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RULE S AND ACARNIS TRATION Febmary 8.2002
Secmta of l)efense
The Honorabie Donald Runsfeld | | l il
Secretary of Defense | i |
Department of Defense SA{)OQM ?1

The Pentagon, Room IE8K0 v — _
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Mf Eic:crcia:y

I am writing 1o bring your attention o 3 matter of great importance 1o Conneeticut and the
Deparment of Defense the “buying-out” of the Ammy’s requirement of UH-60 Black Hawk
hebiconters

As you know, the current multi-vear contact for UH-60 helicopters, which runs through
fiscal year 2006, calls for the procurement of 80 Black Hawks Thus leaves the Army 44 Black
Hawks short of its overall requirernent of 1,680 awrcraft 1 respectfully urge you to supnort the
buying-aut of this réemauung requirernent

Taking imto account the U S Navy's current contract to procure 89 CH-608 over the same
time penod, the Department of Defense can achieve a cost avordance of at least $213 mullion or
$1 mullion per mireraft through this buy-out It 15 my understanding that Sikorsky and the Army
have already agrecd upon & plan 1o spread out those 44 awceraft across the multi-year contract in
order to schicve the maximum economic order quantiies  All that 18 now required to realize ths
tremendous cost savings 1 the up-front investment from the Army and the Depantment of
Defenze Any asastance you could provide 1o this matter would be grestly apprecated

Thank you for vour consideration of thus reguest, and | strongly urge your support The
H-60 hehicopter 15 onticsl to our national defense

SigRgrely.

5

CHRISTORHER § DODD
United States Senator
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Congress of the United States

Washington, BE 20515 SRR

May 6, 2002
' Secretary of Defense
he Honorbi Dol H. Rumsri (AU RN
Secretary of Defense SA0010387
Department of Defense o
The Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1155
Dear Secretary Rumsfeld

On behalf of the U S House of Representatives Commuttee on House Adminustration and
the U S Senate Commuttee on Rules and Administration, we would like to invite you to speak at
the 2002 Summer Intern Lecture Senes

The Summer Intern Lecture Sernes 15 held for Congressional interns who attend colleges
and umiversities across the nation and come work 1n Senate and House offices during the summer
months It 15 an opportunity for the interns to hear prominent decision makers speak on
important 1ssues facing our nation and the world today

We are currently planning this summer’s Senes, which will run from June 3™ through the
end of July Please contact Melissa McKay at the Commuttee on House Admunustration, at (202)
225-8281, or Beth Meagher at the Senate Rules Commuttee, at (202) 224-6352, for more
information or to schedule a date and time for your participation

]

Thank you for your kind consideration of this invitation

Sincerely,
ROBERT W NEY CHRISTOPHER ] DODD
Chairman Charrman
Commuttee on House Admnmstration Committec on Rules and Administration
U S House of Representatives US Senate

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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Ynited States Sewoe.

WASHINGTON, DT 20413 R NS B

Muarch 6, 2003

The Honcrable

Donald H. Rurnsfeld
Secretary of Defense
Department of Defease

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20301-1000

Dear My, Secretary:

We write to express our strong concern about the potential use of chesnical and biclogical
weapons against American forces during any future war with Traq and the ability of our
military personpel o defend against such an attack, The safety of our men and womes in
uniform must remain a top priotity in any future conflict or deployment. We are
concerned that, as thonsands of active duty and reserve troops are deployed to the Persian
Gulf region each week, training and preparedness {or confronting the harrowing threat of
chemical and hiological warfare lags belund the pace of deployment. We call your
attention io the enclosed transcript of a recent report on the news program

60 Minutes that questions whether our froops are adequalely prepared for a chemijcal or
niological attack,

As this news report and several government reports demonstrate, many experts argue that
our military personnel do not have adequate training or equipment o respond o o
chemical or bickopical attack. A July 2002 report by the Army Audit Agency, which is
enclosed for your review, conclades that “soldiers in most units reviewed .., weren't
proficient in operating and meaintsining chermical and biological defense eguipment,”
primarily as a result of poor raining., These soldiers’ lack of proficiency in maintaining
the equipment resulted in essential equipment, including 38 percent of Chemical-
Biclogical Masks, deteriorating to “‘mon-mission capable” states of repair. [n addition, the
General Accounting Office reported last October that 230,000 of the more than 778,000
defective Battle Drass Overgarment protective suits that the Departmnent of Defense
ordered rermoved from it Inventory in May 2000 remained ussccounted for by the Army.
The Defense Logistics Agency confinned that 80,000 gas masks with the wrong fidters
had been issued 10 the Armed Forees, and that about 19,000 of these rernain in
circalation. Suffice it to say, no family will be caper 10 hear that their loved one was
killed because he or she had been issued a musk with the wrang filter,

up2963 /03
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Lerer 1o Secretary Rumsield, Page 2

We are also deeply concemed about the aftermath of any large-scale deployment to or
war with Iraq and the long-term effects that such an operation could have on the health of
our military personnel. As you know, more than ten years after the end of the Persian
Cioif War, we siill don’t know why so many veterans of that conflict are experiencing
medical problems. Of the nearly 700,000 U.S. military personnel who served inthe
Persian Gulf War in 1880 and 1891, more than 100,000 have suffered from ea array of
symptoms that have become known as Gulf War Syudrome, These symptotns include
chronic fatigue, muscle and joint pain, memoxy Joss, sleep disorders, depression, and
concentration problems, among others.

As you know, many Gulf War veteruns were exposed t a host of pharmaceuticals,
chetnicals, and environmentsl toxins, blowing dust, simoke from oil well fires, and
petrolewrn fuels and their combustion products. In addition, thers was possible exposure
to chemical warfare nerve agents and biological warfare agents, pyridostigmine bromide
piils to protect against neérve agents, insacticides, vaccinatons, infectious disesses,
depleted traninm, end psychological and physiological stress. Military personnel who are
currently being deployed to the region {or a possible sceond war with Irag can expect o
face many of these sarne conditions. Moreover, given {he chronic fanding shortages of
the Department of Veterans Affairs, and the increasing demand for VA health care
services, wé may be asking this sew generaton of soldiers to retum home to 8 system that
cannat acconpnodate the medical fallout of these condttions.

A new complication since 1991 is the much larger number of employees from private
conmractors who will be in theater. By some estimates, this number could reach 20,000
personnel, ar about 10 fimes the namber involved in Desert Storm. These privale-sector
employees will be exposed to the same environments and face the same risks as military
personnel,

We would appreciate s detatled description of the steps that the Departinent is taking to
proteet our dedicated military personnel from a chemmical or biological attack, including
measurss W correct the training inadequacies and squipment deficiencies mentioned
above. Please include a discussion of waining for military medical persormel on how
recognize and treat symptoms of a chemical or biological attack, efforts to koprove
detecnon of chermical and biological agents, and information on the availability and
condition of chern-bio protective equipment. We urge yon to increasc the Department's
focus on such training and preparedaess, including providing adequate funding for the
equipment that our men and wornes in naiform will need to combat these threats in the
Persian Gulf snd eisewhere. We also request g description of steps fhat are being raken fo
protect private employees of Defense Departoent contractors.



Letier to Secretary Rumsfeld, Page 3

We also request that the Department develop a plan 1o ensure that the health of Amersican
troops deployed to the Persian Gulf region is protected both in the immediate future and
in the long lerm. We owe it (o onr wien and women and vniform and their families to do
all we can to prevent ancther Guif War Syndrome and to continge 10 take steps 1o epsure
that those suffering from this ilnass are adequately compensated for their service and
sacrifice,

Thank you in advance for your timely response 1o this request,

Sincerely,

; “ \;\J
Russell D. Feingold Richard 1. Durbin
{nited Siates Senator United States Senator

Y

istopher 1. Dodd
Upited Statex Senatos

nited States Senator

» Y o
Hbrry Reid : Dianne Feinstein
United Stateg Senstor United Stares Senator
VW BV A WA 7AW,
. hﬂﬁ_,
Barbara A. Mikulske Rlanche L. Lincoin
Uirated States Senstor United States Senator

%



Nnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20810

Aprl 20, 2004

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary

Dcpartment of Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

We arc 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
employce 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. Congress stated, however, that any new procedures would have
to protect fundamental labor rights, such as the nght 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 modificd only in order to
further the Department’s “national sccurity mission.™

In hearings that preceded the passage of the NDAA, DoD officials repeatedly stated that
they were not trying to eliminate collective bargaining rights.? Ninety-five members of the U.S.
Senate voted for this bill after being assured 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 nights and goes well heyond what Congress intended in the NDAA.

Under this proposal, good-faith collcctive 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

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

? Testimony of Deputy Sccretary 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 of Undersecretary of Defense 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™).

0SD 06504 -04



The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
April 20, 2004
Page 2

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 dcveloped by DoD must provide for “independent third party review
of decisions.”

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.* 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,

i ; i W & e /
Senator Frakk R® Lautenberg Senator Joseph R. Biden

ﬁmwdﬂ'—/ %@W\—-

Senator Ron Wy Scnator¢?atiy Murray 0

*NDAA at § 9902(m)(6).
* Union-Busting, DoD Style, Federal Times (Feb. 16, 2004).
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March 9, 2005 -
RULES AN ADMINISTRATOMN Home PaGE: Mt dodd.ceetn.gov

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 2030!-1000

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

Last June, the Senate adopted unanimously an amendment to the FY2005 National
Defense Authorization Act, establishing a program to reimburse scldiers for personal and private
expenses incurred to provide critical equipment that the Defense Department had failed to
provide for operations in Iraq and Afghanistan,

This amendment was adopted after troubling reports surfaced that our men and women
in uniform were digging deep into their own pockets or relying on chantable giving to buy such
life-saving gear as bullet proof vests, vehicle armor, and medical supplies. This amendment was
modified and adopted in conference as Section 351 of the Defense Authorization Act which was
signed by the President into law as Public Law 108-375 on October 28, 2004.

Section 351 requires your office to issue rules on how the Department will expedite the
provision of reimbursement to our troops under this section. These rules were required to be
1ssued within 120 days after enactment of this law, or February 25, 2005. To my knowledge,
these rules were not promulgated as of February 25", nor have they been promulgated to date.
Accordingly, the office of the Secretary of Defense is apparently not in compliance with this
section of the law.

There should be no higher prionity for our government than ensuring that American
troops are well-equipped, particularly those on the front lines of battle in Iraq and Afghanistan,
Given their immense sacrifices, as well as the critical contributions of their families and
communities, I hereby request that you immediately inform me as to the status of the
Department’s action to comply with this statutory requirement.

Sigeercly

CHRISTOPHER 1. DODD
United States Senator

0sp 04815-05
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March 17, 2005 MOME BAGE: MIAdodd sanatagey

The Honarable Donald ¥, Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense

1000 Dofense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20330

Dear Mr. Secrstary:

1 am very troublad by the recent decision to award Lockheed Martin Systems
Integration (LMSD 3 $1.7 billion cost plus sward fee contract for the VXX Marine One
Prasidendial Helicopter, and not merely because of the harm I fear this decision may bring 1
Sikorksy Alrorslt Corporation, based in Sgutford, Connecticout, bit because of the many
troubling issues regarding foreign production of s Prosidential hehcopter.

It i not imenediziely clear to me or meany of my colleagues how certain aspects of
this contract award are consistent with US law and policy, and particularly aince this
contract award concems the helicopter our President will use well into the future. How this
decision was made, and the extens ¥ which matters of national security were a factor, in
addition 1o thoge involving the costs associated with itg production, are areas in which I
require further details, both as 8 Member of Connecticut’s Congrassional delegation and &
Membey of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations.

The requirements of US law and policy are strict with respect to internrtional
industrial base programs. As a Member of the Committes on Forcign Relations, I will be
paying close attention to this matter n furtherance of the Committee’s oversight of the Armns
Export Contio] Act (22 USC 2751, et seq.). I can only hope that very high levels of
scrutiny will be spplied inall p&ms of this Presidential cantract. Curreniy 3 ?Waé
commmitiees, 15 provesses, 23 agcmm and more thar 45 offices in the interagency procesz
are iovolved in all muttays pertaining o foreign disclosure and export control requirements
manifest in US law.

The original Progidential Helicopter Replacement Program proposed o fnitial
operating capability (JOCY in 2013. The ¥VXX Program was accelerated in 2003 with & new
10C plaxned for Gyeal year 2009, How a decision to award a contract to foreign suppliscs is
consistent with a decision to build and operzte the new Presidential helicopter in & shorier
time s not clear to me, particularly since involving so many foreign nationals in a matter
pertaining to the President could mean that already stringent controls would need 1o tighten.

0SD 05346-05
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The Honcrable Denald Rumsfeid 2
Letier an VXX Presidential Helicoprer

In response to this letter, [ would appreciate your timely and thoughtful responses to
these questions:

1.

In announcing this contact award, Assistant Secretary of the Navy foxr
Research, Development and Acquisition John Young stated that “Today’s
shnouncement is a zsigpificant milestone that caps an exhaustive and
deliberative source selection process that carefully followed the Federal,
Acquisition Regulations.” Were other Federal regulatory policies or rules
examined in connection with the announcement of this contract, in particular
did the Navy take into account the requirernents of the Interpational Traffic in
Amms Regulations (ITAR, 22 CFR-120-130)?

Will any licenses under this contract require notification to the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations under section 36(c) of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 USC 2776(c)), and, if 20, would any such licenses, prior 1o
their being submitted for congressional review, be referred to the Defense
Trade Security Administration (DTSA)? If referred, would DTSA attach any
special provisos as a condition of exports made under this contract since it is
for a Presidential aircraft?

Will LMSI make use of sublicensing for this contract? Has LMSI indicated
which aspects have been or will be sublicensed? If so, to whom?

Was the Department of State’s Directorate of Defense Trade Controils
(DDTC), the Department of Defense’s DTSA or any other relevant part of the
interagency involved in this contract award? Is there currently any
requirement that DDTC or DTSA be involved in such decisions, particularly
gs this is an aircraft to be used by the President?

Do the Navy, the Department of Defense or LMSI plan to make wse of any
regulatory exemptions concerning licensed production abroad in furtherance
of the VXX Marine One Presidential Helicopter? Will there need to be any
exceptions granted to National Disclosure Policy (ENDPs) during any phases
of this contract?

Since the US101 is based largely on Furopean technology, could the
Department please specify for me cach location azsociated with the research
and development phase of this contract, including the system development
and demonstration phase, and where such work will be carried out—
includmng the sites of production lines, ownership and the firms associated
with this work?

At the January 28, 2005 DoD Special Briefing on the Award of the
Presidential Helicopter Contract, Thomas Laux, PEO for VXX Marine One,
stated in response to a question regarding the ability of LMSI’s identified
personnel to gain the necessary US security clearances for work ona
Presidential aircraft that

3
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The Honorabla Dorald Rumyfeld 3
Letter on VXX Prexidental Helicopter

1¢.

11.

Thank you for your attention in this

{Wle're going to do everything we can to facilitate the persoanel that
[Lockheed] need[s] to get the clearances and get them deployed into
the right places. Lockheed....identified the number of persormel in
each of the locations, including Italy and the UK and the various US
locations. We've identified at each of those places the number of
security personnel appropriate to the activity that's going on to make
sure that we have the appropriate oversight and the protections that
are required for this very sensiive mission.

Given that this decision and contract award reflects the need to “control the
risk and cost to the taxpayer,” as Assistent Secretary Young has stated, to
what extent were the costs of providing for adequate security for this project,
including the need to clear foreign nationals, factored into the decision to
award this contract? Does the Navy or LMSI have an estimate of such costs?
Has LMSI identified ali foreign nationals who will be associated with this
contract—including the citizenship of all such persons in the United
Kingdom and ftaly?

Will foreign nationals be assigned to or need to visit US bascs or defense
contractor facilities during any phase of this contract? Are all such foreign,
and US, personnel aware of the requirements of US law regarding such visits
and access?

Will foreign nationals require access to information systems during any phase
of this cantract, and, if so, will access approvals have been obtained 1o avoid
any deleys in any pbase of this contract?

Will procurement with foreign companies involved m this contract result in
the need for US releaseability approvals, and could the Department please
stipulate with which such companies or suppliers current contract pians call
for such involvement and in which phases of the contract?

To the extent it is known today, are any offsets required in connection with

any production abroad, in all phases, of the VXX Marine One Presidential
Helicopter?

. 1look forward to your responses.

CHRISTOPHER J. DODD
United States Senator

! bttp:/frow.defenaelink il ‘ogi-bin/diprint.cgi Thttp:/worw. defenselink mil transeripts/2005 41200501 28-

2044.himl.



CHRISTOPHER J. DODD ) . WASHINGTON OFFICE:
CONNECTIEUT - 488 RUSEELL SENATE OFF Cr Bulliming
2028 224-2823
Fax: (202) 224 1087

COMMITTEES
TDD: 1202) 224 546¢

HANKING, HOUSING, AND 31_1 .t i t
URBAN A-+AiRS - h P
BAN A niie (5 EItBEi 521’(&& . STATE OFFICE:
Co ‘0D Grear Mrazow Roan
FURE.GN RELATIONS : WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0702  WETHEwSH k15, CT 0B1CS
e e, T {B60) 75R-A940
Rt i Fax: 1860 208 698
HEALTH, EDUCATICN, . AHOH, PR Tewt Fare- (806 334-5341
ANGC PENSIONS March 30, 2005 TOD: (860} 579 7438
AULES AND ADMINISTRATIOIN How: Paci httpioado secate oy

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20350

Dear Mr. SeCretary:‘

It has recently come to my attention that the Pcople’s Republic of China (PRC) is in the
process of developing a state-of-the-art submarine fleet that would challenge the United States’
military presence throughout East Asia. Such action has been characterized as an attempt to
minimize American capabilities to respond to potential conflicts in the Taiwan Straits, as the
United States Navy did in 1996. Given the PRC’s recently passed law authorizing the use of
force against a seceding Taiwan, it is critically important that the United States retain the
capacity to counteract China’s expanding naval force both in the short and long term.

For example, the newly uncovered Yuan-class of submarine demonstrates a level of
sophistication in China’s undersea stealth and weapons technology that leaves little doubt about
Beijing’s intcntions to develop a competing submarine fleet. As unclassified reports have
already indicated, this diesel ship could be used throughout Asia to collect intelligence and
impede US aircraft carriers access to the South China Sea and other parts of the Pacific Rim.
Other Chinese submarines currently under development such as the Type 093, which is armed
with intercontinental ballistic missiles, and the 094 attack submarine will be nuclear-powered
and allow China to have a significant global naval presence. Armed with long-range cruise
missiles, the PRC’s naval fleet already possesses significant military capabilities on the high seas
as well as in coastal waters throughout Asia.

Marntime superionty is a comerstone of US defense policy. In addition, our naval
dominance has helped preserve peace and sccurity not only within our own nation but in all
corners of the globe. China’s ambitions with respect to advanced submarine development must
not be allowed to occur to the detriment of peace and security.

Just as US submarnines have proven indispensable in the war on terronism, our submarine
flect remains indispensable in developing an Amcrican response to an emerging Chinese Navy.
Our submarines provide unmatched stealth for intelligence activitics, and deadly precision for
offensive missile strikes. Every US submarine asset— our submarine bases, the shipbuilding
industry, the rescarch labs, the training facilities, and, most important of all, our submariners—is
essential for meeting the needs of our military’s combatant commanders, particularly thosc in the
United States Central and Pacific Commands.

0sp 09007-05



In my view, it is cssential that we address China’s naval ambitions through at lcast the
following five means:

1. Avoid diminishing US Navy submarine infrastructure through the BRAC
process. In particular, the Navy must retain Submarine Base New London in its current
force structure, given its unique contributions to US national security. Co-located in
southeastern Connecticut with General Dynamics Electric Boat, it is playing an essential
role in developing, testing and evaluating the world’s most advanced submarine
technologies. In addition, as the home of the US Submariner School and key
maintenance facilities, this military base remains the core of America’s attack submarine
force and nation’s key to counteracting the burgeoning Chinese submanine fleet.

2. ' Retain and continue modernizing Navy submarine bases within the United
States. For the United States to effectively meet the Chincse submarine threat it is
essential that the Navy continues improving military facilities that are not only
responsible for maintaining, enhancing, and stationing our attack submarines but are also
places of work, housing and training for the United States Navy’s submariners. In
addition, to enhance fleet readiness, such improvements will further support Navy
retention at a critical time for the US military.

1 Direct resources toward developing a next generation of nuclear powered
attack submarines. A rccent Program Budget Decision document signed by Deputy
Sccretary Wolfowitz directed the Navy to “design a future undersea superiority system
altecmative.” I understand that there is a proposed $60 million available in Fiscal Year
2006 that may be applicd for such an effort. It is imperative that this funding go towards
the research and development of a new class of submarines to follow the VIRGINIA
Class, to ensure that United States undersca technology remains ahcad of all potential
competitors,

4, Ramp up naval intelligence gathering capabilities—through signals, imagery,
and human assets. Submarines play a critical role in stealthy intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance missions, It is critical that these undersea technologies continue to be
modemmized, as well as supplemented by other assets deployed hy the intelligence
community,

5. Develop effective countermeasures to the emerging cruise missile threat. The
prolifcration of long-range cruise missiles for use by sea and land remains one of the
most potent and credible challenges facing US forces deployed throughout the world. It
1s critical that the US military develop effective defenses to such a destructive threat.

As you develop the US armed forces’ long-term force structure through BRAC
recommendations and the Quadrennial Defense Review, I urge you to consider this burgeoning
threat. In light of China’s seceming determination to offset US naval superiority, [ respectfully
request that you inform me of your efforts to address the concemns raised in this letter,

inderel

\

CHRISTOPHER J. DODD
United States Senator
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The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld -

Sccrctary of Dcfensc b
1000 Defense Pentagon o
Washington, DC 20350 )

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

I have been monitotring the implementation of the Defense Department’s
equipment reimbursement initialive with great concern. Developed as a result of
legislation that [ authored in 2004 and 20035, this program was intended to provide
compensation to military personnel who purchased critical health and safety equipment
that the Department failed to provide for use in support of Operations Iraqi Freedom and
Enduring Freedom.

Three conclusions seem cvident from implementation of this important initiative.
First, the Department of Defense has done an inadequate job in informing troops of the
availability of this reimbursement benefit. Merely having an Under Secretary mention
the initiative on a military website or to a few select publications is not nearly sufficient.
The Pentagon should do all that it can to make certain that our troops thoroughly know
how to take advantage of this important initiative, At a minimum, the Department of
Defense should institute a plan to have unit commanders debrief service-members on
how to file reimbursement claims upon leaving their combat areas of operations.

Second, the Pentagon appears to be discouraging troops from enrolling in this
program by requiring that troops turn in their equipment in order to qualify for
reinbursement, even when many of these same service-membhers may still need their gear
for future deploymeni. Given the relatively small scope of this program in a $439.3
billion fiscal year 2007 defense budget, it hardly seems necessary for the Department of
Defense to discourage members from using this benefit and actually take possession of
their gear.

Finally, and most importantly, according to ongoing ncws coverage, our troops
are still not receiving the protection they need to complete their missions safely and
effectively. Unfortunately, as recently reportcd by The New York Times, the Marinc
Corps completed a secret study finding that 80 percent of 1J.S. comhat deaths due to torso
injuries could have been avoided if military personnel had been provided with adeguate
armored protection. Whtle the Army has finally initiated an effort to outfit our troops
with additional side-armor, it could take up to a year before all of our soldiers receive the
protection they need. For that reason, T introduced, S. 2230, the Service-Member Safcty
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Acl of 2006. This legislation would require that the Department of Defense provide the
most complete personal armored protection (o United States military personnel who
perform operations in areas designated as areas of “military contingencies™ or combal
operations, Exceptions for such protection would be made only where field commanders
or others in the chain-of-command have certificd that the most extensive armored
protection would impede a pariicular service-member’s ability to complete a mission or
might somehow put the scrvice-member at graver risk of injury or death.

Until the Pentagon complies with this requirement, S. 2230 would further initiate
a personal protective cquipment allowance program which would provide up to $1,100 to :
each individual service-member to purchase appropriate intcrceptor body armor and otber !
appropriate protective gear from properly certified military suppliers.

As oursoldiers, sailors, airmen, and marines defend our freedom on the
battlefields of Iraq and Afghanistan, we owe them no less than the most effcctive
protection possible. I hope you share my concemns, and will report immediately back to
me on your efforts to address the Department’s inadequate implementation of the
equipment reimbursement program.

Thank you for your prompt reply.

Sincerely,

U L |

‘CHRISTOPHER J. DODD
United States Senator
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

Januery 15, 2607

The Honorable Robert M, (ates
Secratary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington D.C. 20361-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

We're writing 0 express our cancern thit the propased troop surge by the
Prexident will put 22,500 more U.S. troops in Irag without the best armeor protection
available. The President’s proposal is intended to secure Baghdad—a notarious site for
IEDs.

We are encloging a vecent article in the Baltimore Sun, which reparts that the two
new hrigades of troops the Precidert intends o send to Iraq will be deployed without the
protestion of the mast up-to-date armored vehicles. These Latest vehicles, which have V-
ghaped bottoms, enable vehicles to better withstand explosions end provide significantly
better protection for our troops. This shartfall is endangering many of our troops already
in lrag, and appears o be yet another in 2 ltany of fatlures to provide adequate grmor to
the roops.

We are concerned for many reasons abaut the President’s proposed troop
increase, but surely, if we cannot provide adaquate protective vahiclss to our troops
alrsady in Iraq, it makes no sense o send even more of cur Zarces into this danger. Please
let v know what are you are doing to rectify the armor shortages for our troops currently
in Ireq, and whet you will do 10 provide adequats evmor protection if the President’s
proposal to send more troups is implemented.

We look forwsrd to your resporses to these questiona end to undergtanding the
ways in which you propose we address these shortfulls.

With respect end apprecistion,
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NAnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510
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February 15, 2007
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pcntagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Mr. Secretary:

We are writing to express our grave concemms about rccent reports of inadequate supplics of body
armor and force-protection equipment for troops being deployed in support of Operation lLrigi
Freedom.

According to a report by the Department of Defense in late 2005, many of the fatalities caused
by upper body injuries in Iraq could be prevented if all body anmor issucd to our troops included
side armor plates. o response to this report, many of us in the Scnate asked then-Secretary
Rumsfeld to ensure that the best available body armor be delivered to our soldiers in harm'q way
as quickly as possiblc. We were assured (hat the Department of Defense would promptly begin
procuremcnt and delivery of an additional 230,000 sets of side armor plates.

A January 25, 2007 report from the Inspector General, however, found continued shortages in
force-protection equipment for our soldiers. The report found shortages in body armor, up-
armored vehicles, communications equipment, and electronic countermeasurc devices. We have
also heard first-hand accounts that many scrvice members being issucd body armor are still not
receiving side annor plates. TL seems reasonable to surmisc that if a service member rcquires
body armor for their joh, the side armor plates would provide extra protection.

These accounts alone are troubling, but the President’s plan to send more than 20,000 addijonal

troops to Baghdad ruises further questions aboul our ability to properly equip and protect our

men and women in uniform. When asked by The Washington Post about the President’s surpc

proposal, Lt. Gen. Stephen Speakes, the Army’s deputy chief of staff for force development, said:

“We don't have the [armor] kits, and we don't have the trucks." This statement raises grave

concerns about our ability to equip and protect not just the soldiers that arc currently fighting, but
& also the new scldiers that the President is planning to send to Baghdad.

Tn light of these concems, we respectfully ask that you provide us an updatc of how many {roops
carrently in Iraq and Afghanistan have nol been issued body armor with side armor plates. In
addition, we would like to know what pereentage of troops currently being mobilized in support
of the operations in lraq and Afghanistan are not being issued complete sets of body armor that
include side armor plates. We would also like to know the number and proportion of trooys in
each of the services, including figures for both the National Guard and the Reserve, receiving
this essential protective equipment. Finally, we would like to know what steps the Department
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of Defense is taking to implement the recommendations made by the Inspector General in) its
January 25 report on force-protection equipment shortages among deployed units,

We are sure you agrece that our men and women in uniform deserve nothing lcss than the best
protective equipment. If there arc indeed shortages of complete body armor sets, or shorlages of
other force-protection equipment, among our troops in Iraq and Afghanistan, we urge youi to take
immediate action to correct this grave problem. You can be certain that we stand ready with our
colleagues to assist you overcome any shortfall that you identify in the most expeditious ‘way
possible.

Thank you in advancc for your prompt attention to this urgent matter.

Sincerely,
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Januery 29, 2008

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secrelary ol Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates,

[ wrile to express my strong concern regarding reported efforis to withhold funding for the
Multi-Platform Radar Technology Insertion Program (MP-RTIP), The Fiscal Year 2008
Supplemental Appropriations Conference report specified that more than $85 million was to be

~ devoted to continuing development of this critical technology. Halting this funding would
jeopardize the survival of our nation’s battlespace management radar industry and deny our military
an important upgrade in intelligence, surveiltance, and reconnaissance capabilities.

[ appreciate your stated intent to taper defense spending for projects that do not meet critical
mission requirements and hold programs accountable for failing to meet cost and time milestones.
The MP-RTIP, however, cannot be categorized as such a program. [t has an impeccable record,
documented by the Air Force, with no missed milestones to date and no additional deadlines
identified owtside normal fwo year research and development appropriations funding rules.

" Not only is MP-RTIP's development on-time and on-budget, but it also satisfies an
important military requirement called for by the most recent Quadrennial Defense Review, which
emphasized the need to establish an “un-blinking” eye over the battlespace, “to integrate global
awareness with local precision.” MP-RTIP pravides overall images of the battlespace like no other
radar, ensuring our troops receive the most complete and accurate intelligence possible, from
camouflaged insurgent camps and enemy vehicles to incoming cruise missiles.

The Quadrennial Dcfcns{: Review called for a “robust missile warning capability,” which s
exactly what the MP-RTIP provides. Eliminating funding for this initiative will jeopardize our
national defensc and create a vulnerability for our enemies to exploit. In an age where rapidly
advancing technology provides our enemies with more accessible means of waging attacks against
our nation, it is imperative that we not neglect our basic comnerstones of defense,

Shutting down MP-RTIP will lead to the deterioration of our critical radar industrial base.
Once the highly skilled MP-RTIP workforce is made idle, it may be impossible 1o reconstitute a
workforce with the same level of knowledge, expericnce and technical expertise that is currently
developing this technology today. The workers are the backbone of the indusiry and eliminating the
funding for this technology will result in the loss of valuable skills and experience accumulated over
the past several years.
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As you know, with the support of Congress, the Department of Defense has invested more
than §1 billion to date on development of this advanced radar technolegy. Doing so has been
considered vital to the success and protection of our oops. In past years my colleagues and I have
been strongly supportive of your funding requests for the MP-RTIP program, and [ am deeply
concerned by the apparent lack of urgency within the Department to move forward. Due to this
concern, I ask whether the Department of Defense will comply with the Conference Report in fully
funding the MP-RTIP technology? I would appreciate any information you might provide on how

our military will continue to meet the battlespace management requirements outlined in the most
recent Quadrennial Defense Review.

If you have any questions regarding this or any other issue, please do not hesitate to contact
myself or Lindsay George at {202) 224-1730. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

-

3

CHRISTCGPHER J. DODD
TUnited States Senator
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTOR, DE 20818

, May §, 2009

The Honorabile Robert Gates
Secrofary

The Departnent of Defense
1060 Defense Pentagon

Washingtan, DC 20310-1000
Dear Sezretary Gates;

Orne of the greatest responsibilities entrusted to the Congress i fo enswe the security of the
American people by providing for = strong pational defense. 'With thet responibility in mind, we
guestion the snalytical basis for the decision by the Department of Defonse to termina’e the procurement
of the F-22 Raptor 20l C-17 Globemmaster T, Accerdingly, to ensure the military equipment
requirements of the nation are identified thraugh a complete and cogent process, we respectiully request
you recommend to the President that production of the F-22 and the C-17 continue until the final
publication of the next Mobility Capability Study and the 2010 Quadrennizl Defense Review.

Az you well know, in arder to maximize ths probability of success o military operations the
development and execntion of strategies must be comprahiensies and well thought out. Howevec, recent
history hay shown major thrests to our pational secarity can arise suddenly and in unexpected regions of
the world, Saddam Hussein's invasion of Kuwait and the svents of Beptember 11, 2001 prove this
hypothesis. In addition, the diffisulty in determining when and where u threat may arise is aleo
compoundad by the uncertainty a3 ko what tactics and strategies our soemies may employ. Accordingly,
we fully support and ensoveage your initiative to re-establish seanterinsurgency warfare as a fundamental
and widespeead capability in our nation"s Arned Forces,

Horwsver, just as our nation wade e strategic srror in pemitting our ability to successfully
progecuie sounterinsurgency canpaigns to wither and atrophy aftor the Vietnam War, we must not make
similar mistake and undermine two of the unique foondations of our nafion’s military strength: hepemony
of the air and our wuprecedented sirlift capability. As you corvectly stated this January, “eur military
must be prepared for a “fall spectram® of operations, including the type of combat we're facing in Trag
and Afghanistan as well as lavge scale threats that we face from places like North Korea and Jran®
Therefure, we are concerred the termination of production of the F-22 does not appear to be supported by
any analytical stedy commissioned by the Department of Defanse or the Alr Rorce.  In addition, though
the declsion to end praduction of the C-17 was supported by the 2005 Mobility Capebility Study, this
Study wag criicized by the Government Accovmtbility Office for underestimating our naticn’s futare
aidift requirements. We are also unaware of any risk assessment that has been performed
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The Honorable Robert Gates
May 5, 2008
Pege Two

based on the Combatant Commanders® requirsments as to the decision to cease procurement of e F-22
and C.17.

Regarding the F-22, unclassified extracts of the Air Foece’s Sustaining Air Dominance Study
state 130 F-22s was not eacugh” and the Department of Defense’s TACAIR Optimization Study
oonclusded the prosurement of additiona! Raptors “was the best option” On Aprl 16%, these coaclusions
were reinforced by the comments made by General Norton A. Schwartx afier the F-22 procurement
termination was sonounced. Generl Schwarntz etabed that “243 [Raptors] is the military reguirement”
This appuars to conflict with sarbier views expressed by the Diepartment of Defense.

Wa have simijar trepidations regarding the cessation of prodoction of the C-17. In early 2002,
even befora the true scope and requiraments of the Global War on Terrorism became known, the then
conymander of U.S. Transportation Command argued for the procurement of 222 Globemaster 1ils,
Today, as the bull of our deployed forces will be sent to the hand-locked nation of Afghanisian, we are
sindfi] of the m&amwﬁﬁﬁmmyyw&rmawmﬁw’m in that pation. This
point is emphasized by the recert Taliban attacks oa our supply routes through the Kyber Puss region and
Xxmmpp%ydqminmmﬁ Thersfore, we are purzied as to why C-17 production wonld be ended
even though 2 pew Mobility Capabitity Stdy was scheduled 10 be published next month,

Just ag our recent military history points to the need to maintain a “full spestrom™ wilitary foree
ta confront a myriad of very different threats, we are also mindful of 2 point recently made by
Michae! Korda in his book an ths Battle of Britain, He observed that even though the tea
British Prime Mintsters bafore Winston Chuschill adopted 2 policy of appeasement, they also comamitted
their government 1o develop and procure the three pieces of equipment: the Spitfire fighter, Hurricane
Fghter snd radar, which were to eosure that natfon’s survival during the Battle of Britain,

Aceordingly, we respectfully request yor recommend to the President that production of the.
F-22 Raptor and the C-17 Globemaster T sontinue until the final publication of the next
Motility Capabilities Study and the 2010 Quedrennial Defense Review can be reviewed and studied.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,
Sincerely,
: ¥
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The Honcrable Robest Gates
May 5, 2009
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February 3. 2010

The lHonorable Robert M. Gates
Secrelary of Defensc

The Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary (jates,

As the Cangress considers legislation 1o create a new Consumer Financial Protection Agency. il
is important to weigh the poteniial impact that financial readiness problems have on those
serving our natiagn in the Armed Services as well as their families. Many senior military otficials
have stated that financial readiness cquates to military readiness and with our military currently
Bghting in two separate overseas contingency operations it s imperative that there be no greater
priotity than taking care of qur troops and their well-being. One of the first steps 1o doing this is
to identify those financial institutions which seek 1o lake advantage of cur troeps and focus on
establishing regulation and oversight of those services.

As you know, in recent correspondence with members of Congress. the Department of Defense
has indicated that its young soldiers, sailors. Marines, and airmen are especially plagued by
questionahle and potentially abusive automobile sales and financing practices, Ths letter is to
request that the Department of Defense identify in writing those financial protection issucs which
are ot the most pressing concern to cur military members and their families so that we can work
together towards ending these unfortunate practices.

We would appreciate your expeditious attention on this critical matter as the Banking Committee
is seeking to mark-up a bill of this nature towards the end of Fcbruary.

Sincerely,
-
.
L Mt e < o
CHRISTOPHER J. DODD Murm

United States Senator - United ‘Slaie&. Senator
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Nnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-2003
March 9, 2010

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary

Department of Defense
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretary Gates:

We are writing to emphasize our continued strong support for the U.S. Family Health
Plan (USFHP), a highly successful TRICARE Prime program.

Originally authorized by Congress in 1981 (Pub. L. 97-99) USFHP has become an
integral component of DOD’s ability to meet its comunitment to provide health care to
thuse who serve our nation. USFHP currently provides care to more than 105,000
beneficiaries in 15 states. It enjoys by far the highest level of patient satisfaction in the
Military Health System with over 90 percent of enrollees reporting high satisfaction, and
it ranks among the highest nationally when compared with commercial managed care
plans. DOD can be proud of the U.S. Family Health Plan program and its model - a
stable mode] that effectively aligns the interests of all stakeholders and enables the
beneficiaries to receive a level of care befitting their service to our country.

Congress highlighted USFHP as a potential model in this year’s National Defense
Authorization Act (Section 721, PL. 111-84), while directing DOD to examine
opportunities to improve the broader TRICARE program. In addition, just this past year
the Director of the TRICARE Management Activity engaged USFHP to assist in
educating the rest of the DOD system about its highly successful prevention and disease
management programs. ' '

We are aware there have been discussions by DOD representatives in public meetings
regarding the future of the US Family Health Plan. We are especially concerned about
proposals that would adversely affect those members aged 65 and over while simply
shifting costs to Medicare without saving the taxpayer money overall. We are also aware
of the recent Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund (MERHCF) Report to Congress
that includes recommendations to review elements of the program,

USFHP is a successful program held in high regard by its beneficiaries. We support this
program and want to convey our concerns about any changes that would in any way
negatively affect the ability of U.S. Family Health Plan to provide care to beneficiaries,
including those aged 65 and over who have earned their health care benefits through their

service to our natjion.

Susan M. Collins Barbara A. Mikulski
United States Senator United States Senator
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Maria Cantwell stopher Dodd
United States Senator United States Senator

Z(.cm
Un od States Senator

Clapnars, oy gt

Pa urray Benjamin L. Cardin
United States Smﬁm‘ Frited Sates Senator

Jladtin &, Afillibramd.

Kirsten Gillibrand ’
United States Senator




CHRISTOPHER J. DODO
COMNECTICUT

AR Hnited States Senate

FORRIGH RELATIONS WASHINGTON, DC 205180002

HERLTH, ETUTATION, LAROA,
AN PRMBIONS

RULEE AND ADMINIETRATION

April 14, 2010

Ms. Elizabeth King

Assistang Secrelury of Defense for Logislative Allairs
U8, Department of [efense

1308 Defense Peptagon

Washington, D.C. 2030;

Dear Ms. King:
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I enclose a copy of the correspondence | have just recently received from Mr, Jumes
Sonct, the Vice President of Electrified Discounters, Inc. of tHlamden, Consecticut, Mr. Sonet, as
you can $ee, has contacted my office abowt a payment that is due to his company from the

Defense Finance and Accounting Service (DFAS) in Cleveland.

My constiluent feels the DFAS currently owes $12,921.3¢ for an August §, 2008 inveice.
Mr. Sonet also informs me he has had considersble problems with the WAWFE payment system,
but he is hoping the payment - now zlmost two years old - will be promptly sent to him in full.

So that | may respond to this inquiry o my offive, | would greatly appreciate your louiking
into this matter for my constituent, and your advising if the Depariment of Defonse can help

expediting its processing.
Thank you very much,
. "
eI OPHER . DODD
United States Senator
Enelosures

in reply: Connecticut Otfice
Avtn: Mr. BEd Maom
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