and may receive lower benefit amounts than they would if they were -
paid through a U.S. employer.

It has long-been evident that the Department of Defense i3 failing to provide
sufficient oversight of KBR. contracts, costing the American taxpayer millions of dollars.
When your auditors reportedly uncovered KBR’s practices, no complaint was filed
because they viewed the resulting tax savings as “passed on” to the Pentagon. Yet, such
an assessment clearly does not take into account the effect this practice has overall on
government revenues and the resulting burden it places on other taxpayers. Any military
cost savings using Social Security and Medicare money is clearly inappropriate.

The lack of oversight conducted by your Department raises serious questions to -
which we seek your prompt response:

1. On what date did the Defense Contract Audit Agency (DCAA) first become
aware that KBR was not paying Social Security and Medicare taxes for thousands
of ils employees, and when was the issue brought to your attention?

2. On what dates did the DCAA conduct audits of KBR and were the findings ever
reported to the relevant entities involved in contract management, including but
not limited to the Joint Contracting Command ~ Jraq/Afghanistan and the Defense
Contract Mapagement Agency in Iraq and Kuwait? Please provide to us all audit
reports of KBR and related documents since 2000, including the reported 2004
audit of KBR'’s two Cayman [slands’ subsidiaries.

3. Did the DCAA ever recommend to the contracting officers that KBR should net
receive U.S. government contracts from the Depariment of Defense? If so, when.
and why were these recommendations made? If not, then please specify the
teasons for the negative recommendation?

4, How many contracts have been awarded or renewed 10 KBR since you or the
DCAA first became aware that KBR was not paying Social Security and
Medicare taxes for many of its employees who are U.S, citizens?

5. What justification dees the DCAA have for not sharing the results of the audit
with the appropriate enforcement agency, such a3 the Department of Treasury, the
Internal Revenue Scrvice or the Department of Justice?

6. The Boston Globe reported on March 7, “The Pentagon has known of the KBR
ioophole, but has not complainad ahout it, on the grounds thar the savings are
passed on to the military.” Do you believe that the avoidance of Social Security
and Medicare taxes are acceptable cost-savmgs to the military? How much has

. the military saved?
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7. Is KBR the only U.S. contractor in Iraq that has established foreign subsidiaries in
a tax haven country? Please list any other contractors in Traq who have used this
practice for tax avoidance.

In light of the massive waste of taxpayer dollars assaciated with Irag-related
contracts, effective work by your Departmnent is an abgolute necessity. We believe that
KBR's use of subsidiaries in a tax haven country is unacceptable and should have been
dealt with immediately. We thank you in advance for your prompt responses to our
questions and for taking the necessary action to address this critical issue.

Thank you for your continued service to our nation.

Sincerely,
Iﬁl D e
al.l o | 057“
ROSA L. DeLAURO LLO OGGETT '
Member of Congress Membef of Congress
RAHM EMANUEL RICHARD NEAL
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Cc. The Honorable Tina W. Jonas

Cc: The Honorable Williaym H. Reed
Cc: The Honorable Herry M. Paulson, Jr.
Cc: The Honorable Linda E. Stiff



Longress of the nited Stateg
Houst of Representatives
THaziington, BC 20515

July 10, 2012

The Honaorable Leon Panetta
Secretary of Defense

The Pentagon

Washingtor, D.C, 203011000

Dear Secretary Panetta,

We write (0 express our doep concern over the Departiment of Defense’s reporeed
decision to purchase ten additionsl Mi-17 helicopters for the Afghan Security Forces from the
Russian state-owned arms dealer Rosoboronexport, a firm that is enabling mass atrocities in
Syria. We find this practice completely unacceptable and strongly urge you to reconsider your
department’s dealings with the firm.

For more than a year now Synan President Bashar al-Assad has responded to peaceful
demonstrations by his own people with a brutal crackdown, which has resulted in gross human
rights violations, the use of force against civilians, torture, extrajudicial killings, arbitrary
executions, sexual violence, and intetference with access to medical treatment, According to
LN, estimates, at least 10,000 people in Syria have been killed since the violence began in
March 2011, with some estimating as many as 15,000 have been killed. In the past several
weeks the murder of civilians in Syria has sharply escalated, including the massacre of more
than108 people in Houla and at least 78 in Qubair, most of them women and children.

Last year alone, Syria’s top arms supplier, Russig, reportedly sold Damascus $1 billion in
weapans thereby greatly enabling the Assad regime’s murder of innocent men, women and
children, On June 12, 2012, Secretary of State Clinton expressed concern that Russia 18 sending
attack helicapters to Syria.

Yet, your department at the same time has procured 21 Mi-17 helicopters for the Afghan
Security Forces through a no-bid contract with Rosoboronexport and is now reportedly planning
on purchasing ten more helicopters from the firm this year. This has created an untenable
situation in which the U.S, Government is eriticizing Russia for selling helicopters to Syria while
at the same time purchasing heficopters from Russia.

As you know, the Fiscal Year 2013 National Defense Authorization Act recently passed
by the House incledes a provision that would prohibit the Defense Department from awarding a
future contract to supply helicopters to the Afghan Security Forces, directly or indirectly, to any
entity controlled, directed or influenced by a state that has supplied weapons to Syria or a state-
sponsor of terrorism, It would also require any such contract to be competitively bid.

Members of Congress have raised concerns over the Department of Defense’s purchase
of Mi-17 helicopters for a number of years and the consistent response from your department is

 OSDO08IM-12




that the Mi-17s are the only helicopters Afghan pilots know how to fly, are the ones they want
and are the only helicopters capable of meeting mission requirements. We find this position
completely unacceptable, particularly in the current environment.

The Department of Defense has not pursued a requirements-based competition to supply
helicopters to the Afghan Security Forees. Instead, it has always been dictated that the Mi-17
was the only solution for the mission, We firmly believe there should be an open competition,
particularly when there are other available American-made aircrafl that have the capability to
operate in Afghanistan. The use of such U.S. helicopters would increase interoperability with
both ULS. and NATO forces in the region. Moreover, it is our understanding that the Department
of Defense recently purchased 1.8, made helicopters as new pilot teaining vehicles and that
Afghan pilots are learning to fly and maintain U.S. made belicopters.

We firmly believe that the Department of Defense should not engage in contracts with
companies arming the Assad regime in Syria and enabling his mass atrocities against his own
people. Moreover, if we are going to spend U.S. taxpayer dollars to provide helicopters to the
Adfghan Securily Forces, U.S, manufacturers should be able 10 conipete for the spportunity to
provide such helicopters. We therefore strongly urge you to ban any future contracts with
Rascboronexport, reconsider any future purchase of Mi-17s for Afghanistan or any country, and
hold an open competition for the procurement of helicopters based upon valid requirements
whereby U 8. manufacturers can compete.

We appreciate your prompt attention and look forward to working with you on this
critical matter.

Sincerely,

o, . AN
ROSA L. DellAUR
Member of Congress

. ?WVW
AMES P, MORAN
Member of Congress

e i

- -, grof Congress

KEITHELLISON RTHA ROBY
Member of Congress ember of Congress
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CHELLIE PINGREE
Mermber of Congress

%

FRANK R. WOLF
Member of Congress




Connress of the Hnited States
MWashington, BC 20535

March 20, 2013

The Honorabie Chuck Hagel
Secretary of Defense

1400 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 203011400

Dear Secretary Hagel:

We write to urge the immediate reinstatement of all suspended Department of Defense tuition
assistance programs. Earlier this month, the Army, Marines, and Air Force suspended all tition
ASSISIANCE ProOgrafis 4% a cost-savings measure due 1o sequestration. While we understand the
Department of Defense must make tough choices in the face of sequestration and current bodget
cuts, we wholly disagres with the decisions to suspend this critical program,

As you know, tuition assistance programs provide service members the opporfunily to better
themseives personally and professionally. Service members ¢an use tuition assistance programs
to earn 2 diploma, gain college credit, and even earn a college degree. Not only do these
programs benefit the individeal service member, but they also benefit the armed forces as a
whole. Tuition assistance programs enable soldiers, sailors, alrmen, and marines to directly
contribute to the professionalization of their individual service component. As a voluntary
program, we applaud every participant who has striven to better themselves, their organization,
and their country through education.

The tuition assistance program must be allowed to continue unhindered, Gur service members
have come {o rely on support from the Department and Congress for this needed program. In the
Army alone, aver 201,600 soldiers participated in Fiscal Year 2012, The number of Army
participants shows the value of the program and the commitinent to personal and professional
growth,

We strongly urge you o reconsider the decision 1o allow the services o suspead tuition
assistanee and provide our service members with the education assistance they have camed.

Thank you for your efforts aad for your consideration of this request,

Sincerely,

?ngrw /g
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2013.03,.20 Tultlon Assistance fetter o Secretary Hagel signatories

Hep. Spencer Bachus Rap, Pele P Gallego Reg, Mark Pacan

Hap. Ron Rarber Rep. Raul M. Grijaiva Rep. Ted Poe

Rep. Gus M, Bllirakiy Rep. Denny Heck Rep. Nick J, Rahall,
Rep. Madeleine Z. Bordalin Rep. Rush Holt Rep. Charles B, Rangel
Rep. lohn R. Carter Rep. Daniel T, Kildee Rep. Bobby Rush

Rep. Kathy Castor Rep. Ann M. Kuster Rep. Loretta Sanchez
Rep. David Cicilline Rep. David Loeskack Rep. Adam B, Schiff
Rep. John Convers, ir, Rep. Alan Lowenthal Rep. Robert €. Scott
Rep. Eliiah £, Cummings Rep, £d Markey Kep. Carol Shea-Porter
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Congress of the Bnited Htates
{house of Repregentatives
EBlashingien, BL 205815

March 25, 2013

The Honorable Chuck Hagel
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Hagel,

We write 10 oppose any continuation of the Department of Defense’s (DoD) business
relationship with Rosoboronexport, Russia’s primary arms exporter and an enabler of the
ongoing mass atrocities in Syria. In January, Section 1277 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (FY13 NDAA,; P.L. 112-239), which expressly prohibits
the use of funds to enter into sny contracts or agreements with Rosoboronexport, was enacted
into law. Further, during consideration of the Department of Defense Appropriations Act for
Fiscal Year 2013, the House of Representatives overwhelmingly approved an amendment
prohibiting further contracts with Rosoboronexport by a vote of 467.5. We urge you to upheld
this Jaw and clear expression of Congressional intent by ensuring that any further Do
procurement of helicopters for the Afghen National Security Forces is not conducted through
Rosoboronexport,

Russia continues to transfer weapons through Rosoboronexport to the regime of Bashar
al-Assad in Syria. Since the Syrian uprising began, Russia has continued to serve as the Assad
regime’s chief supplier of weapons, enabling the mass murder of Syrian citizens at the hands of
their own government. According to the United Nations High Commissicner for Human Rights,
approximately 70,000 Syrians have been killed since the Syrian conflict began two years ago.
Despite the ongoing atrocities, Russia’s special envoy to the Middie East, Mikhail Bogdanav,
announced on February 13 that Russia would continue to supply weapons to Assad’s régime. In
addition, Roseboronexport Director Anatoly Isaikin told reporters that “in the absence of
sanctions, we are continuing to fulfill our contract obligations.” As you know, i is Russia’s velo
power as & permanent member of the United Nations Security Council that has blocked the
imposition of international sanctions on the Syrian regime to this point,

Last summer, DoD notified Congress of plans to exercise an option in an existing
contract to purchase additional Mi-17s from Rosoboronexport — plans that Members of Congress
on both sides of the aisle and human rights groups apposed. Despite these clear objections,
DOD proceeded, and in response Congress enacted Section {277 of the FY 13 NDAA.

Despite this new law, we leamed that the Army intends to enter into & new contract with
Rosoboronexport in the coming weeks to procure 20 additional helicopters for the Afghan
National Security Forces. This plan runs in direct contravention to both the spirit of the FY13
NDAA and the clear legislative intent of Congress ~ to ban further business dealings with
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Rosobaronexport. In our view, any attempt by DoD to utilize prior-year funds would constitute a
direct subversion of existing law.

The United States Government has imposed punishing sanctions on Syria and invested
precious diplomatic resources to end the conflict there. The NDAA provision is intended to
bolster U.S. policy and ensure that U.S. contracts with Syria’s primary arms dealer do not
undermine it. In order to make certain that U.S. policy on Syria is clear, consistent, and
effective, we strongly urge you to certify that no new contracts are concluded or options acted
upon between DoD and Rosoboronexport. Moreover, we urge you to hold an open competition
for any further purchases of helicopters for the Afghan National Security Forces.

Accordingly, we request that your Department prepare a detailed briefing focusing on the
following questions and present it to us before the Army takes any action on the pending
contract,

* What steps has DoD taken to ensure compliance with Section 1277 of the FY13 NDAA
and to consider altermative suppliers of helicopters for the Afghan National Security
Forces?

* Section 1277 requires DoD, in order to exercise its waiver authority, to certify to
Congress that conducting further business with Rosoboronexport is “in the national
security interests of the United States.” What is the national security justification of
continuing business with Rosoboronexport? Relatedly, last year, DoD notified Congress
of plans to purchase 33 Mi-17s from Rosoboronexport for the Afghan National Security
Forces. What is the national security justification for the additional 20 helicopters this
year?

* The Government Accountability Office and the Defense Contract Audit Agency are
undertaking a Congressionally mandated examination of the Army’s existing contract
with Rosoboronexport. How is DoD planning to address and incorporate the review’s
findings into its practices and protocols?

* What steps is DoD taking to ensure that it does not support — financially or otherwise --
enablers of mass atrocities?

Thank you for your serious attention to this request. We appreciate your prompt response.

Sincerely,

1\3\ L jr.-fﬂ_-m—

ROSA L. DeLAURO GRANGER
Member of Congress Member of Congress




Viember z;f‘ Congress
ITH ELLISON
Member of Congress

CE{ELLIE PINGREE
Member of Congress

‘s&embcr of Congress
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Tougress of the Muiled Slates
Wanhingtey, 8¢ 20315

May 16,2013

The Honorable Chuck Hagel
Secretary

1.8, Department of Defense
1300 Defense Pentagon
Washington, C 20301-1300

Dear My, Recvetary:

We write to express our strong support for Army Network Modernization, Armoy Network
Madernizatian programs will provide owr soldiers with modern, capabic and fexible
cemmmunications — specifically the Warfighter Information Network-Tactical (WIN-T) and
Handheld, Manpack. Small Form Fit (HMS) radio. A soldier's communications gear can be just
as important as bady armor and rifles in combat, providing the situational awareness necessary to
inerease combat effectiveness, reduce civilian casualiies and prevent friendly-fire tragedies.

During Operations Desert Storm and Iraqi Freedom, the pace of each conflict outran our foree’s
ability to communicate. Even today, many troops still operate on analog radio technology from
the carly 1980s, At home, people have access to broadband Internet through mobile devices. In
their cars and on the ove, they can access GPS and maps, data and voice anytime, anywhere.
This is not so for most deployed soldiers. WIN-T and HMS are the answer fo thig problem,

While we do net know what the next conflict or humanitarian mission will be, we do know that
our soldiers will need flexibie and effective communications gear. WIN-T and HMS are
successiul technology and acquisition stories. HMS, for example, has two qualified vendors,
building an open-architecture radio using only government-owned waveforms. The dual
manufachuring strategy of having two vendors produce identical radios during the initial stages
of full-rate production ensures that competition and {lexibility ave built nto the program and
maximizes the long-term affordability benefits. This strategy lurther allows Lhe Army (o
[everage the significant investment it has alteady made in open, non-proprictary waveforms, thus
ensuring capability for soldiers and value for taxpayers for years to come.

We undersiand the significant pressure being placed on the budget of the U8, Amy.
Nogetheloss, WIN-T and HMS canner sustain additional culs — including cuts from
reprogramming. As Army Chicl of S1af¥ General Raymond T, Odierne made clear on August 7,
2012, 7., The network remains [the Army's] number one modemization prioxity ... giving our
cormmanders and soldiers vastly increased ability to communicate and share information on the
battietield ... while on the move and in the midst of pugeing operalions.™ '

We urge you to ensure that these programs remain on track to meet the Army Network

Modernization acquisition strategy and provide these critical capabilities to our men and womien
i uniform,

Nincerely,

i
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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