
... 
May 17, 2002 3:58 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '])(\-

SUBJECT: Urban "Operations" Center 

I agree with you that "operations" is not the right word-let's get that fixed. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/14/02 PDUSD(P) info memo to SecDefre: Joint Urban Operations 

DHR:dh 
051702·20 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ 0_{,_,,_,_/ 1-1-y..,_/_o_v __ _ 

Ul7230 02 
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POLICY 

PRINCIPAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
2000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON. DC 20301-2000 CTCI Ca~ \ i-'.':. 

INFO MEMO 
SECDEF HASJSEEN 7 t.!1 11: 3 3 

t.fAY 1 7 2002 
.. FOR: s~~~~!~~D)EFENSE c/' 

F' FROM: PrinciparDeputyUnder Secretary of Defense for Pol~MAY l 4 

; . SUBJECT: Joint Urban Operations 
~\{' 

One of the comments Newt Gingrich made about the DPG was that it needed to 
emphasize urban operations more. 

• The recently released DPG requires USJFCOM to include urban operations in 
their experimentation plan. 

• I thought you also might Mt!interestea 111 omer ongmng· errorts 10 1mprOV"ettman 
operations capabilities. 

• A comprehensive roadmap that identifies means to pursue and dramatically 
improve joint urban capabilities for the Joint Force is completed. 

• A Special Study Group has nominated Joint Forces Command as Executive 
Agent for urban operations with the objective of building from the roadmap to 
develop a comprehensive urban operations Master Plan. 

• Currently the Joint Requirements Oversight Council is expected to review the 
recommendations of the Study Group in May. The Chairman may well then 
officially request that you designate USJFCOM as Executive Agent. .,, .. ~· 

• Assuming that you do approve Joint Forces Command as the Executive Agent, w/~ 
understand that the Command intends to establish a Joint Urban Operations Cef er ~ _ 
in early FY03. / ~ 

• Means of obtaining manpower and funding for the effort are still under reviefov. ~ o......,, 
My staff is investigating ways to expedite the effort so they can stand up on/ I q __ ,,Jj 

October 2002. ~/ l\ ~~ .. 
;J.; . ~-J- ' . 
I -,--~ 
! • 

Attachments: None 

MA BUCCI 
. ~ Prepared by: CDR Dav1d Adler,L___J EXECsEC WHITMORE 

11-L-0559~SD/12535 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: September 11 ih 

May 17, 2002 9:55 AM 

Please screw your head into this business about what did people know and when 

did they know it about September 11, and get back to me. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051702-15 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by---------

Ul7232 02 
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May 17, 2002 9:54 AM 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 
Dov Zakheim 
Powell Moore 
Larry Di Rita 
V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Crusader 

I talked to Congressman Jerry Lewis. He asked that he have a chance to look at a 

copy of the Jetter from Aldridge to White that says not to spend funds, except with 

his approval. 

He feels that if we had a "stop order" on expenditures, it would be harmful 

anytime between now and probably mid-week next week, when the bill is cleared. 

We need a tight rein on this building, so nobody does something that inflames 

people unnecessarily. Therefore, everything should be fed through Larry Di Rita, 

so we have one control point here on what is going on with respect to the 

legislation in the House and Senate on the various pieces. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051702-13 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_s. __ /_2_0-+/_0_1.,.._-__ _ 

Ul7234 02 
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May 17, 2002 7:49 AM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld w 
SUBJECT: ICC Signatories 

We met with the UAE CHOD yesterday. He said they are not going to sign the 

ICC. 

We ought to keep a record of aU the people we talk to and what their views are on 

it. We ought to get a list country-by-country and know who has signed it, who 

may, who hasn't and who agrees with us. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051702·9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_<o_,f,__o_7 __ / _o'l.,.. __ _ 

Ul7235 02 
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l • . .. 
TAB 

May 17, 2002 7:46 AM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 
-~'b 

<:;,'(f. FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1]\ 

~SUBJECT: Joint Staff 

"''~/ / We got briefed the other day about the Chairman's Joint Warfighters' Analysis 

Center. I would like to find out what all the things are that the Chairman has as 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, so we can look at them and see how they 

perhaps ought to be regularized. 

I am to]d that one was sent to the Joint Forces Command. But what other things 

are there like that down in the Joint Staff that I don't know about? 

• P]ease give me a complete list of everything they have. 

• 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
OS\702-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by OS/;>-/ / 0'"2--

Ul7236 02 
Tab. 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 
INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, ac(H' 1 (,s 
SUBJECT: Joint Staff 

CM-402-02 
15 July~.2002 

• The following is provided in response to your request ('1.M) for a list of activities that 
report to my office. Under current procedures a CJCS-controlled activity must meet the 
following criteria: (a) is established by the Chairman and reports through a J-directorate, 
(b) charter approved by the Secretary of Defense/Deputy Secretary of Defense, (c) has a 
designated Executive Agent, ( d) is a multi-Setvice activity that performs a joint mission, 
(e) has an approved joint manpower document, and (f) contains approved joint duty 
positions. 

• Three activities report to the Chairman: 

National Defense University (NDU). NDU charter was approved by the Deputy 
Secretary of Defense in January 1976. The charter placed operations of NDU under 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Joint Theater Air and Missile Defense Organization (JTAMDO). JTAMDO charter 
was signed by the Deputy Secretary of Defense in March 1997. 

US Delegation, Inter-American Defense Board (IABD}. The US Delegation, IADB, 
was placed under the authority of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff in 
November 1990. 

• Five activities were transferred from the Chairman to USJFCOM in FY 1998/99 as a result 
of a Defense Refonn Initiative (DRI): 

Joint Wadighting Center. 

Joint Communications Support Element. 

Joint Wadare Analysis Center. 

Joint Command, Control, Communications, Computers, Intelligence, Survei11ance, 
and Reconnaissance (C41SR) Battle Center. 

Joint Command and Control Warfare Center. Subsequently transferred to US Space 
Command as a result of UCP 99. 

• Additionally, the Joint Spectrum Center was transferred from the Chainnan to Defense 
Information Systems Agency (DISA) in December 1998 as a result of DRI. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12540 



• 

• COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachment: 
As stated 

Prepared By: Brig Gen Maria Cribbs, USAF; Director, J-1~ 

11-L-055g;roso112541 



Snowflake 

May 17, 2002 7:35 AM 

TO: Honorable Cohn Powell 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'l 
SUBJECT: Syria 

Did we vote for Syria to go on the UN Security Council) or did we abstain? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051702-4 

Ul7237 02 
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. ~ 
May 10, 2002 9:08 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: Syria on UN Security Council 

Please find out if the U.S. voted against or abstained on Syria becoming a member 

of the Security Council. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051002-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by o S- ( 11 / Ot-

11-L-0559/0SD/12543 



• 
I • 

Syria and UN Security Council Seat 

How did US Vote? 

10May2002 
0945 

• Syria received 160 votes (of the 178 voting nations) of the United Nations 
CJeneral.A.ssernbly. 

• US did not publicly oppose Syrian ascention to the Security Council Seat. 

• General Assembly voting for Security Council (UNSC) seats is anonymous. 

• When asked how the US voted, State Department Spokesman Richard Boucher 
said "As is our longstanding practice and policy, we do not disclose how we 
voted in any of the elections." 

State Department Syria Desk Officer said that only USUN Negroponte] 
SECST A TE Powell and POTUS know how we voted. 

What Were the Circumstances? 

• Vote on Security Council 2-year membership occurred in October 2001, about 
a month after the start of the"A/ Aqsa Intifada." 

• To block Syria, US would have had to find another Asian/Arab state to contest 
the seat. (In the 1990s, UK opposed Libyan inclusion, instead supporting 
Egyptian position on the UNSC.) 

• Election took place two years after "election" of Bashar al Asad to power, 
when many were still optimistic about prospects for new kind of Syrian 
leadership. 

Prepared by: ISA/NESA 

11-L-0559/0SD/12544 
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May 17, 2002 7:33 AM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

CC: Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: JROC 

I would like a briefing sometime on what the JROC does, what it is supposed to do 

and what we might want to have it do. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051702-3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ O_h_{ ...... I ...... Y-+-/_o_i...-__ _ 

Ul7238 02 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 

CC: Powell Moore 

May 17, 2002 7:28 AM '\';' 
0 

,;tM: 
'"' ·' , '{.(:- , UBJECT: 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

Members of Congress 

if 

I 

I 

Please give me a list of all the Members of the House and the Senate. I want to 

think about who I want to have over for dinner. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
0.51702-2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_S~/_2-......... t ....... /_0_1..-__ _ 

Ul7239 02 
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Senators of the 107th Congress 

Akaka, Daniel (D - HI) 
Allard, Wayne (R- CO) 
Allen, George (R - VA) 
Baucus, Max (D - MT) 
Bayh, Evan (D- IN) 
Bennett, Robert (R - UT) 
Biden Jr, Joseph (D - DE) 
Bingaman, Jeff (D - NM) 
Bond, Christopher (R- MO) 
Boxer, Barbara (D - CA) 
Breaux, John (D - LA) 
Brownback, Sam (R - KS) 
Bunning, Jim (R - KY) 
Bums, Conrad (R - MT) 
Byrd, Robert (D - WV) 
Campbell, Ben Nighthorse (R - CO) 
Cantwell, Maria (D - WA) 
Carnahan, Jean (D - MO) 
Carper, Thomas (D - DE) 
Chafee, Lincoln (R - RI) 
Cleland, Max (D - GA) 
C1inton, Hillary (D - NY) 
Cochran, Thad (R - MS) 
Collins, Susan (R - ME) 
Conrad, Kent (D - ND) 
Corzine, Jon (D - NJ) 
Craig, Larry (R - ID) 
Crapo, Mike (R -ID) 
Daschle, Thomas (D - SD) 
Dayton, Mark (D - MN) 
DeWine, Mike (R- OH) 
Dodd, Christopher (D - CT) 
Domenici, Pete (R - NM) 
Dorgan, Byron (D - ND) 
Durbin, Richard (D - IL) 
Edwards, John (D - NC) 
Ensign, John (R - NV) 
Enzi, Mike (R - WY) 
Feingold, Russell (D - WI) 
Feinstein, Dianne (D - CA) 
Fitzgerald, Peter (R - IL) 
Frist, William (R - TN) 
Graham, Bob (D - FL) 
Gramm, Phil {R - TX) 
Grassley, Chuck (R - IA) 
Gregg, Judd (R - NH) 
Hagel, Charles (R - NE) 
Harkin, Tom (D • IA) 
Hatch, Omn (R - UT) 
Helms, Jesse (R- NC) 

Hollings, Ernest (D - SC) 
Hutchinson, Tim (R - AR) 
Hutchison, Kay Bailey (R - TX) 
lnhofe, James (R - OK) 
Inouye, Daniel (D - HI) 
Jeffords, James (I - VT) 
Johnson, Tim (D - SD) 
Kennedy, Edward (D - MA) 
Kerry, John (D- MA) 
Kohl, Herb (D - WI) 
Kyl, Jon (R- AZ) 
Landrieu, Mary (D • LA) 
Leahy, Patrick (D • VT) 
Levin, Carl (D - Ml) 
Lieberman, Joseph (D - CT) 
Lincoln, Blanche (D - AR) 
Lott, Trent (R - MS) 
Lugar, Richard (R • IN) 
McCain, John (R • AZ) 
McConnell, Mitch (R - KY) 
Mikulski, Barbara (D - MD) 
Miller, Zell (D - GA) 
Murkowski, Frank (R - AK) 
Murray, Patty (D - WA) 
Nelson, Bill (D - FL) 
Nelson, Ben (D - NE) 
Nickles, Don (R - OK) 
Reed, Jack (D - RI) 
Reid, Harry (D - NV) 
Roberts, Pat (R- KS) 
Rockefeller IV, John (D - WV) 
Santorum, Rick (R- PA) 
Sarbanes, Paul (D • MD) 
Schumer, Charles (D - NY) 
Sessions, Jeff (R-AL) 
Shelby, Richard (R • AL) 
Smith, Bob (R - NH) 
Smith, Gordon (R - OR) 
Snowe, Olympia (R - ME) 
Specter, Arlen (R • PA) 
Stabenow, Debbie (D - MI) 
Stevens, Ted (R -AK) 
Thomas, Craig (R - WY) 
Thompson, Fred (R - TN) 
Thurmond, Strom (R - SC) 
Torricelli, Robert (D - NJ) 
Voinovich, George (R- OH) 
Warner, John (R - VA) 
Wellstone, Paul (D - MN) 
Wyden, Ron (D - OR) 
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Representatives of the 107th 

Abercrombie,Neil (D-HI, 151) 

Acevedo-Vila.Anibal (D-PR) 
Ackennan,Gary L.( D-NY,5 1h) 
Aderholt,Robert B. (R-AL,41h) 
Akin,W. Todd (R-M0,2rd) 
Allen,Thomas H.( D-ME,l st) 
A.ndrews,Robert E. (R-NJ,1 51) 

Anney,Richard K. (R-TX,261h) 
Baca,Joe (D-CA,42rd) 
Bachus,Spencer (R-AL,61h) 
Baird,Brian (D-W A,3rd) 
Baker,Richard H. (R-LA,61h) 
Baldacci,John Elias (D-ME,2rd) 
Baldwin, Tammy (D-WI,2rd) 
Ballenger,Cass (NC, 101h) 
Barcia.James A. (D-Ml,51h) 
Barr.Bob (R-GA,th) 
Barrett,Thomas M. (D-W1,51h) 
Bartlett,Roscoe G. (R-MD,6th) 
Barton,Joe (R-TX,61h) 

Bass,Charles F. (R-NH,2rd) 
Becerra,Xavier (D-CA,301h) 
Bentsen,Ken (D-TX,251h) 
Bereuter,Doug (R-NE,1 ") 
Berkley,Shelley (D-NV, J 51) 

Berrnan,Howard L. (D-CA,261h) 
Berry,Marion (D-AR, 151) 

Biggert,Judy (R-IL,131h) 
Bilirakis,Michael (R-FL,91h) 
Bishop,Sanford D. Jr. {D-GA,2rd) 
Blagojevich,Rod R. (D-IL,5tli) 
Blumenauer,Earl (D-OR,3rd) 
Blunt,Roy (R-M0,7'h) 
Boehlert,Sherwood L. (R-NY,23rd) 
Boehner,John A. (R-OH,81h) 
Bonilla,Henry (R-TX,23rd) 
Bonior,David E. (D-MI,10tl1) 
Bono.Mary {R-CA,441h) 
Boozman,John (R-AR,3rd) 
Borski.Robert A. (D-PA,3rd) 
Boswell,Leonard L. (D-IA,3'd) 
Boucher ,Rick (D-V A,91h) 
Boyd,Allen (D-FL,2°d) 
Brady,Kevin (R-TX,81h) 
Brady,Robert A. (D-PA,1 51) 

Brown,Corrine (D-FL,3rd) 
Brown.Henry E. Jr. (R-SC,l5t) 

Brown.Sherrod (D-OH, 131h) 
Bryant.Ed (R-TN,7111 ) 

Burr.Richard (R-NC,5'h) 
Burton.Dan (R-IN,61h) 
Buyer.Steve (R-IN,51h) 
Callahan.Sonny (R-AL,ls1) 

Calvert.Ken (R-CA,43d) 
Camp,Dave (R-Ml,4th) 
Cannon,Chris (R-UT,3rd) 
Cantor,Eric (R-VA,ih) 
Capito,Shelley Moore (R-WV,2nd) 
Capps.Lois (D-CA,22nd) 
Capuano,Michael E. (D-MA,8th) 
Cardin.Benjamin L. (D-MD,3d) 
Carson,Brad (D-OK,2nd) 
Carson.Julia (D-IN, 10th) 
Castle.Michael N. (R-DE,At Large) 
Chabot,Steve (R·OH, 1st) 
Chambliss,Saxby (R-GA,81h) 
Christensen.Donna M. (D-VI,Delegate) 
Clay.Wm. Lacy (D-MO,l 51) 

Clayton,EvaM. (D-NC,1 51) 

Clement,Bob (D-TN,51h) 
Clyburn,James E. (D-SC,61h) 
Coble.Howard (R-NC,61h) 

Collins.Mac (R-GA,3rd} 
Combest,Larry (R-TX, 191h) 
Condit,Gary A. (D-CA, l 81h) 
Conyers,John Jr. (D-MI,141h) 
Cooksey,John (R-LA,51h) 

Costello.Jerry F. (D·IL,1 th) 
Cox.Christopher (R-CA,4ih) 
Coyne,William J. (D-PA,I4t11) 

Cramer,Robert E. (Bud) Jr. (D-AL,51h) 
Crane.Philip M. (R-IL,81h) 
Crenshaw ,Ander (R-FL,4 th) 

Crowley,Joseph (D-NY, 7th) 
Cubin,Barbara (R-WY,At Large) 
Culberson,John Abney (R-TX,?'h) 
Cummings,Elijah E. (D-MD, th) 
Cunningharn,Randy "Duke" (R-CA,51 51) 

Davis,Danny K. (D-IL,ih) 
Davis,Jim (D-FL, 11th) 
Davis,Jo Ann (R-VA,1 51) 

Davis.Susan A. (D-CA,49th) 
Davis,Tom (R-VA,l 11h) 
Deal,Nathan (R-GA,9th) 
DeFazio,Peter A. (D-OR,41h) 
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DeGette,Diana (D-CO, 151) 

Delahunt,William D. (D-MA,101h) 
DeLauro,Rosa L. (D-CT,3nd) 
DeLay,Tom (R-TX,22"d) 
DeMint,Jim (R-SC,41h) 
Deutsch,Peter (D-FL,2oth) 
Diaz-Balart,Lincoln (R-FL,21 st) 
Dicks,Norman D. (D-W A,61h) 
Dingell,John D. (R-MI, 161h) 
Doggett,Lloyd (D-TX, 101h) 
Dooley,Calvin M. (D-CA,201h) 
Doo1ittle,John T. (R-CA,41h) 
Doyle,Michael F. (D-PA,181h) 
Dreier.David (R-CA,281h) 
Duncan,John J. Jr. (R-TN,2nd) 
Dunn,Jennifer (R-WA,81h) 
Edwards,Chet (D-TX, 11th) 
Ehlers,Vemon J. (R-Ml,3nd) 
Ehrlich,Robert L. Jr. (R-MD,2nd) 
Emerson,Jo Ann (R-M0,81h) 
Engel,Eliot L. (D-NY,1 ih) 
English,Phil (R-P A,21 81) 

Eshoo,Anna G. (D-CA,14th) 
Etheridge,Bob (D-NC,2nd) 
Evans.Lane (D-IL, 1th) 
Everett,Terry (R-AL,2"d} 
Faleomavaega,Eni F. H. (D-AS,Delegate) 
Farr,Sam (D-CA, 1 ih) 
Fattah,Chaka (D-P A,2"d) 
Ferguson,Mike (R-NJ,7th 
Filner,Bob (D-CA,501h) 
Flake,Jeff (R-AZ, I st) 
Fletcher,Emie (R-KY,61h} 
Foley,Mark (R-FL,161h) 
Forbes,J. Randy ( R-VA,41h) 
Ford,Harold E. Jr. (D-TN,91h) 
Fossella,Vito (R-NY,131h) 
Frank,Bamey (D-MA,4th) 
Frelinghuysen,Rodney P. (R-NJ,l 11h) 
Frost,Martin (D-TX,241h) 
Gallegly,Elton (CA,23nd) 
Ganske.Greg (IA,41h) 
Gekas,George W. (PA,l 71h) 
Gephardt,Richard A. (D-M0,3nd) 
Gibbons.Jim (R-NV,2nd) 
Gilchrest,Wayne T. (R-MD,] 51) 

Gillmor,Paul E. (R-OH,51h) 
Gilman,Benjamin A. (R-NY.201h) 
Gonzalez.Charles A. (D-TX,201h) 
Goode.Virgil H. Jr. (I-VA,51h) 

Goodlatte,Bob (R-V A,61h) 
Gordon,Bart (D-TN ,61h) 
Goss,Porter J. (R-FL,141h) 
Graham,Lindsey 0. (R-SC,3rd) 
Granger.Kay (R-TX,12th) 
Graves,Sam (R-M0,61h) 
Green,Gene (D-TX,291h) 
Green.Mark (R-WI,81h) 

Greenwood,James C. (R-PA,81h} 
Grucci,Felix J. Jr. (R-NY,ls1) 

Gutierrez,Luis V. (D-IL,41h) 
Gutknecht,Gil (R-MN, 181) 

Hall,Ralph M. (D-TX,41h) 
Hall,TonyP. (D-OH,3rd) 
Hansen.James V. (R-UT,1 51) 

Harman,J ane (D-CA,36th) 
Hart,Melissa A. (R-PA,41h) 
Hastert,J. Dennis (R-IL,141h) 

Hastings,Alcee L. (D-FL,23nd) 
Hastings,Doc (R-W A,41h) 

Hayes.Robin (R-NC,81h) 
Hayworth,J.D. (R-AZ,6th) 
Hefley,Joel (R-C0,51h) 
Herger,Wally (R-CA,2nd) 
Hill,Baron P. (D-IN,91h) 
Hilleary,Van (R-TN,41h) 
Hilliard,Earl F. (D-AL,J1h) 
Hinchey,Maurice D. (D-NY ,261h) 
Hinojosa.Ruben (D-TX,15th) 
Hobson,David L. (R-OH,71h) 

Hoeffel,Joseph M. (D-PA,131h) 
Hoekstra,Peter (R-MI,2"d} 
Holden,Tim (D-PA,6th) 
Holt,Rush D. (D-NJ,121h) 
Honda.Michael M. (D-CA,151h} 
Hooley,Darlene (D-OR,s'h) 
Hom,Stephen (R-CA,381h) 
Hostettler,John N.( R-IN,81h) 
Houghton,Amo (R-NY,3 l 5t) 
Hoyer,Steny H. (D-MD,51h) 
Hulshof,Kenny C. (R-M0,9'h) 
Hunter.Duncan (R-CA,52nd) 
Hyde,Henry J. (R-IL,6th) 
Inslee, Jay (D-WA,151) 

Isakson, Johnny (R-GA,61h) 
Israel, Steve (D-NY, 2nd) 
Issa, Darrell E. (R-CA, 481h) 
Istook, Ernest J. Jr. (R-OK,51h) 
Jackson, Jesse L. Jr. (D-IL,2nd) 
Jackson-Lee,Sheila (D-TX, 181h) 
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• 
Jefferson,William J.( D-LA,2nd) 
Jenkins,Wilham L.( R-TN,1 51 ) 

John, Christoph er (D-LA, ih) 
Johnson,Eddie Bernice (D-TX,301h) 
Johnson,Nancy L. (R-CT,61h) 

Johnson,Sam (R-TX,3nd) 
Johnson,Timothy V. (R-IL, 151h) 
Jones.Stephanie Tubbs (R-OH, 11th) 
Jones.Walter B. (R-NC,Jnd) 
Kanjorski,Paul E. (R-D-PA, 11 'h) 
Kaptur,Marcy (R-D-OH,91h) 
Keller,Ric (R-FL,81h) 
Kelly,Sue W. (R-NY,191h) 

Kennedy,Mark R. (R-MN,2°d) 
Kennedy,Patrick J. (R-0-RI.1 sc) 
Kerns,Brian D. (R-lN, ih) 
Kildee,Dale E. (D-Ml,91h) 
Kilpatrick,Carolyn C. (O-Ml, l 51h) 

Kind,Ron (D-WI,3nd) 
King.Peter T. (R-NYJnd) 
Kingston,Jack (R-GA, t 51 ) 

Kirk.Mark Steven (R-{L, l01h) 

Kleczka,Gerald O_ (D-WJ,41h) 

Knol\enberg,Joe (R-MI, 11 1h) 

Kolbe,Jim (R-AZ,5 1h) 
Kucinich,Dennis J. (D-OH,101h) 

LaFalce,John J. (D-NY,291h) 
LaHood,Ray (R-IL, 181h) 

Lampson.Nick (D-TX,91h) 
Langevin,James R. (D-Rl,2nd) 
Lantos,Tom (D-CA, I ih) 
Larsen,Rick (D-WA,2nd) 
Larson,John B. (D-CT, I ~1) 

Latham,Tom (R-IA,51h) 
LaTourette,Steven C. (R-OH, 19th) 
Leach,James A. (R-IA, I st) 
Lee,Barbara (D-CA,91h) 

Levin,Sander M. (D-MI,l21h) 
Lewis,Jerry (R-CA,40111 ) 

Lewis,John (D-GA,5111) 

Lewis,Ron (R-KY,2nd) 
Linder,John (R-GA, 11th) 
Lipinski,William 0. (D-IL,3rd) 
LoBiondo,Frank A. (R-NJ,2nd) 
Lof gren,Zoe (D-CA, 161h) 
Lowey,Nita M. (D-NY,l81h) 
Lucas.Frank D. (R-OK,61h) 
Lucas,Ken (D-KY,41h) 

Luther,Bill (D-MN,61h) 

Lynch,Stephen F. (R-MA,91h) 

McCarthy.Carolyn (D-NY ,41h) 
McCarthy.Karen (D-M0,51h) 

. lh 
McCollum,Betty (D-MN,4 ) 
McCrery,Jim (R-LA,41h) 
McDennott,Jim (R-WA,7'h) 
McGovem,James P.( D-MA,3nd) 
McHugh,John M. (R-NY,241h) 
Mclnrns,Scott (R-C0,3nd) 
Mclntyre,Mike (D-NC,?'h) 
McKeon,Howard P. "Buck" (R-CA,25 1h) 
McKinney.Cynthia A. (D-GA.41h) 

McNulty,Michael R. (D-NY,21 51 ) 

Maloney,Carolyn B.( R-NY,l41h) 
Maloney,James H.( R-CT,S 1h) 
Manzullo,Donald A.( R-IL,16!11) 

Markey,Edward J.( D-MA,ih) 
Mascara,Frank (R-P A,201h) 
Matheson.Jim (D-UT,2nd) 
Matsui,Robert T_ (D-CA,51h) 
Meehan,Martin T. (D-MA,S1h) 

Meek.Carrie P. (D-FL, 17'h) 
Meeks.Gregory W. (D-NY,6111 ) 

Menendez,Roben (R-NJ, 131h) 
Mica.John L (R-FL,71h) 
M illender-McDonald,Juanita (D-CA,371h) 
Miller ,Dan (R-FL, 131h) 
Miller,Gary G. (R-CA.4f1) 

Miller.George (D-CA.ih) 
Miller,Jeff (R-FL, Is,) 
Mmk,Patsy T. (D-Hl,2nd) 
Mollohan,Alan B. (D-WV, 1 ' 1) 

Moore.Dennis (D-KS.3nd) 
Moran.James P. (D-Y A_81h) 
Moran.Jerry (R-KS,1 51 ) 

Morella.Constance A (R-MD,s1h) 
Murtha,John P. (D-PA, l lh) 
MyTick,Sue Wilkins (R-NC,91h) 
Nadler.Jerrold (D-NY,8'h) 
Napolitano.Grace F. (D-CA,341h) 
Neal.Richard E. (D-MA,2nd) 
Nethercutt.George R- Jr. (R-WA,5 1h) 
Ney.Robert W. (R-OH, 181h) 
Northup,Anne M.( R-KY,3nd) 
Norton.Eleanor Holmes (D-DC Delegate) 
Norwood,Charlie (R-GA, t oth) 
Nussle,Jim (R-IA,2nd) 
Oberstar,James L. (D-MN,s1h) 
Obey,David R. (D-WI, 7'h) 
Olver,John W. (D-MA,1s1) 

Ortiz,Solomon P. (D-TX,271h) 
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• 
Osbome,Tom (NE,3nd) 
Ose,Doug (CA,3nd) 
Otter,C. L. "Butch" (ID,ls1) 

Owens,Major R. (D-NY,11 th) 
Oxley,Michael G. (OH,41h) 
Pallone,Frank Jr. (D-NJ,61h) 
Pascrell,Bill Jr. (D-NJ,81h) 
Pastor.Ed (D-AZ,2nd) 
Paul,Ron (R-TX, 141h) 
Payne.Donald M. (D-NJ,101h) 
Pelosi,Nancy (D-CA,81h) 
Pence,Mike (R-IN,2nd) 
Peterson.Collin C. (D-MN,?1h) 
Peterson,John E (R-PA,Sth) 
Petri,Thomas E. (R-WI,61h) 
Phelps,David D. (D-IL,l9 1h) 
Pickering,Charles W. "Chip" (R-MS,3'd) 
Pitts,Joseph R. (R-PA, I 61h) 
Platts, Todd Russell (R-P A, l 91") 

Pombo.Richard W. (R-CA, 11th) 
Pomeroy,Earl (D-ND,At Large) 
Portman.Rob (OH,2dn) 
Pnce,David E. (D-NC,41h) 
Pryce,Deborah (R-OH, 151h) 

Putnam,Adam H. (R-FL, I th) 
Quinn.Jack (R-NY,301h) 
Radanovich,George (CA,\ 91h) 
Rahall,Nick J. II (D-WV,3rd) 
Ramstad,Jim (MN,Jrd) 
Rangel,Charles B. (D-NY,15°') 
Regula,Ralph (R-OH, l6'h) 
Rehberg,Dennis R. (R-MT,At Large) 
Reyes,Silvestre (D-TX, I 61hJ 
Reynolds,Thomas M. (R-NY,2ih) 
Riley,Bob (R-AL,Jrd) 
Rivers,Lynn N. (D-MI, 131h) 
Rodriguez,Ciro D. (D-TX,281h) 
Roemer,Tim (D-lN,3rd) 
Rogers.Harold (R-KY ,51h) 
Rogers,Mike (R-MI,81h) 
Rohrabacher ,Dana (R-CA,451h) 
Ros-Lehtinen.Ileana (R-FL, 18111) 

Ross,Mike (D-AR,41h) 
Rothman.Steven R. (D-NJ,91h) 
Roukema,Marge (R-NJ,51h) 
Roybal-Allard,Lucille (D-CA,33nd) 
Royce,Edward R. (R-CA,391h) 
Rush.Bobby L. (D-IL, 151 ) 

Ryan,Paul (R-WI, l 51) 

Ryun.Jim (R-KS,2nd) 

Sabo,Martin Olav (D-MN,5th) 
Sanchez,Loretta (D-,CA461h) 
Sanders,Bernard (1-,VT,At Large) 
Sandlin,Max (D-TX, 1 si) 
Sawyer,Tom (D-OH,141h) 
Saxton.Jim (R-NJ,3nd) 
Schaffer.Bob (R-C0,41h) 
Schakowsky,Janice D. {D-IL,91h) 
Schiff.Adam B. (D-CA,2ih) 
Schrock.Edward L. (R-VA,2nd) 
Scott,Robert C. (D-V A,3nd) 
Sensenbrenner,F. James Jr. (R-WI,91h) 
Serrano.Jose E. (D-NY,161h) 
Sessions.Pete (R-TX,sth) 
Shadegg,John B. (R-AZ,41h) 
Shaw,E. Clay Jr. (R-FL,22nd) 
Shays.Christopher (R -CT ,41h) 
Shennan,Brad (D-CA,241h) 
Sherwood,Don (R-PA,101h) 

Shimkus.John (R-IL,201h) 

Shows,Ronnie (D-MS,41h) 
Shuster.Bill (R-PA,91h) 
Simmons.Rob (R-CT,2nd) 
Simpson,Michael K. (R-ID,2d) 
Skeen,Joe (R-NM,2d) 
Skelton,Ike (D-M0.41h) 
Slaughter,Louise McIntosh (D-NY ,281h) 
Smith,Adam (D-W A.9111) 

Smith.Christopher H.(R-NJ,41h) 

Smith.Lamar S. (R-TX.21 51 ) 

Smith.Nick (R-MI, 71h) 
Snyder,Vic (D-AR.z"d) 
Solis,Hilda L. (D-CA,31 51 ) 

Souder.Mark E. (R-JN,411,) 
Spratt,John M. Jr. (D-SC,51h) 
Stark.Fortney Pete (D-CA,l31h) 
Steams.Cliff (R-FL.61") 

Stenholm,Charles W. (D-TX, 1 ih) 
Strickland.Ted (D-OH,61h) 
Stump,Bob (R-AZ,3nd) 
Stupak,Bar1(D-MI,1 51) 

Sullivan,Jolm (R-OK, 151) 

Sununu,John E. (R-NH,1 51) 

Sweeney,John E. (R-NY,22"d) 
Tancredo,Thomas G. (R-C0,6th 
Tanner,John S. (D-TN,81h) 
Tauscher,Ellen O. {D-CA, 101h) 
Tauzin,W. J. (Billy) (R-LA,3nd) 
Taylor,Charles H. (R-NC,11 th) 
Taylor,Gene (R-MS,511,) 
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Terry,Lee (R-NE,2d) 
Thomas, William M. (R-CA,21 st) 
Thompson,Bennie G.(D-MS,2nd) 
Thompson,M ike(D-CA, J 51) 

Thornberry.Mac (D-TX, 131h) 
Thune,John R.,SD (R-At Large) 
Thunnan,Karen L. (D-FL,51h) 
Tiahrt,Todd (R-KS,41h) 
Tiberi,Pi3trick J. (D-OH, 12'h) 
Tierney,John F. (D-MA,61h) 

Toomey.Patrick J. (R-PA, 15th) 
Towns,Edolphus (D-NY, 1 oth) 
Traficant,J ames A. Jr. (D-OH, I ?1h) 
Tumer,Jim (D-TX,2nd) 
Udall,Mark (D-C0,2nd) 
Udall,Tom (D-NM,3nd) 
Underwood,Robert A. (D-GU,Delegate) 
Upton.Fred (R-Ml,61h) 
Velazquez,Nydia M. (D-NY, 121h) 
Visclosky,Peter J. (D-IN, I st) 
Vitter,David,LA, 1st) 
Walden,Greg (R-OR,2nd) 
Walsh,James T. (R-NY,251h) 

Wamp,Zach (R-TN,3nd) 
Waters.Maxine (D-CA,351h) 

Watkins,Wes (R-OK,3nd) 
Watson,Diane E. (D-CA,32nd) 
Watt.Melvin L. (D-NC, t 2'h) 
Watts,J. C. Jr. (R-OK,41h) 
Waxman.Henry A. (D-CA,291h) 
Weiner.Anthony D. (D-NY,91h) 
Weldon,Curt (R-PA,71h) 
Weldon,Dave (R-FL, 151h) 

Well er ,Jerry ,IL (R-1 l 1h) 

Wexler,Robert (D-FL, 191h) 
Whitfield.Ed (R-KY, I st) 
Wicker.Roger F. (R-MS,1 51 ) 

Wilson.Heather (R-NM, 1st) 
Wilson,Joe (R-SC,2nd) 
Wolf.Frank R. (R-VA,101h) 

Woolsey.Lynn C. (D-CA,61h) 
Wu,David (D-OR,1 51 ) 

Wynn,Albert Russell (D-MD,4th) 
Young,C. W. Bill (R-FL,101h) 
Young,Don (R-AK,At Large) 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
ICC 

May 16, 2002 2:52 PM 
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Please get me a list of all the countries that signed ICC and those that did not. 

Thanks. 
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Rome Statute Signature and Ratification 

Chart 

Rome Statute Signatories (139) 

in alphabetical order 

'Albinia ___________ .. ____ ---·"i·s July--I-998 _____________ ... _________________ -·-··1 

~~};;. ·· if! ~t°~~f~o~o=-~ -_ ··· -- :=== : =~=:. :==~=-=· 
[Angola ,7 October -1998 -·· ---- ---.. ~~~:j' 
\Antigua and Barbuda · · - ·--~3 O~tober-i998 ··· ---·-··-... 

- ----- ·---- --~--~-~~: ---:~--- . -- ---- .. 1 /Argeni.1na 
~-~;nia 
iAustrilia 
fA ~~-tr·i·~ . 

!Bahamas 
r·· - --
;Bahrain 
r· ·····-··· , , ............. .. 

!Bangladesh 

[B~rba<l~~ 

1Belgium r·-·--·- .,,- ........ __ - . 
iBelize 
;Benin 
la~1;~Ia ___ _ 

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

:Bosnia and Herzegovina 
liiois;~na . -·· 
,Brazil 

:8 January 1999 
· i 1· October i 999 · · ·· · i 

. ··- ............ ·- ··-· ... ------1 
----- ------- --~I 

I 

:9 December 1998 
· 'j7 Oct~be~ 1998 · · · 

- ----· 

_29 December 2000 

i 11 December 2000 
---···. T" ·-··· ·--· -· ---·-

J6 September 1999 
i8 September 2000 

.. r-· -·-·· ··---·-·- ... --... --
•IO September 1998 

1s Ap~il 2ocio . 

. .,,_., ...... ,.______ .... --·--·-- .. __ .... ,.. . - ---- ---· ---· --- ···--- . --- -·. -·--·- ·--·-·---· ......... ,., _____ --- ---··-.. 

!Bulgaria : 11 February 1999 

;Burkina Faso 30 November 1998 
!1iuru~di. --- . -- . :13 January1999 __ _ 
....... ____ ........... ______ ··-·-··- ... ;..... __ .... ., ·-· ..... -···· - ............ ---- ................ - ...... -.... ----........... .,. ·-···'"·"·"···---···-1 

!~-~~?~~ia_ e~o~t-~?~r ?~E_? ___ _ _ __ _ _ _ __ _ _ ________ ______ _______ _ ---1 
·;Cameroon ,17 July 1998 I 
:Canada - 1is December i9"cis -- ------ ----·----................ _ - ----- -------- ----1 
i-;;:;--·-· ..... ------ ................... ----........... ---·- ...... ·---·-··---~ ··--· -----------. ·----·---·-·- --· ·------ _______ , ... -1 

,Caoe Verde Q.8 December 2000 1 

--------·--·-··---·-- ··-------· 
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1central African Republic '7 December 1999 
!Chad ,;zo October 1999 
l~C-h1-·1e ____ -----ill September 1998 

iColomhla-- 10 December 1998 

iComoros )2.2 September 2000 
~IC-on_g_o_(_B_raz--za-v-il-le_) ______ (u July 1998------------------

jCosta Rica ;7 October 1998 
------------·-T-----------------------
;Cote d'Ivoire 130 November 1998 
;Croatia it 2 October 1998 
iCyprus II 5 October 1998 
Czech Republic ;-13-A-pn-.l-1_9_9_9 _______________ _ 

!Democratic Republic of the Congo ·[8 September 2000 
----.--. -~------.h ... 
!Denmark 125 September 1998 

c-------------------------
:Djibouti :1 October 1998 

:Oominican Republic ,8 September 2000 
,---
!Ecuador 17 October 1998 

.-------------------
!Egypt )26 December 2000 
!Eritrea -----17 October 1998 
--------- ---- ·--·--·-------- ----
!Estonia 127 December 1999 
]Fiji -------- ~9-N-o-vember 1999 

!Finland !7 October 1998 --------------------------------
iFrance il8 July 1998 
r:-
pabon r22 December 1998 

,------------------------
IGambia 17 December 1998 
,----- -------r--=--
IGennany !IO December 1998 

!Georgia 118 July 1998 
.-----------------------

!Ghana jl8 July 1998 
18July 1998 

---· --h·-····-----· 

;Greece 
IG{;fnea ---·----------18 September 2000 

r:----·-----~-~ 
:Guinea-Bissau !12 September 2000 
iGuyana ~8 December 2000 ----1 

! 
... --· 

iHaiti 126 February 1999 
------· ---T·-.--
iHonduras 17 October 1998 --1 
!Hungary !15 December 1998 

-- ·· '.26 August 1998 

:31 December 2000 
/Iceland 
jlran 

µreland 
17 October 199_8 _______________ _ 

Jsrael :31 December 2000 ----T·~-----·- __J 

11-L-0559/0SD/12555 



ifr;fy-· ---- --------------Ti8 July 1998 -I 

r:r·;·;~;------- ---·- is·s~pte~ber 2000 - -------·-·-·-_ 

~=~------------ ---- ~~~;:::!!!:---=--=---==---_- -=--=------=-=-----i 
,~·---••- •---•-••--- •• -••••••--• ••-~•,. .---·---~-.·~-~--•••-••~--- ~ ~-- •·-~--.••• ~···----~··~---~ o•-T i 

jKyrgyzstan 8 December 1998 [ 

!Latvia !22 April 1999 i 
•.. ----------------------------- -------------------··--·------· --- -·-------------··---··· . -I 

i~::;to-··--·-·-·--·-·-·-··--·-··------- [~~ :~tl~:;r 1998 ··-------------·-- -·----! 
i~:~:~:~~:ein ~ ~~~e~::r 1998 I 

1Lu;-embourg·-·· D October 1998 
rMac~doniaJi~nne~ v~i~si~v R;p·.-·)7 October-1998. --------. -··----------· ---- --"------------------------· 
,.--- ------- - . --- ------·-----------------·-r, -- . - ---- ""' ------·-----·---------·-· -
1Madagascar !18 July 1998 livrai~;T·----·- ---· '3 March 1999 __________ -----·-----------------··---------

!M;u- ------- ----- ---------· -- ------- . ·-ff j~iy 1998------------ -- -- --- ------------··---··-·------------ - -- ---- -
. - ·-·~ --- ~--~ - ••• ----• •w····-- --·~•-=· ···v-~==,w·~·---Y. ---~----

!Malta ' l7 July 1998 
r--------------· ·--
Marshall Islands ;6 September 2000 
:Mau-r-iti-us- ----- ------------· -·-·11N~v~~i:i~r 1998 .. - -------· 
---·~••••-- ....... _, __ II •--••1, --·-----·--·---- ·-
iMexico ) September 2000 
!Monaco ______ - ----- ---------· ·118 iuly-199{. -- ... -- ---- ---
:Mongo"ii"a ---- ---- --- --29°iJecembe-r ·2000 .. ·-···· ----- ---------·· ····· -- --------- ·------·--·-

::::::iqu;-----· --- · · ·- · --~8s~:::;r2~iio··------ ---···-----·----· .. ·-- ---1 
I"'" ......... '··---·" ............ _____ ........... -·-·---···· .. ·---.. -r----··-------.... ---··----·-·--.. -~ .. ---------------···--
\Namibia ,27 October 1998 
t ............. .,.._._.,_ ............. ___ ••·••·• --·· .. ·---····-----.. -·-·· ---.. -·--~"' ....... ----·· .. 

;Nauru ;13 December 2000 
.---------·------------···-------- . ---------·- -r.· ---··------ ··- ···-----·----------·-··---------- ---· ------------·······-···--- .. ···- -------------·----·--
rN etherlands ii 8 July 1998 1 

JNe'w ie"ai~nd ·-- . ·------------------·----- ---·-------- ---/October 1998 ---- -----------·-------·- -------------1 
----------·---· ------------·--· ---·-·---- ---- ------ ·----------r-··--- -- -- --------------------------·---- -- -------1 

~i~:~a------·--------------·---------------------------- ---- ---:~;~~~\:~3------ ---------------- I 
r•w==,h .. ~ .. ~H.,J-Sh=h,,,,,,,,,,,,,.,,,, •• • -h-J,. -- • --~·•• ~----~~-. -• ••-•••••--• •• •----··----••••••-• •••-••--•••• -~! 

Norway ,2g August 1998 
,--~~-·--·--•-••,=•=,h,O, •. ,.~~=h,0,.--••'"'''"Y''S,.-,-• • ,, , •• ------- ---- ••------------~--···---

;oman :.20 December 2000 
•v~,----

!Panam~-----------·---':!_8 July 1998 _______________ ------·-··----·-·-1 
!Paraguay 17 October 1998 i ,------------------·"'---·-·---------- ---------------, . ------ -----------·------ ---------1 
!Peru !7 December 2000 
:Philippines -- :28 December 2000 I 

~o!:!ugal _________ _______ -------? _ _9ctober 1998 _____ ~=-=~ _ ---1 
iPoland \9 Aoril 1999 1 
------- . -------- ------------------ ---------------·- --- -·-·---------·------------------- -- ----·------- ________________________ ___) 
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[Republic of Korea · 8 March 2000 
r-----------··------------·-···-····-

IRepublic of Moldova 
··---------

8 September 2000 I' 

- ·······-·----
!R.o~~nia 1 July 1999 I 
!Russian Federation ______ l 13 September 2000 -----· -·--------·----i 

------ ------- ,.--- - --~--~--------~··· . -- . ' i 

!Samoa -----~-- .... -····--- ____ )7 July 1998 ___ _ ______ _ _________ ··············-----~--! 
San Marino · 18 July 1998 

- -- --.,- .,,_. __ -· -···- ·-u, .. , •. ,,,,,,,_, _______ ......••.... ---·------· .. ---··----·-··--

;Sao Tome and Principe :28 December 2000 
;;:;----··---· ·--

;Senegal 
·-- ----· '.._. ------- - --·-·-·····-·······~----~---· 

·18 July 1998 
----~====••-······--· --- - •• • -·--·-···-----~~- ·--~··=·····--w==------- --h~ ... ~-.,,.,,. --···"-----· 
[Seychelles :28 December 2000 --.. ·-·-·-·--- -~--- -~-- ---·--·--·-~---

!Sierra Leone 117 October 1998 
1Slovakia · ·· ~3 Decemb-~;:-j"99g--··- · ._ .. ____ _ 

:Slove-;,fa··- ·----··········-··--·-------ff O~tober i998 _ .. _____ .. 
------! 

----! 
:solomcm. Islands. . (3 Decemb~r 1998. .. ----------.. ----------

------ --·---- ••• ...... u-·~-·--•~-•••• 

1SouthAfrica ;17 July 1998 :si;ai~ - .... -·· - · .... ,. ______ ----------181u1y 199s· 

1St. Lucia ·---..... - -------- --.27 Au-g~-;1··1·999 ... --.. -· --~--------·------, 

!Sudan ··· · · 'g September 2000 
!Sweden · ·· · 17 October 1998 - · · ·· · · ·· ·· 
~ritzcrland______ ----- --- - " ,18 July 1998 ____ -·--·------··· .. ------------
! '"' --.. ----·----.. ----- ····--.. ---·-----·--...... .. .... -----------·-
!Syria 1 29 November 2000 

·- --·-- - ·------ ·---- --- ,-- ... .. - - ... - .. , ... ~--- .. h,h'••~--~···. - ---·---

:Tajikistan ·30 November 1998 
'" ·····---····--·········-·· ··•·· •r•--•·• • -··--·~-----····-~----

Tanzania 29 December 2000 
1·-·"'··- - -----·---·-----·· ·-···---- -- . w-- - --· --- . ----------------·----------
Thailand 2 October 2000 

·----1 
I 

~------ • - ~ ,, "'"- •.... --········-·········--------~---- - --·~·--•-=··'·h .. a,•, .. , .. a-·---""'" ....... ~.-

]Trinidad and Tobago ;23 March 1999 
(ligand a ·· · · ---·- ------ii? ~1~-;:-~h \99-9 ···- -- -- ·· · ·----- ---·-· · · · --·-·-····-··-· 
-----------· .. ·--·----... ,.--· ....... -------·---------·-·· 

1Ukraine i20 January 2000 

!UnitedArab Emirates ~7 November 2000 
--- . ____ ........... __ .. _. ---~-------= 

r-· ........... ,--····- ·--------r-· · ------- -------· 
1United Kingdom :30 November 1998 
. - _,.,m ,, ··~ •y·.·· .··.m·••- - ~ ~---·-·--· -·-··--· ---------------~•····------- ----=~h••••••••••·---

ILJnited States of America '31 December 2000 
iUruguay · · · · ·· · ··· ----·i9December 2000 --............ -----
...... -~-··- ·~·-. , ....•.. ~---~·-··· ·--·-··· - - -- ---.1 .• - --·······-

jVenezue la '.14 October 1998 rv ernen .. -- .. --------------·Jg De~cmber 20~-·-------·----
IYugoslavia ·-- · · '.19 December 2000 
~ambia ····--··------117 July 1998 ----

---~r-~·-··" ---
Zimbabwe '17 July 1998 

------------------.··-··------~----···-·---·-·--------
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State Parties to the Rome Statute (67) 

·------------ ------

]senegal :2 February 1999 
~---···------~~----··--- ------·-. 
ffrinidad and Tobago 16 April 1999 

·······-------- . ---- -- -·----,:----:--:·--··----

:san Marino :13 May 1999 
-----------

••••••••••••••••••••,••rn•v=,~N==·-···----- • -··- •• ·----•·-- --- --,--··· 

Italy 26 July I 999 f iji·----··--·---- --------- ------ j29 N~~•emb~~l9~ . 

I ..........•. ·- -----------· --- -·-·c-·----------
1Ghana 120 December 1999 

,-~-· -----------------
Nonvay 

fBeliz·;- -

iTajikistan 
r,:-- . 
ikeland 
[v e;1ezuela 
!France···· 

IBelgium 
I··----- --

jCanada 
[MaTC- -
,Lesotho 

~ ew Ze-;iand -

rs~t;~:~~~-

, 16 February 2000 

15 April 2000 
--- sM;y-2000 

··----- ----·· -··· 

J:5 May 2000 

i7 June 2000 

19 June iooo 
r.:· . --------
:28 June 2000 

------·--·· - -- . 
7 July 2000 

116 August 2000 

6 September 2000 
-1 

i7 September 2000 

-i~ S~p1;~1ber 2000 
! 

8 September 2000 

_J 

--1 
____ I 

I -------1 

I 
· I 
: ~uxembourg 

I 

:sierra Leone 
,--- .. ··-··· --- --

:Gabon 
' 

! 15 September 2000 
I------
[20 September 2000 

rs·~;i~·······-····· -----·-·------·-·--

-
'south Africa 
I 

!Marshall Islands 

~4 October 2000 

27 November 2000 

!7 December 2000 --·················-~-~, ---·····--··--·---1 
\Gennany j1 I December 2000 

~~;;ria • __ --~~~:----~------- -----=------ ~E-s ?::embe~~ooo -·-···---~----------~1 
jFinland ;29 December 2000 
r--·---········------· -- -----·······-·-···--------·--- --i:-- -----····--
[Argentina 18 February 200 I 

-·------- -- -····------1 
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po~inica- ·- --------------... -- -·-- ----112-F;b~~; 2001 ; 
l,.\ncto~i ----~-- --------- -- ----130Apri12001 

!Paraguay___ ----µ-4 Ni-;.iiool 
fcroatia - -- --·121 May-iocff 
r············ .... ... - I .................................... , .. _ 

!Costa Rica 17 June 2001 
~ntigua & Barbuda -- ·118 June-i(foi -- ...... 
lo;nmark- -- -- - - - j2 i ·1 ~ne 200 l 

[Sweden 
!Netherlands 

fr u;;;lavia 

- u ~ --- --- ---~ 

128 June 2001 
. [17 j1_1ly 2001 

. -- -. ~ September 200 I 

~igeria 

1iXechtenstein 

-p1 ·Septe~ber 2001 · · -------- - --· · -··i 

-~ October.200i ·-- - ·- ... .. .. ·-j 

[c~ntra] Afri~~~Repub]ic

[united Kingdom 
~;itzerland -- -- .. . . . .. . -

-~ ~~!:~:~-~~~~--~--- . _:_- -=~~-1 
·112-0ctob~~ 2oo"i ,,_ ------

~-- -- ---- -- - --- !io N;v~~be~ 2oo'i. ------ -·- --- . -·----
1 

Nauru 
-[i-2 N~~;~b;·; 2001 ··. --- -- ----------- -

[12No;~mb;;·2001 ___ ------··----- -----' 
iPoland 
I 

!Hungary 
~() No~;mb~r-20-01-- ----- --- -----··· 

fs1o;~;i~ -
!ii;~i~ --
1 • 
1Estoma 

,p~~~~i 

---fioe~e~1ber 2001 - .. ---- ..... 

·r- ------- ------- _,, __ ---- -- --~ - -
122 January 2002 

f 30- j~n~ary 2002 
-- -- [s Februar; 2002 . 

' 
~~~ador.. [s February 2002--
!Mauritius ·---- - [s March 200i-- ---
~ac.edonia: FYR . -- -- --- - --·--16°March 2002 --

[Cyprus ~ March 2oof -... -
[Panama 121 March 2002 - · -

~!;~!:::::t:~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~:i:d .. --- . -
11Jordan, Mongolia, Niger, Romania and 11 April 2002 
Slovakia 

I Greece - 115 May 2002 
··-·-···------------··------·.·.·.·.· .. ·.·.·.·•· ·····-··· ------· 
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May 16, 2002 2:40 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "" 

SUBJECT: Security Clearances 

What is the status of the backlog on security clearances in the Department of 

Defense? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051602-14 

••••••.......................••...................••••.••••••........... , 
Please respond by __ O_S_ ........... /_3_,_!_,_/_u_L---_· __ 

Ul7241 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12560 
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.... .-

TO: Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld -~ 

SUBJECT: Cartoons 

Please see if you can get these two cartoons for me. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Cartoons 

DHR:dh 
051602-12 

May 16, 2002 10:13 AM 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_&-+-f-~_e,'"""/_o_'2.,.. __ _ 

Ul7242 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12561 
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.. 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Steve Cambone 

Donald Rurnsfeitl1\. 

Missile Defense 

May 16, 2002 8:16 AM 

Here is a copy of this Missile Defense Program paper. You might want to use 

some of it as you prepare the short memo for the President. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Undated Talking Paper on Missile Defense Program 

DHR:dh 
051602-10 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_. s---+f-~_--'-1 ..... /""""a_·t--___ _ 

U 172 44 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12564 



1 TALKING PAPER 

ON 

MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAM 

MAY 1 6 2002 

Major Changes in the Missile Defense Program have occurred since January 2001: 

• New direction for an aggressive Research, Development, Test & 

Engineering program to develop a multi-layered evolutionary defense 

against all ranges of Ballistic Missiles to protect the United States, our 

a11ies, deployed forces and friends 

• Expanded authorities of the Missile Defense Agency (MDA) with Senior 

Executive Council (SEC) oversight 

• Withdrawal from the ABM Treaty that takes effect 14 June 2002 

Congressional criticism of the program comes with two fundamental arguments: 

• That the real threat is terrorism and therefore the threat does not justify 

spending almost $88 in FY 2003 on Missile Defense 

• That MDA has been given too much authority and autonomy that leads to 

little or no oversight by Department of Defense (DoD) or the Congress 

The support for the program comes from baHistic missile threat and the technical 

progress we have made to date, especially in the last 18 months: 

• Ground based - 3 successful tests in a row against long range Ballistic 

Missile ( 4 out of 6 so far in total) 

• First successful baI1istic missile intercept in space from sea-based Aegis 

program in January 2002 

• We have also had failures: 

- Booster for_ ground based 

- Patriot Advanced Capabilities (P AC)-3 in more aggressive operational 

tests 

11-L-0559/0SD/12565 



As a part of our plan for more realistic, robust testing, building the test bed in the 

Pacific region, with five interceptors, is progressing rapidly. Our target for test 

bed activation is September 2004: 

• Contracts were let last year for site prep at Ft. Greely, Alaska, and have 

been completed 

• The next major event is ground breaking for silo construction scheduled for 

14 June 2002, the day after ABM Treaty withdrawal takes place 

1 You may recall during site prep an unknown chemical substance was found 

near the construction site. The chemicals turned out to be benign, and we 

executed remediation without incident and without negative public reaction 

More testing will occur this summer: 

• Next PAC-3 operational test is scheduled for 28 May 2002 

• Our second sea-based Aegis intercept test is scheduled for 13 June 2002 

• Next ground based test cheduled for late July 2002 and will include Aegis 

radar system tests that were previously denied under the ABM Treaty 

Programs have been restructured or terminated as a result of more oversight by the 

department- not less: 

• Terminated Navy Area Defense for poor perfonnance, looking at 

alternatives 

• Restructured Space Based Infrared System - Low (SBIRS-L) to reflect 

more evolutionary approach 

Major changes in Missile Defense since January 2001 have not been fully 

accepted by the Senate Anned Services Committee (SASC), but have been well 

supported by Senate & House appropriators and the House Armed Services 

11-L-0559/0SD/12566 



Committee (HASC). The Missile Defense FY 2003 budget proposal is under 

attack in the SASC mark: 

• These marks cut $1.1 B of requested items and add $300M for non

requested activities (net $814M cut). The cut appears to be used for 

shipbuilding . Furthermore, oversight requirements frustrate streamlining 

initiatives 

• These reductions significantly delay sea-based long and intennediate range 

defenses, and specifically target key parts of the program: 

- Reduces $294M or 29% to System Engineering and Battle Management 

targeting the National Team strategy for the integrated Ballistic Missile 

Defense Program 

- Reduces $146M or 79% to Program Operations that would result in 

termination of about 340 government and 560 support contractors 

nationwide (approximately 84% of the 1070 program support personnel) 

- Reduces $250M or 31 % for Boost Phase development, delaying 

Airborne Laser, killing Space Based Laser, and possibly eliminating 

kinetic boost phase alternatives 

- Eliminates Theater High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) test missiles 

that could have provided an emergency capability 

BOTTOM LINE: We have had major test successes and, despite some 

developmental test failures that are to be expected, we are confident that we are on 

the right track with our Missile Defense Program: 

• The threat is real, it is undeniable and it is growing 

• The proposed SASC language and marks would seriously undennine this 

program by not funding missile defense system engineering and integration, 

crippling our new boost development, eliminating contingency capability, 

cutting 84% of the Government and support personnel, and by stifling our 

efforts to streamline management. 
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May 16, 2002 8:13 AM 

TO: Pete Aldridge 
Michael Wynne 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Crusader 

Attached is a paper I got from Bill Graham on leveraging the Crusader technology. 

It sounds like a good idea to me-why don't you take a good look at it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/15/02 Graham ltr to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
051602-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by O "'/II{/ o,._ 

Ul7245 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12568 
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FAX 
r:---to-~tt,.. tF HAt°' s;:· " _ .. _ 

M.AY l 6 200? 

TO: THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

l(b)(6) I fW/ /I 
FROM: BILL GRAHAM / c}-; / ,_____ _ ____, S; 15 
DATE: 5/15/02 Ttrf ~lt 

SUBJECT: LEVERAGING CRUSADER TECHNOLOGY 

MESSAGE: 

Mr. Secretary: 

The Army is facing difficult challenges in developing the Future 
Combat System (FCS) in a rapid and efficient manner. I have 
been working with the Crusader design team for the last year, 
and have come to the conclusion that much of the technology 

~hat team has develo12ed could be used to accelerate 
development of the FCS. I'm sending you the following pages 
to help by providing information from the perspective of a 
techno I ogist. 
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MEMORANDUM 

LEVERAGING THE NATION'S INVESTMENT 
IN CRUSADER'S TECHNOLOGY 

With the DOD decision to cancel Crusader, the question now is how to leverage 
the funds already invested in Crusader technologies to accelerate the process of 
Army transformation. Whatever the problems of Crusader in terms of size, weight 
and misalignment with Anny objective force goals, much of the technology being 
developed and demonstrated within the program could be useful in achieving early 
capability and reducing technical risk for a range of Anny objective force systems, 
including the Future Combat System (FCS). 

The Crusader technology base, which collectively had achieved Technology 
Readiness Levels of 6 to 7 in preparation for the April 2003 SD&D decision, 
includes: 

• Development of a software-defined system with nearly 2 million lines of code 
produced by experienced software developers. This software is based on an 
object-oriented, distributed and open architecture and includes a Real-Time 
Common Operating Environment that supports lethality, mobility, command, 
control, communications, and intelligence, survivability, sustainment/logistics 
support, and training. 

• Digital network node architecture with automated Battle Management 
capability for real-time sensor-to-shooter operation. 

• Automated operation of annament and ammunition functions, including 
ammunition selection, handling, loading, electronic fuze setting, propellant 
zoning, gun pointing, active thermal cooling and laser propellant ignition, 
producing high rates of precision fire. 

• Ability to produce simultaneous impact of multiple rounds on one or more 
targets. 

• A survivability suite including lightweight, composite armor, non-ballistic 
protection, an active defense system, biological and chemical collective 
protection, and survivability decision aids to further protect the crew against 
various threats. 

• Global C-17 transportability (2 combat loaded howitzers per C-17). 
• Ground speed greater than that of modem U.S. tanks. 
• Embedded diagnostics and automated fault management. 
• Much of the technology required for large unmanned ground combat vehicles, 

including a fully robotic indirect fire system for FCS. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12570 



- .. 

Outlined below is a suggested approach for exploiting the Crusader technology to 
accelerate the development of the Army's Future Combat System: 

• Terminate Crusader in the same way that the DDG-21 was canceled with the 
entire industrial base transitioned into the DD (X), or in this case into the Non
Line of Sight (indirect fire cannon) component of the Future Combat Systems. 
Balance the cannon, projectile, and propellant characteristics consistent with 
Army Objective Force deployability requirements and capabilities. 

• Preserve the Crusader design and development team, which has met its cost, 
schedule and technical objectives. Refocus them on developing the elements of 
the PCS where they have acquired and demonstrated leading expertise. 

• Fund this as a directed FCS non-line-of-sight (NLOS) technology development 
and risk mitigation effort at the level necessary to meet the Army's accelerated 
FCS deployment schedule of First Unit Equipped in 2008. 

• Provide funds within the PY-04-FY-09 POM to procure 150-200 PCS Block I 
NLOS cannons by 2009 to serve as PCS test beds, demonstrators and advanced 
precision strike cannon systems for forward based forces, i.e. Korea and other 
critical theaters. These PCS Block I NLOS would be used to develop new 
concepts of operations for the Anny objective force through joint 
experimentation and deployment in realistic threat environments such as Korea. 
They would initially be manned systems, except for a few experimental 
unmanned vehicles, with the ability to become completely unmanned in the 
FCS Block II NLOS. 

• Accelerate development of various advanced munitions and munition systems 
such as Excalibur, Guided MLRS, and Net Fires. Restart production of an 
improved SADARM. 

The plan outlined above reflects the 11build a little, test a little, deploy a little, learn 
a lot" philosophy necessary to implement military transformation. In addition, and 
perhaps of equal importance, it provides a prudent approach for providing U.S. 
military forces with a critical element of the joint engagement capability they are 
going to need to handle surprise and unpredictability on future 21st century 
battlefields, whether urban, mountainous, forested, or desert. 

2 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON 

Honorable William R. Graham 
NSR, Inc. 
1523 16th St., NW 
Washington, DC 20036 

Dear Bill, 

Thanks so much for your note on leveraging 
Crusader technology. 
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Snowllake 

" 
May 16, 2002 7:35 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \fi\. 
SUBJECT: Singapore 

Please draft a nice letter to the Senior Minister of Singapore in response to this 

note, that I valued having him stop by, I look forward to meeting him again and I 

found his arguments persuasive and will certainly work here along the lines we 

discussed. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/15/02 Singapore ltr to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
051602-7 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o_;~/_z~~~i _o _"l--__ _ 

U17246 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12573 



TO 

f!) 
~-.... 15 May 2002 
ut~DEF H l1 ~ 5 ,;.·:~, _ nu i..._1 .' 

Dear Defence Secretary Rumsfeld MAY 1 S 2002 

May l thank you for giving me so much of your time on 
problems which were not urgent but could become extremely difficult If 
they are not dealt with In time. 

Since then one of the militants. Jaffar Umar had been 
detained not because he has wrought terror through his Laskar Jihad 
killing thousands of Christians in the Moluccas but on a charge that he 
had threatened in a s eech that was ta e-recorde 

u amo s am, y (which includes President Megawatt). 

I left Washington reassured after my meetings with the 
President, the Vice-President and you. You were all seized with the 
problem in spite of the urgent and pressing issues between Israelis and 
Palestinians, weapons of mass destruction in Iraq and· the nervousness 
of the oil states. 

With warmest regards. 

Yours sincerely 

L~ 

SECDEFCABI.ES 

The Honourable Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 
United States of America 
Fax:!(b)(6) I 

1 
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Snowflake 

May 16, 2002 7:23 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Kazakhstan 

When did Kazakhstan move its capital from Almaty to some other place, and 

where did they move it to? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051602-3 

........................................................................ , 
Please respond by _______ _ 

s-/,7 
A/ rr,,;,l-y wul I.. he fl... c "'1'' ~/ 

- / 11 fNf ~' oc,,.ier) /h jo.vnmJ n,o//d 
J ' . 

f'N a(J.1 J. ,Ast.m.a._ . 
f . 1J.. N~ 'l,dr hd"'V /rs~ i~ ~ ycUJ Jne 1-1,Tr' / 

/:~£-f- (YJOtl +~ · ~ 
/)itL 
Larr¥ Di Aii•: 

<lt1o 

Ul7247 02 
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CIA --The World Factbook-- Kazakhstan Page 1 of9 

Kazakhstan 

Introduction Geography People Government Economy Communications Transportation Military 
Transnational Issues Print This Frame 

RUSSIA 

Kazakhstan I ntrod uctlon 

• aostanay 
fKos1enay) 

Baykonur 
Cosmodrome • 

Qaraghancty" 
(Kafaganda j 

•Bayqongyr (BavkOll'Jr) 

•0vzv1orda 
(Kl'Zi,,IOl"dB) 

C H·I NA 
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CM ti:M-JL L,.. 

i ,~_2QOkm 1)cc... Cf~ 
1«1 200mi 

Top of Page 

Background: Native Kazakhs, a mix of Turkic and Mongol nomadic tribes who migrated into the 
region in the 13th century, were rarely united as a single nation. The area was 
conquered by Russia in the 18th century and Kazakhstan became a Soviet Republic ln 
1936. During the 1950s and 1960s agricultural "Virgin Lands" program, Soviet citizens 
were encouraged to help cultivate Kazakhstan's northern pastures. This influx of 
immigrants (mostly Russians, but also some other deported nationalities) skewed the 
ethnic mixture and enabled non-Kazakhs to outnumber natives. Independence has 
caused many of these newcomers to emigrate. Current issues include: developing a 
cohesive national identity; expanding the development of the country's vast energy 
resources and exporting them to world markets; and continuing to strengthen relations 
with neighboring states and other foreign powers. 

Kazakhstan Geography 

Location: Central Asia, northwest of China 

Geographic 48 00 N, 68 00 E 
coordinates: 

Map references: Commonwealth of Independent States 

Area: total: 2,717,300 sq km 

land: 2,669,800 sq km 

water: 47,500 sq km 

Area· comparative: slightly less than four times the size of Texas 

http:t1www.cia.gov1cia1pub1icationard~9i0&D/ 12 5 7 6 
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CIA -- The World Factbook -- Kazakhstan 

local long form: Qazaqstan Respublikasy 

local short form: none 

former: Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic 

Government type: republic 

Page 4 of9 

Capital: Astana; note - the government moved from Almaty to Astana in December 1998 

Administrative 14 oblystar (singular - oblysy) and 3 cities (qala, singular- qalasy)*; Almaty, Almaty*, 
divisions: Aqmo1a (Astana), Aqtobe, Astana•, Atyrau, Batys Qazaqstan (Oral), Bayqongyr•, 

Mangghystau (Aqtau; formerly Shevchenko), Ongtustik Qazaqstan (Shymkent), 
Pavlodar, Qaraghandy, Oostanay, Qyzylorda, Shyghys Qazaqstan (Oskemen; formerly 
Ust'-Kamenogorsk), Soltustik Qazaqstan (Petropavl), Zhambyl (Taraz; formerly 
Dzhambul) 

note: administrative divisions have the same names as their administrative centers 
(exceptions have the administrative center name following in parentheses); in 1995 the 
Governments of Kazakhstan and Russia entered into an agreement whereby Russia 
would lease for a period of 20 years an area of 6,000 sq km enclosing the Baykonur 
space launch facilities and the city of Bayqongyr (Baykonyr, formerly Leninsk) 

Independence: 16 December 1991 (from the Soviet Union) 

National holiday: Republic Day, 25 October (1990) 

Constitution: adopted by national referendum 30 August 1995; first post-independence constitution 
was adopted 28 January 1993 

Legal system: based on civil law system 

Suffrage: 18 years of age; universal 

Executive branch: chief of state: President Nursultan A. NAZARBAYEV (chairman of the Supreme Soviet 
from 22 February 1990, elected president 1 December 1991) 

head of government: Prime Minister Kazymzhomart TOKAYEV {since 2 October 1999) 

cabinet: Council of Ministers appointed by the president 

elections: president elected by popular vote for a seven-year term; election last held 10 
January 1999, a year before it was previously scheduled (next to be held NA 2006); 
note - President NAZARBAYEV's previous term had been extended to 2000 by a 
nationwide referendum held 30 April 1995; prime minister and first deputy prime minister 
appointed by the president 

election results: Nursultan A NAZARBAYEV reelected president; percent of vote -
Nursultan A. NAZARBAYEV 81.7%, Serikbolsyn ABDILDIN 12.1%, Gani KASYMOV 
4. 7%, other 1.5% 

note: President NAZARBAYEVexpanded his presidential powers by decree: only he 
can initiate constitutional amendments, appoint and dismiss the government, dissolve 
Parliament, call referenda at his discretion, and appoint administrative heads of regions 
and cities 

Legislative branch: bicameral Parliament consists of the Senate (47 seats; 7 senators are appointed by the 
president; other members are popularly elected, two from each of the former oblasts 
and the former capital of Almaty, to serve six-year terms) and the Majllis (67 seats; the 

http://www.cia.gov/cia/publications1f~G~O/ 125 77 5/16/2002 



Snowflake 

May 16, 2002 7:14 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

.FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Pillsbury 

There is an article in the Earl.v Bird about Pillsbury interpreting for me at the 

meeting with Vice President Hu, and that we blocked the door from the State 

Department translator. 

What the heck is going on? 

Thanks. 

DHR;dh 
051602-2 

••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by O S /2 y / o 1..--
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continued support for extremist 
Islamic groups waging a holy 
war to drive India from Kash
mir, India's only Muslim ma
jority state. 

In January, General 
Musharraf banned several mili
tant Islamic groups, including 
some that have sent fighters 
across the border into Indian
ruled Kashmir. Diplomats say 
that most of these groups con
tinue 10 function, however, of
ten simply changing their 
names. 

"All that I can at this point 
say is that it's a situation which 
calls for punishment," India's 
defense minister, George Fer· 
nandes, said today at a news 
conference in Jammu. "What 
that punishment should be is 
something that will need to be 
deliberated upon." 

But Pakistan's information 
minister, Nisar Memon, today 
rejected responsibility for the 
latest killings. "Pakistan itself 
is a victim of terrorism," he 
said. "We will not allow any 
group or organization to use 
Pakistani soil against any 
country." 

Reflecting the balancing 
act at the heart of her mission, 
Ms. Rocca strongly con
demned the Kashmir attack 
while still in New Delhi, ca!l· 
ing it barbaric. "Acts like this 
are intended to undermine 
peace in the region," she said. 
"l think acts that occurred in 
Jammu are terrorism. 

"No matter what the levels 
are, infiltration must stop," she 
added, referring to what Indian 
officials say have been scores 
of incursions in recent months 
by Islamic fighters into its side 
of Kashmir. 

But Pakistan is also essen· 
tial to the United States cam
paign against Al Qaeda hold
outs in Afghanistan and Paki
stan itself. Mindful of those 
priorities, once she arrived in 
Islamabad this evening, Ms. 
Rocca expressed "great re
spect" for General Musharraf's 
cooperation in fighting terror
ism. 

The report that Pakistan 
may have prepared its nuclear 
weapons during its last con
frontation with India offered 
scant detail, but it provided 
new reason for caution during 
the current high tensions. 

The report, by Bruce 
Riedel, who was special assis-

tant to President Bill Clinton 
was published by the Cente; 
for the Advanced Study of In
dia at the University of Penn
sylvania. 

In it, Mr. Riedel says that 
Pakistan's prime minister at the 
time, Nawaz Sharif, flew to 
Washington and met with 
President Clinton on July 4, 
1999, desperate to find a way 
out of a conflict that threatened 
to mm into a full-scale war. 

"Clinton asked Sharif ifhe 
knew how advanced the threat 
of nuclear war was," Mr. 
Riedel wrote m the paper. "Did 
Sharif know his military was 
pr~paring their nuclear tipped 
m1sslies?" 

ln an interview today, Mr. 
C_linton's national security ad
viser, Samuel R. Berger, said 
that Mr. Sharif "was surprised 
by. the fact, or perhaps sur
prised that we knew the fact." 

The Pakistani prime min
ister pressed Mr. Clinton to act 
as a mediator, but the United 
States rejected that role, Mr. 
~erger said. Mr. Sharif agreed 
m any case to withdraw the 
Pakistani forces uncondition
ally, and the crisis was de
fused. 

Asked about Mr. Riedel's 
account, Mr. Berger noted that 
the United States was worried 
that neither India nor Pakistan 
"understood each other's doc
trine or capabilities, and there
fore misunderstood each 
other's red lines," the actions 
that could prompt a nuclear re
sponse. Bush administration 
officials have said in recent 
months that thev share the 
same fear. · 

Some experts and Indian 
military officials said today 
that they doubted Pakistan ac
tually coupled its missiles with 
warheads. V. P. Malik, who 
was India's army chief at the 
time, said he had no such intel-
1 igence, nor did the Americans 
share what they knew with In
dia. 

George Perkovich, a sen
ior associate at the Carnegie 
Endowment for International 
Peace, said he, too, doubted 
that the Pakistan is went that 
far. They may have moved the 
missiles around, he speculated, 
as a way to grab American at
tention in hopes that the United 
States would intervene on 
Pakistan's behalf. 

But Mr. Riedel's retelling, 
and Mr. Berger's comments 
indicated that President Clin: 
ton's success in convincing Mr. 
Sharif to pull back from the 
conflict may nonetheless have 
averted a possible nuclear ca
tastrophe. 

"I thought that this was a 
very dangerous moment," Mr. 
Berger said. 

Far Eastern Economic Review 
May 23, 2002 
40. Translation Error At 
The Pentagon? 

After a historic May 1 
meeting with United States 
Secretary of Defence Donald 
Rumsfeld, Chinese Vice~ 
President Hu Jintao emerged 
with what Pentagon spokes
men later said was a mistaken 
impression of what Rumsfeld 
said. A controversial China 
hawk's role as interpreter sug
gests a possible reason for the 
confusion. Rumsfeld's transla
tor was Michael Pillsbury, a 
Pentagon contractor who 
works on China policy and has 
close ties to senior Pentagon 
leaders. He has ruffled feathers 
among Pentagon staff because 
he operates outside the official 
Asia-policy chain of com
mand. Pillsbury is credited 
with strong Chinese-language 
skills, but not those of a pro
fessional interpreter. 

On the day of the meeting, 
in what Washington analysts 
see as a snub to the State De
partment, guards barred the of
ficial State Department inter
preter assigned to the meeting 
from entering the Pentagon. 
This followed Rumsfeld's un
usual decision to bar State De
partment officials from the 
meeting. He relented only for 
U.S. ambassador to China 
Clark Randt, a close friend of 
President George W. Bush. 
Pillsbury filled in as inter
preter, and Hu, who does not 
speak English, emerged believ
ing that Rumsfeld had agreed 
to resume routine military-to
m ilitary relations, ending the 
policy of case-by-case reviews 
of military exchanges with 
China that Rumsfeld put in 
place early last year. 

"Chinese vice-president, 
U.S. defence secretary agree to 
resume military exchanges," 
was the headline of the official 
Xinhua news agency's story on 

11-L-0559/0SD/12579 

the meeting. Pentagon 
spokesmen later said all that 
was agreed was that represen
tatives of both sides would 
meet to discuss the military re
lationship. Assistant Secretary 
of Defence Peter Rodman is 
expected to travel to Beijing 
for that discussion later in the 
year. 

Washington Post 
May 16, 2002 
Pg.22 
41. U.S. Seeks Court Immu· 
nity For E. Timor Peace
keepers 
By Colum Lynch, Special to 
The Washington Post 

UNfTED NATIONS, May 
15 •• The United States is 
seeking assurances from the 
United Nations that all U.N. 
personnel serving in a peace
keeping mission in East Timar 
would be shielded from prose· 
cution by a local court or in
ternational tribunal on war 
crimes charges, according to 
U.S. and other Western offi
cials. 

. The move, which is being 
!es1sted by leading U.S. allies, 
1s the first concrete effort by 
the Bush administration to pro
tect American citizens serving 
in 1:J.N. operations from prose
cution by the International 
Criminal Court, which will 
convene in July. 

The administration re
nounced its support for the 
court last week out of concern 
that the world's first permanent 
war crimes tribunal might 
prosecute U.S. soldiers or 
other Americans serving over
seas. It said it will seek agree
ments around the world bar
ring ~.S. citizens from being 
extradited to the court, which 
has the support of many of the 
United States' closest allies in
cluding nearly all NATO 
members. 

But the U.S. initiative at 
the United Nations would go 
further, extending broad crimi
nal immunity to all interna
tional officials serving in the 
U.N. mission in East Timar. 
Responsibility for punishing 
wrongdoing would be left to 
the alleged offenders' govern
ments. 

The United States has no 
combat troops serving in U.N. 
missions. U.S. officials ac-
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May 16, 2002 7:12 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 
V ADM Giambastiani 

~ 
CC: Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: Calls from Congress 

I have to get a piece of paper telling me every sing1e member of the House or 

Senate who ever calls in here for anything-what it is, what they want, do they 

want a meeting and how it is being handled, so that I can decide if I like the way it 

is being handled. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051(i02-I 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_s-L-/ i_t.f~/ _'J_v-_ _ _ 

~ 
~ 
!v 

p .... (b-)(-6) ________ __. 

Ji:),,~ L ~ 
-t(!) OYJ 7 ~ ' J 

MU ~ 

Ul7250 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12580 



May 15, 2002 9:04 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Testimony 

Please make sure the points in Inhofe's remarks here are answered in the 

testimony, not directly by naming him, but are answered. 

Make sure the testimony also says that this is not a decision against the Army or 

against artillery. 

Thanks. 

OHR:<lh 
051502,10 

•••••••••••••••••••• 

Pf ease respond by 

.. •.-

u 172 51 0 2· I: ~ 
11-L-0559/0SD/12581 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita ~ 

Donald Rumsfeld } 

Treaty 

May 15, 2002 7:11 AM 

Why don't we use something on the treaty for one of my early press briefings 

sometime between now and the time the President signs it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Talking Points 

DHR:dh 
051502-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o .... s_· /_'l-_y_/_0_1 __ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12582 
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May 13, 2002 

Talking points re: US-Rltssian strategic anns treaty 
For use with Senators Levin and Warner 

1~2GDEF HAS SEEN 
MAY 15 2002 

• New type of arms accord. This treaty is a new type of arms agreement, 
well-suited to the current era and to the new US-Russian relationship. 

• Not a Cold-War-style treaty. 
I 

• No protracted negotiations. It was produced quickly (Cold War arms 
treaties often took years). 

• Embodies unilateral pledges. Essence of the new treaty is to create a 
framework in which each party takes the reductions that its president 
unilaterally promised to take. 

• Structure vs. flexibility. So it strikes a sensible balance between the 
parties' desire for some structure in their relationship and their strategic 
need for flexibility. 

• A treaty for non-hostile parties. The brevity, lack of formality, lack of 
precise numbers and lack of verification mechanisms reflects the crucial 
strategic fact that the parties are not hostile to each other. 

• The goal is not to try to preserve a balance of nuclear terror. 

• Exact balancing of each side's arms against the other's is not 
necessary. 

• Openness and predictability. The treaty's goal is to create a degree of 
openness and predictability in this area of the US-Russian relationship. 

• Treaty, not executive agreement. The agreement has taken the form of 
a treaty because the Administration respects the Senate's constitutional 
role. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12583 
1 



• The President decided that a treaty is the appropriate form given 
the substance of the agreement -that is, given that the agreement 
involves limitations on strategic nuclear weapons. 

• A piece of the new framework. The new treaty should help promote the 
new, cooperative, open relationship between the US and Russia that 
President Bush desires. 

2 

11-L-0559/0SD/12584 



l\.fay 151 2002 6:45 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfcld ~ 
SUBJECT: Science Boards 

Please get someone to think through how \\'C might have the Anny, Navy and Air 

Force combine their science boards into one and try to start getting more joint. 

Thanks. 

Dl IR dh 
051502-1 .......................................... •.• ............................. . 

I ,~·-. I ., P ease respond by ___ ·-·_-_,_! _._-._,i 
1
_ci __ '-- __ 

/ 
/ 

,' 

,/ 

Ul7255 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12585 
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October 5, 2002 1 :32 PM 

TO: Jim Haynes 

CC: 

FROM: 

/SUBJECT: 

Peter Rodman 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
Serviceman's Protection Act 

Whatever happened to the S~rviceman 's Protection Act? 

I am concerned that there is not enough going on to protect people like Henry 

Kissinger and other officials after they leave office. In my view, if the U.S. is not 

prosecuting those people, then the U.S. government ought to be willing to pay 

their legal fees. 

Please get together with Peter Rodman and get a good sense of what is going on, 

and let's see what we do. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
100502-7 

........................................................................ , 
Please re!Jpond by Io / z S" / o 1.-

11-L-0559/0SD/12586 u l / 2 :1 ') I•' I O 2 



TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 

Powell Moore 

Donald Rumsf~ld '1)/\. 
SUBJECT: Retiring Members 

October 1 O, 2002 7: 08 AM 

I want to think about if I want to invite down some other retiring Members of the 

House and Senate. 

Thanks. 

OHR:dh 
101002·3 

51.-,; ~ 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,1 

Please respond by __ 1_0 ........ / _1 f ___ j_oi-___ _ 

t b)-z.\ 

Hoce.e. \:t.~ot-l~ Arttt:.~e.c 

U17298 /02 
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LEGISLATIVE 
AFFAIRS 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301·1300 

UNCLASSIFIED 

INFO MEMO 

SECDEF HAS SEE~t 
DC~ 200? //7. 

October 18, 2002 10:10 AM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE , .. ···· '_,'. (7 ~ 
. ~ .r . ,, "I\.,(... I 

FROM: Powell A. Moore ·('t(1;J()}J! '1 J ' 
~~ 

SUBJECT: List of retiring Members of Congress reference Snowflake# 101002-3 

• You requested a list of all retiring Members of Congress. 

• Attached is a list from the Roll Call website. 

Attachment: 
As stated 

UNCLASSIFIED 

l(b)(6) 
Prepared By: Claude Chafin, OSD-LA, Special Assistant for CommunicatiollSJ ..... __ __. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12588 
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. Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List 

u can't Get From Congress to 1he White House ... 

·,.,CAIL 
October 1, 2002 

House 

Expelled 

Rep. James Traficant (D-Ohio), 61, 9 
terms 

Appointed to other office 

Asa Hutchinson (R-Ark.), 51, 3 
terms 

Tony Hall {D-Ohio.), 60, 12 terms 

Running for Governor 

John Baldacci CD-Maine), 47, 4 
terms 

David Bonior {D-Mich.), 56, 13 
terms 

Tom Barrett {D-Wis.), 48, 5 terms 

Bob Riley (R-Ala.), 57, 3 terms 

Rod Blagojevich (D-111.), 45, 3 terms 

Van Hilleary (R-Tenn.), 42, 4 terms 

Bob Ehrlich (R-Md.), 44, 4 terms 

Running for Senate 

Bob Clement (D-Tenn.), 58, 8 terms 

Saxby Chambliss (R-Ga.), 58, 4 
terms 

Greg Ganske (R-lowa), 53, 4 terms 

Lindsey Graham {R-5.C.), 46, 4 
terms 

John Thune (R-S.D.), 40, 3 terms 

John Sununu (R-N.H.), 37, 3 terms 

John Cooksey (R-La.), 60, 3 terms 

Senate 

Frank Murkowski (R-Alaska), 
69, 4 terms** 

http://www.rollcall.com/pages/pol1i<f-~~~/ Q SD 112 SB g 

Page 1 of 3 
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. Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List 

Defeated in Primary 

Bob Barr (R-Ga.), 53, 4 terms 

Cynthia McKinney (D-Ga.), 42, 5 
terms 

Lynn Rivers {D-Mich.), 46, 4 terms 

Gary Condit (D-Calif.), 54, 10 terms 

Tom Sawyer (D-Ohio.), 62, 8 terms 

Brian Kerns (R-Ind.), 44, 1 term 

Frank Mascara (D-Pa.), 72, 4 terms 

Earl Hilliard (D-Ala.), 60, 5 terms 

Retiring 

Sen. Bob Smith (R-N.H.), 61, 
2 terms 

William Coyne (D-Pa.), 65, 11 terms Phil Gramm (R-Texas), 59, 3 
terms 

Dan Miller (R-Fla.), 59, 5 terms 

Tim Roemer (D-lnd.), 44, 6 terms 

Steve Horn (R-Calif.), 70, 5 terms 

Marge Roukema (R-N.J.), 72, 11 
terms 

Eva Clayton (D-N.C.), 67, 5 terms 

Bob Schaffer (R-Colo.), 39, 3 terms 

Dick Armey (R-Texas.), 61, 9 terms 

Wes Watkins (R-Okla.), 63, 10 terms 

*** 
Joe Skeen (R-N.M.), 74, 11 terms 

James Hansen (R-Utah.), 69, 11 
terms 

Sonny Callahan (R-Ala.), 69, 9 terms 

Robert Borksi (D-Pa.), 53, 10 terms 

Bob Stump (R-Ariz.), 75, 13 terms 

John Lafalce (D-N.Y.), 62, 14 terms 

J.C. Watts (R-Okla.), 44, four terms 

Benjamin Gilman (R-N.Y.), 80, 15 
terms 

Carrie Meek (D-Fla.), 76, S terms 

Resigned to run for Governor 

Steve Largent (R-Okla.), 47, 4 terms 

Retiring to run for state Senate 

Jesse Helms (R-N.C.), 80, 5 
terms 

Strom Thurmond (R-5.C.), 
98, 8 terms 

V 

Fred Thompson (R-Tenn.), 59, / 
2 terms V 
Bob Torricelli (D-N.J.), 51, 1 
term 

http://www.rollcall.com/pages/polifCf~<f.~~!ffl/OSD/12590 
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. Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List 

James Barcia (D-Mich.), 50, 5 terms 

Resigned 

Joe Scarborough (R-Fla.), 39, 4 
terms 

Bud Shuster (R-Pa.), 70, 15 terms 

Defeated for other office 

Ken Bentsen (D-Texas), 42, 4 terms 

Ed Bryant (R-Tenn.), 53, 4 terms 

Died 

Patsy Mink (D-Hawaii), 74, 13 
terms*** 

Julian Dixon (D-Calif.), 66, 12 terms 

Joe Moakley (D-Mass.), 74, 15 terms 

Floyd Spence (R-5.C.), 73, 16 terms 

Norman Sisisky {D-Va.), 73, 10 
terms 

** Senate term does not expire until 2004 

*** nonconsecutive terms 

Current Politics lnde:x: 

Copyright 2002 © Roll Call Inc. All rights reserved. 
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Snowftake 

TO: 
a·. 
FROM: 

Doug Feith 
SJ'Evf'.. ~1,)6 
Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Ivanov and Georgia 

May 31, 2002 9:12 AM 

I have to get ready to talk to Sergei Ivanov about Georgia, on the side at NATO. 

My guess is that I ought to listen carefully. 

Whoever was in the meeting at the PC yesterday ought to help prepare it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-21 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ r_• ·_&._:_.,_; __ ?......_f _0_2--__ _ 

Ul7304 02 
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May 31, 2002 9:08 AM 

TO: Pete Aldridge 

FROM: Dona1d Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Potential Technology 

Please take a look at this note my son-in-law gave me from a friend of his. Tel1 

me what you think about it, and then I will get back to them. 

Thank you very much. 

Attach. 
05/30/02~ to SecDef re: Mobile Mirror Device 

DHR:dh 
053102-20 

·································································~······· 
Please respond by O (,. / i i../ I D ·1.--

Ul7305 02 
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US/ Z~ / Ul 1~~ l~ : J4 ~l(b_)_(6_)~~~~ 

(b )(6) 

\ IJ/\V / 

April 30, 2002 

Dear Secretary Rumsfe]d: 

Enclosed is a letter from Dr. George Geodecke describing the possibility that my mobile 
mirror de"Vice may be used to brake the super symmetry of the Zero Point Field. The 
amount of energy released in a this type of symmetry braking event would be so 
significant that it could be a very important national defense issue. The reaction force of 
such an event would also serve as the ideal space drive. For these and other re:isons, I 
believe that this device should now be considered a.n item of national security even in the 
pre-verification stage and treated accordingly. 

Sincerely, 
(b )(6) 

11-L-0559/0SD/12595 
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May 11, 2002 
From our most resent calculations of a Moving Mirror Device, it appears that there is a 
reasonable the likely hood that the device could cause n disruption in the field responsible 
for holdi.og atoms and molecules together. Should a disruption oftbis magnitude occur 
an enormous amount of energy would be released. A Moving Mirror Device one cubic 
meter in size, accessing only a small fraction ofthis field, could release the same amount 
of energy of an atomic bomb. 

In researching the available literature on a "gravity like" effeot, I have come across 
refere11ces to several devices that operate on principals related to the Moving Mirror 
Device. These devices are similar in that they use superconductors that arc forced into 
the normal state by electric currents and or magnetic fields. It also appears that these 
researchers do not yet understand the full implications of the research that they are doing 
nor do they have a full theoretical understanding of the principles involved. 

Marc G. Millis, NASA Glenn Research Center, ''The Challenge To Create The Spllot Drive" Tn Journal of 
Propu)gion and Power (AlAA), Vol. 13, No. 5, pp. $77-6&2, (Sept-Oct.1997). 
httj2://www .wc.nasa.gov/WWW!bpn/J'M-107289 .htm 

B. Haitch, A. Rueda, "The Zero-Point Field and the NASA Challenge LO Create !he Space Drive", 
presented a1 NASA 8realcthroug}I Propulsion Physics Worxsbop, NASA Lewis Rc9. Ctr., Aug. 12-14, 1997 
http:/{www.~lDhysics.o;glaniclcs/xpf millis.pdf 

E. Podklcr.oov and R. Nieminen et al, "A pos$ibility of gravitational force shielding by bullc YBa1CuJO,.,. 
SupercouductoiJ', Physjca C, 203 (1992) 441-444 

Carlos Calvet "Gravita1ion and lnettia aa a Consequence of Quantum VacuUJll Energy", Frand:,co 
Corbera no. J 5. E-08360 Canel de Mor (Barulona), Spain bµp://www.aHen.dt.Jbypm,paee/ugc:ge.Jrtm 

Podkletnov Euge.11e, Modane~c Gio'lanni "Impulse Gravity Generator? Based on Charged YBa2CuJ017 
Superconductor with Composite Crystal Strucrurc" Counesy: Los Alamos National Laboratory 
http:l/supercondµctorr..orglgravity.1'tm 

Gravitational R.epuls.io.n EffeC'I Claimed l1ttp:ll$lasbdo1. orgtscitnCe/0 J /08/0 YI 33321 &.shtm I 

Podk.lernov Eugene, Modanctc Giovanni "lmpul~e Gra'vity Generator Based on Charged Ba_2Cu ... 30_{7-
y} Superconductor with Composite Crystal Strutrure" bnp:/hocx,lanl.ggv/abslphvsic!/0108005 

BEYOND E.=mc' A first glimpse of a postmodern physics, in which JJWS, inen.ia and gnsvity ari!£ from 
underlying electromagnetic processes Bemafd Haisch. Alfonso Rueda&: KE. Puthoff publisb.ed in THE 
SCIENCES, VoL 34. No. 6, November / December 1994, pp. 26-31 copyriglu_)9~.New York Academy 
of Sciences (posted with permi£sion) http://www.calphysics.org/baisch/sciencesJitml 

11-L-0559/0SD/12596 
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U~/l~/Ul lUL 1~:J~ ~AA. ~l(b_)_(6_)~~--' 

COLLEGE OF ARTS ANO SCIENCES 

Oep~rtme"t of Physits, MSC 30 
New Mexico St,te University 
P.O. Box 30001 
Lu Cruces:. NM 88003-8001 

l(b)(6) I 

April 3, 2002 

To Whom It May Concern: 

lam writiJJg in, support o4(b)(
5) ~ his project. Below, I have taken the time to introduce myself, 

discuss my involvement with the project, and outline its practical value. 

l completed a BEE in I ~54 and a Ph.D. in Physjcs in 1961 at Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute. I accepted a 
position on the Physics faculty at New Mexico Staie University in 1961. From 1988-9S, I was the Physics 
Department Head. l have received several scants and consultancies from the Anny RC$ca.rch Laboratory and 
the Anny Research Office. 

During 40 years of ~ic teaching and research, J 've taught graduate courses, many timc.,cach, in classical 
mechanics, classical electromagnetism, special and general relativity, scattering theory, quanl\lm medwucs 
and elearoclynanucs, statistical mechanics, plasma physics, solid state physics, mathematical methods, and 
numerical analysis. I've also done theoretical research in most of these .areas. 

Currently (Sprins 2002) I'm teaching our graduate course in mathematical methods of physics. I'm also 
actively working in three areas: Casimir forces and the 2'..Cro point fi..eld~ electromagnetism; and annospheric 
turbulence and its effects on sound pr~gatioa and scattering. The I.a.st effort bu been sponsored by the Anny 
Research Office for nine years, with grants continuing and just funded, and involves collaborators at NOAA 
and the Anny Rtsearch Laboratory. It ha& resulted in some significant new developments (sec the list of 
publications below), but they arc peripheral to Chris Cooper's project. 

My work in electromagnetism has spanned four decades. Much ofit is directly or indirccdy related to Chris's 
project, as is my interest and work on Cuimir forces and other effects of the zero point field (See the list of' 
relevant publications below.) My main contribution to the project 1hus far is a fuUy relativistic derivation of 
the reflection of a nearly monochronwic pulse of radiatio;; (pulse of lens--.h L, wavelength 1-., L > > l) by a 
moving mirror. The derivation predicts the appropriate Doppler shifting and reflected intensities, pulse lengths, 
reaction forces, and all momentum and cner8)' transfers. 11 is not yet published. The derivation shows ~lea.rly 
that. if a minor can be made to move at any desired speed up to the limiting speed of lighl. then almost any 
desired frequency of a reflected laser beam can be obtained, as well as very hlgb reflected intensities. Almost 
any desire.d frequency modulation can be attained by using appropriate variations o~the mirror velocity. 

Clearly one eannot move a solid metal surface at extremely high speeds in the laboratory. !(b)(
5

) !idea to use 
a moving interf.ace between superconducting and nonnaJ phases in .a $upetoonductor, with motion of the 
interface caused by moving a magnetic field strong enough to cause the superconducting-oonnal transition, 
seem.s very plausible. Such an interface acts like a mirror. I will 'be working on the theory and device modeling 
for this kind of moving interface. Evtn more promising and exciting is the possjbility that a moving mirror 
dev:ice could tap into the huge (infinite) amount of energy in the quantum zero-point (vacuum) field. This is 
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the main theoretical aspect, strongly related to Casimir forces, that I plan to work on in support of the project. 
So for my thoughts on this possibility include the ideas that i) only if there is a high-frequency cutoff on the 
zero-point field energy spectrum can a unifonnly moving mirror be distinguished &om a stationary one, 
because the field' s energy spectrum is otherwise Lorentz invariant, and ii) an acceJeratirig ( oscillating) mirror 
may be able to obtain energy from the photon vacuum, because then Lorentz invariance is not possible, ·and 
the instantaneous reflection coefficients and Doppler shifts are nonlinear functions of the instantaneous mirror 
velocity. 

It's clear that there are innumerable applications for continuously variable frequency J.a.scr light. Chris 
Cooper's device should provide t.his. If his device or any other programmable moving mirror device can also 
access a significant amount of energy from the zero-point field, that will be a true bonanza. 

I think that ~has h:id a very, very good idea, and I hope that funding will be made a\/ailable to pursue it. 

Sincerely yours., 

~,£.,,-
George H. Goedecke 
Emerirus Professor of Physics 

11-L-0559/0SD/12598 
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SELECTED PUBLICATIONS, Dr. George H, G«.dcckc (b)(6) 

A. Publicatio~s relevant to the project. 

G. Goedecke, "On Energy Absorption in Classical Electromagnetism," Am. J. Phy1. 69, 226-228, (2001). 

G. Goedecke, "On Electr~c Conservation Laws," Am. J. Phys, 68, 380-384 (200)). 

G. Goedecke and R. Wood, "Casimir-Polder Interaction at Finite Temperatures," Phys. Rev. A60, 2577-2580 
(2001). 

G. Goedeclce, "Magnetic Dipole Orientation Energetics." Am. J. Phys. 61, 45-S l (1999). 

G. Goedecke, "Representation of Arbitrary Charge-Current Densities by Polarization and Magnetization 
Fields," Am. J. Phys, 69, 226-228 ( 1998). 

G.H. Goedecke and S.G. O'Brien, "Scattering by lrregula.r lnhomogcneous Particlts via the Digitiz.oo Green 
Function Algorithm, .. Appl. Opr. 21, 2431 (1988); and two other papers in the same issue. 

G. H. Goo:tccke, "Stochastic Electrodynamics I: On the Stochastic Zero-Point Field," Found. Phyi. 13, 110 I 
(19~3 ); plus two other papers in v. J3 and another in v. 1', on the same topic. 

G.H. Goedecke, "R."l.diative Transfer in Closely Pacl:cd Media," J. Opr. Soc. Am. 67, 1399 (1977). 

G .H. Goedecke, "ClassicalDynamies for Charged Particles,'' Nuovo Cimenlo B, 28, 225 (1975 ), another paper 
on this topic in the same jounul in 1975, and two in l 984 in Lt ttere at Nt10YO Cimento. 

G.H. Gocdeclce, ,:On Global Embedding.'' J. Math. Phys. 15, 789-791 (1974). 

G.H. Oocdeclc.e. "On Stress-Energy Tensors," J. Math. Phys, JS, 792-794 (1974). 

G.H. Goedecke, "Classically Radiationless Motions and Possible Implications for Quantum Theory," Phys. 
Rev. 1358, 282 (1964), and another on this topic with J.B. Arnett in Phy,. Rev. 168, 1424 (1968). 

B. Other rec:ent publications (1997-p~t) and submissions 

G. Goedecke, V. Osta.shev, D.K. Wi)son. and H. Au\lCimanJl, "Quasi-wavelet model ofvoo Kannan spectrum 
of turbulent velocity fluctuations," submitted in March 2002 to Bo1mdary Laytr Meteorology. Also an iovi~ 
paper to be presented at the J43..i annual meeting of The Acouttical Society of America in Pittsb\lrgh, PA, 
2002, and a paper to be presented. at the Nincb International Congress on Sound and Vibration. Orlando, Fl 
(2002). 

G. Gocdcc:ke, DK Wilson, V. Ostasbev, and H. Auvenna.nn, ''Quasi-wavelet models {or atmospheric 
turbulence," paper to be presented at the 2002 American Meteorological Society Symposiwn on Boundary 
Layers and Turbulence, Wageningen, Ndhtrlands. 
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V. Ostashev, D.K. Wilson, and G.H. Goe.de.eke, "Spherical wave propagatwn ou us, 
anisotropic turbulence: studies oflog-amplitude and phase flucruations," submitted in Feb. 2002 to J. Acousl. 
Soc. Am. 

G. Goedecke, R. Wood, H. Auvcnnann, V. Ostashcv, D. Havelock, and C. Ting, "Spectral Broadening of 
Sound Scattered by Advccting Abnosphcric Turbulence;' J. Acou.tt. Soc. Am. 109, Pt. l, 1923-1934 (2001). 

V. Osta.shev, D. Hohenwaner, K. Anenborough, Ph. Blane-Benton, 0 . Juve, and G. Goedecke, ··on the 
Refraction Law for a Sound Ray in a Moving Medium," .A.custica 87, 303-306 (200 I). 

G. Goedecke, S. Moore, H. Auvennann, and V. Ostashev, "Quasi-Wavelet Model of Anistropic Attnospheric 
Turbulence," )µCIMO 2002, Fon Collins, CO, 10-12 July (to be published in procee.dings). 

V. Ostasbev, D. Wilson, and G. Goede<:ke, "Solmd Propagation and Scartc:ring Through Inhomogeneous, 
Anistropic Turbulence," BACIMO 2001, Fort Collins, CO, 10-12 July (to be published). 

V. Ortasbev, T. Georges, S. Clifford, and G. Goedecke, "Acoustic Sounding of Wind Velocity Profiles in a 
Str.rtified Moving Atmosphere," J. Acoust. Sec. Am, 109, 2682-2692 (2001). 

V.E. Osr.ashcv, G.H. Goedecke, and R.C. Wood, "Scattering of Sound in a Stratified Moving Atmosphere," 
Acoustical Society of America. Meeting and 2nc1 Forum Acusticum, Berlin 1999. 

V.E. Ostashev and G.H. Goedecke, ''Sound Propagarion Near the Ground in a Turbulent Atmosphere," 
Acoustical Society of America Meeting and 2114 Forum A.custicum, Berlin l999, 

V.E. Ostash.ev, G.H. Goedecke, R.C. Wood, H. Auvcrmann, and S. Clifford, "SoWld Scattering Cross-Se.ction 
in a Stratified Moving Atmosphere," J. Acoust. Soc. Am. lOS, 3115·3125 (1999). 

V.E. Ostashev and G.H, Goedecke, "Interference of Direct and Ground Refleded Waves in a Turbulent 
Atmosphere," Proc. 8" lnttrn. Symp. on Long Range So,mdPropagation, Penn State University, p. 313-325 
(1998). 

V .E. Ostashev, G .H. Goedecke, R. C. Wood, H Auvermann. and S. Clifford, 'The EffcCls ofT cmperature and 
Wind Velocity Stratification on Sound Scattering Cross~Scction in a TurbuJentAtmospbere," Proc. 8"' Intern. 
Symp. on Long Range Sound Propagation, Penn State University, p. 363-374 (1998). 

V . .E. Ostashev and G.H. Goedecke, "Sound Scattering Cross-Section for von Kannan Spectra ofT cmperaturc 
and Wind V clocity Fluctuations,'' Proc:ec:dings 1997 Battlcspace Atmospheric Conference, San Diego, 171 -180. 

V.E. Ostashev and G.H. Goedecke, "Sound Propagation in the Turbulent Atmosphere," BAC 97, San Diego 
(1997). 

G.H. Goedecke and H.J. Auvennann, "Acoustic Scattering by Atmospheric Turbules," J. Acousr. Soc. Am. 
109, Pt. 1, 7S9-771 (1997). 
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TO: 

CC: 

/ROM: 
/ 

1 SUBJECT: 

Steve Cambone 

Powel] Moore 

Donald Rumsfcld ~· 

Brief Congress on SIOP 

May 31, 2002 11:42 AM 

Senator Levin raised the issue of whether and to what extent DoD is willing to 

brief Congress on the SIOP. 

We need to get a plan. 

Thanks. 

DHRdh 
053102-19 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 

Please respond by 00 / f L{ ( o · '-' 

Ul7306 02 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 ·2900 

INFO MEMO 

JUN I 7 200? 

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 
POLICY 1-02/008609-SFO 

June 7, 2002 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: J. D. Crouch JI, ASD FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURITY~ 

SUBJECT: Brief Congress on the SIOP 

• Senator Levin raised the issue of whether and to what extent DoD is willing to 
brief Congress on the SIOP. 

• Believes current policy is too restrictive. 

• Have been actively reviewing this issue with the DepSecDef. 

• Have deve1oped number of options, to include retaining current policy. 

• Will obtain General Myers' input and coordination prior to providing you the 
alternatives. 

COORDINATION: Tab A 

Prepared By: Frank J. Dellermann~ .... <b_)<_6_) ___ 

11-L-055.D/12602 
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TO: 

CC: 

/ROM: 
/ 

1 SUBJECT: 

Steve Cambone 

Powel] Moore 

Donald Rumsfcld ~· 

Brief Congress on SIOP 

May 31, 2002 11:42 AM 

Senator Levin raised the issue of whether and to what extent DoD is willing to 

brief Congress on the SIOP. 

We need to get a plan. 

Thanks. 

DHRdh 
053102-19 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 

Please respond by 00 / f L{ ( o · '-' 

Ul7306 02 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 ·2900 

INFO MEMO 

JUN I 7 200? 

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 
POLICY 1-02/008609-SFO 

June 7, 2002 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: J. D. Crouch JI, ASD FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURITY~ 

SUBJECT: Brief Congress on the SIOP 

• Senator Levin raised the issue of whether and to what extent DoD is willing to 
brief Congress on the SIOP. 

• Believes current policy is too restrictive. 

• Have been actively reviewing this issue with the DepSecDef. 

• Have deve1oped number of options, to include retaining current policy. 

• Will obtain General Myers' input and coordination prior to providing you the 
alternatives. 

COORDINATION: Tab A 

J
(b)(6) 

Prepared By: Frank J. Dellermann .,_ ___ __, 
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JUN I 7 c:01k 
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TO: 

CC: 

V ADM Giambastiani 

Larry Di Rita 
Col. Bucci 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'1',... 

SUBJECT: Meeting w/Chiefs 

May 31, 2002 9:04 A 

I 

.. r-•, 

I ought to have a meeting with the Chiefs sometime in the next 10-20 days to let 

them talk a bit. 

What l want to talk to them about is how to get refocused urgently and put a sense 

of urgency into this institution. 

Thanks. 

DJmJh 



Snowflake 

May 31, 2002 9:01 AM 

TO: 
cc. 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita 

wL.6Av1,J ~ 
Donald Rumsfeld \J" 

Pakistan 

I probably ought to visit U.S. troops in Pakistan when I go. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-17 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ~-0_&....,_/_o_,_/_o_· t...._. __ 

Ul7309 02 
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May 31, 2002 8:51 AM 

TO: Jim Roche 

FROM: Donald Rumsfe]d T)\ 
SUBJECT: End Strength 

[ don't think there is any way in the world that we are going to be four percent 

over authorized end strength. Please take a look at this paper. 

I hope you are working on it. 

Regards. 

Attach. 
05/30/02 "Projected Active Component End Strength 30 September 02" 

DHR:ilh 
053102-14 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ D_(c_l 1_-. .;;.:_8_/_0_1..-__ _ 

Ul7310 02 
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SECOEF HAS SEEN 
MAY 31 2002 

PROJECTED ACTIVE COMPONENT END STRENGTH 
30 SEPTEMBER 02 

(000) 

SERVJCE AUTHORIZED PROJECTED DIFFERENCE 
(percent) 

,,,,..- Anny 480 484 .8% 

Navy 376 382 1.6% 

Marine Corps 173 173 0% 

,,,,Air Force 359 373 4.0% @/ DoD 1,387 1,412 1.7% 

May30,2002 
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May 14, 2002 4:39 PM r_;\1.Y 

--:/ 
TO: Genera] Jones 

Commandant, Marine Corps 

CC: Gordon England 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld %, 
SUBJECT: Safety 

I just received Gordon England's quarterly safety report. It is clear that there is 

something going on in the Marine Corps that is worrisome. Are you giving some 

careful thought to it? 

Regards. 

Attach. 
05/10/02 SecNav memo to SecDefre: Qualierly Safety Repoli [U0818S/02] 

DHR:<lh 
051402-28 

.............................................•...•.....•••••......•••••• , 
Pl ease respond by __ o_&--+(_1_,_,t-+-/_0_1--__ _ 

/ 

--·~ 

J 

U1731l 02 1 
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17 May2002 

Dear Mr. Secretary, 

I am committed to reducing Marine Corps mishaps, both on and off duty. Safety is my 
number one priority and I am deeply concerned with the number of mishaps the Marine Corps 
has experienced this year. 

In the spring of 2000, the Marine Corps embarked on a number of initiatives to prevent 
mishaps. I appointed General Williams, my Assistant Commandant, as the Safety Officer of the 
Marine Corps. To assist him in this pursuit, our Executive Safety Board was formed. Chaired 
by General Williams, its membership includes my major force and base commanders, and the 
Sergeant Major of the Marine Corps. Under the guidance of the Executive Safety Board, the 
Marine Corps Safety Campaign Plan was created. A first among the military services, the Safety 
Campaign Plan established aggressive mishap reduction goals and strategies for their 
achievement through fiscal year 2006. 

In pursuit of mishap prevention strategies, the Marine Corps reached out to private industry 
in order to leverage their success. Additionally, we drew on the services of the Naval 
Postgraduate School and the Navy Safety Center for ideas and assistance. Our efforts achieved 
success in 2001 and we had every reason to believe that our success would continue. 

I was disappointed to see a substantial increase in accidents earlier this year. In response, I 
ordered a Corps-wide operational pause to increase safety awareness. Since that pause in mid
March, we have seen improvement. Much progress remains to be made, but improving safety is 
and will remain a top priority. We pride ourselves on taking care of our own. The integration of 
safety and risk management into all Marine Corps activities is a part of that care. We can and 
will do better. 

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense . 
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Semper Fidelis, 
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TO: SECDEF 

FROM: Gordon England 

SUBJECT: Quarterly Safe 

0-F''"' ... "~ - .- ., - l "'• ,-;. 
: [\,,_/I .... T~I f I j~ 

SECRcli:=:Y c:: C~~:· :s:: 

May 10, 200~ECDEF ~ ~Ar IO Ptt 5' 15 
MAY I 4 200? 

This is to provide our seco Quarterly Safety Report. 

This quarter we moved toward developing an on-line mishap tracking and analysis 
system to replace current safety data collection systems. We initiated a study to 
detennine a best solution given the legacy situation of more than eleven separate mishap 
reporting systems residing within Department of the Navy. We actively participated in 
~DJ ISD (l&E)/QJ JSD{R~ "Integrated Process Team for Tracking Lost Time Due to 
Work Injuries" and are simtlarly modeling our DON aiwroach. Results will include 
ability to generate reports similar to the Air Force safety reports you sent me in January. 

During this past year, the CNO, CMC, and I used weekly safety updates of Class A 
mishaps as a mechanism to keep safety at the forefront. The most recent weekly safety 
update is attached. During my visits across the Navy and Marine Corps, safety was 
emphasized and safety discussions instigated. A message was sent throughout the 
Department on safety perfonnance recognition and accountability and announced a 
Safety Summit to personally recognize top-performing units in safety. 

Some of our mishap rates this uarter were unacceptably high, particularly for the 
Marine o s in both aviation and nvate motor ve 1c e ata 11ies. 1 eac mishap 
investigation completed, we instituted corrective measures. C took aggressive 
leadership action, including requiring an operational pause day for safety. We are in the 
process of developing a unified Department of Navy plan to reduce mishaps by at least 
50%. 

SPl. ASSISTANT DI AITA 
SR MA GIAMBASTIANI 
MABJCCI 
EXEOSEC WHITMORE 

U08185 /02 
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ASN I&E Metrics 

07 May 2002 

11-L-0559/0SD/12612 



Rate 
35 

28 

21 

14 ... 
7 

0 

Navy and Marine Corps 
Total Class A Operational Mishap Rates 

As of 07 May 02 

.. 
Navy .. * • * * * * * * • 

Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May 

Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg 

(May02=Jun01 thru 07 May02) 
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Navy and Marine Corps 
Class A Flight Mishap Rates 

As of 07 May 02 

Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May 

Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg 

(May02=Jun01 thru 07 May02) 
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Navy Afloat 
Class A Mishap Rates 

As of 07 May 02 

Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar 

Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg 

(May02=Jun01 thru 07 May02) 
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Navy and Marine Corps 
Class A Operational Ashore Mishap Rates 

As of 07 May 02 

Navy 

* * • • * • * * • * • 
Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May 

Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg 

(May02=Jun01 thru 07 May02) 
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Navy and Marine Corps 
PMV Fatality Rates 

As of 07 May 02 

Marine Corps 

* • • • * • * 
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Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg 

(May02=Jun01 thru 07 May02) 
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TO: Honorable Andrew H. Card, Jr. 

Vice President Richard 8. Cheney 

Donald Rumsfeld ·v~ _ 
SUBJECT: Crusader on Agenda 

CC: 

FROM: 

May 14, 2002 3:41 PM 

I hope that if you have any Congressional meetings down at the White House in 

the weeks ahead, that Crusader is always one of the agenda items. 

We need the help. We are working it hard, but this is an important one for all of 

us. I would sure appreciate it if you would get it on the agenda for every meeting, 

and then report back any feedback you get. 

Thanks so much. 

OHRdh 
0~ 1402·2' 

Ul7323 02 
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May 14, 2002 1 :49 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 
Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld -~ 
SUBJECT: Senator lnhofe 

Please make sure we get an answer to Inhofe's statement that there are four or five 

countries that have better artillery systems than we do. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051402-20 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by O S / ')..i / o ?.-

Ul?321.~ 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12619 
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May 14, 2002 8:43 AM 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld 

SUBJECT: Transfom1ation 

Attached is an interesting paper on transformation that Tony Dolan sent me some 

months back. Please let me know what you think. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
02119/02 Dolan memo to SecDef re: Transformation 

[)HR:dh 
051402-15 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_G.-/_l~'i~/_0_1..-__ _ 

Ul7326 02 
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Feb. 19,2002 
JvfEMO 
To: Secretary Rumsfeld 
Fr: Anthony R. Dolan 
Re: Transformation 

I. THE ISSUE -- WHAT IS TRANSFORMATIONAL? 

;,,,srry Di Rh~-

• Steve Cambone noted at the Feb 8 meeting the group's need to 
oscillate between finding a conceptual framework and doing the 
programmatic work. 

• Gen. Keane suggested that "words matter." 
• You made the point about "adaptability." 
• All this elevated the following issue: Is a definition of 

transformation possible? 
• You raised at a subsequent (Feb. 15) meeting the question of 

convoys which again went to the issue of what is transformational. 

As a start to the discussion, the convoy issue is considered below and then some 
propositions are listed. 

2. THE CONVOY - WAS IT TRANSFORMATIONAL? 

The admiralty hotly opposed the concept when first put forward in WWI. The 
experts said -- and their models showed the same thing-- that it wouldn't work, 
that it just makes the job easier for the U-boats by assembling targets. 

In practice, the experts were proven wrong, their database off and model 
incorrect. (The initial premise was wrong or, as you would put it, the conclusion to 
the syllogism -- while logically arrived at -- bore no resemblance to reality.) 

So in this sense the convoy is a perfect example of transformation - it shows 
the limits of the human mind's ability to abstractly deal with reality and construct 
a model that reflects it. 

And this lesson, that of the limits of human knowledge and the shortcomings 
of expert prediction (rather like static analysis in the early 80s could not measure 
supply-side effects and therefore predicted tax cuts could only reduce revenue), is 
a good starting point for what transfonnation is about. 
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3. TRANSFORMATION: sorvrn PROPOSITIONS FOR DISCUSSION: 

Transformation is acknowledgement of the most important insight ever into the 
reality of war- that the "fog of battle" and confusion as "prince of the battlefield" 
means one thing can be expected in war-- the unexpected. And that one thing 
should be unsurprising in war - surprise. 

Transformation is about expecting the unexpected in both its forms - the 
catastrophic or serendipitous. 

Transformation is about having a mindset and a strategy expansive enough to 
handle catastrophe and serendipity -- to absorb the unexpected setbacks and 
exploit the unexpected opportunities. 

Transformation is recognizing that there is no such thing as exact or perfect 
knowledge of the future - of what will happen, and that this recognition is itself 
the best kind of conditioning and preparation for the unexpected and for surprise. 

Transformation is not a theory, configuration, strategy or plan. Transformation 
is a state of mind, a psychological readiness, a disposition of the intellect and 
iodination of the will to think anew and act anew. 

Transformation is not a new theory of war, force configuration, strategy or plan 
but a realization of the inherent limits of all of these and recognition of the 
likelihood - once war begins - of their inadequacy, failure, even uselessness. {All 
plans disintegrate at the point of contact-Von Moltke.) 

At the heart of transformation is a fundamental paradox -- only by 
acknowledging the limits of military planning can those limits be overcome. Only 
by acknowledging the impossibility of human superintendence of a battlefield can 
there by any hope of achieving it. 

In short, transformation is about strategic balance and wider perspective, an 
expanded state of mind that can handle the bad news and the good news. 

Transformation, because it is about flexibility of mind and of will, has a single 
best word to describe it -- "adaptability." 

Transformation in order to be prepared for both catastrophe and serendipity and 
calls then for envisioning the worst-case and the best-case scenarios. 
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Transformation is recognizing that warfare is the story of the failure to envision 
catastrophe-Braddock's or Burgoyne's casualness about the wilderness, 
Napoleon's overconfidence about what the Russians would do (he didn't really 
underestimate the winter, he just expected to be offered a battle of annihilation) 
and Yamamoto and Nagumo's "victory disease" before Midway (the Japanese air 
groups were too used to victory). 

Transfonnation is recognizing warfare is the story of the failure to envision 
serendipity ( often by dwelling too much on the possibility of disaster and not 
enough on the possibility of breakthrough). 

Transformation is recognition of war's most constant mistake -- the failure to 
pursue the opportunity that would have led to annihilation of the enemy e.g. Allied 
forces in 1792 paused instead of marching on Paris and destroying France's 
revolutionary armies (and aborting the Napoleonic era}, McClellan at Antietam 
(Lee had only 25,000 troops), Ewell not taking Seminary Ridge on July 3 at 
Gettysburg or Meade not following up after Gettysburg (Lee was helpless at the 
river crossing), the Union missing out on "the crater" at Petersburg and SHAEF 
not giving Patton the gas and go-sign in September (two thirds of U.S. casualties 
in the European theater were after September.) 

Transformation is realizing that taking advantage of opportunity comes 
through either (a) inbreeding adaptability -- Nelson solved the insoluble problem 
of communication in L 9ch century naval battle (the inadequacy of signal flags) 
through constant tactical discussions with his captains, or (b) through individual 
genius -- Napoleon instinctively knew the right moment to commit his cavalry or 
Old Guard just as Lee knew how to react to real-time intel1igence (taking the road 
by the furnace for his end run at Chancellorsville.) 

Transformation is realizing that opportunity for annihilation is sometimes not 
just battlefield improvisation but a matter of (yes) planning i.e. positioning of 
forces in such a way that any maneuver by the enemy is fruitless; it is also 
realizing that frequently the masters of battlefield adaptation are equal masters of 
strategic positioning. e.g. Napoleon's ingenious corps system, Grant's 
implementation of the Anaconda Plan (And Grant, as Ft. Henry, Ft. Donaldson, 
Vicksburg and Chattanooga showed, was a master of maneuver warfare; it's just 
that in Northern Virginia his opponent, Lee, was another master maneuverer and 
counter-puncher) or MacArthur's "Hit'em Where They Ain't" through the New 
Guinea -Pacific campaign and, of course, Inchon. 

Transformation is realizing that avoiding the classic error of war- failing to 
follow-up, to pursue - is not just a function of intellect and sound theory but of 

11-L-0559/0SD/12623 

3 



will and sound practice. After The Wilderness and silence from the front, Lincoln 
literally kissed the reporter who delivered this message from Grant: "Tell the 
president: No matter what happens, there wrn be no turning back." And Grant's 
troops cheered him when they realized they were marching south. This is Nimitz 
going after "that fourth carrier" at Midway. This is MacArthur warning that "In 
war, there is no substitute for victory" and political leadership failing in the 
Vietnam era to heed that lesson. 

So, if transformation is an openness of mind in the face of the unexpected, it is 
also about a steadiness of will in the face of the unexpected. If transformation is 
about the intellectual -- the preparation of the mind, it is also about the 
psychological - the preparation of the will. 

Transformation is about realizing that war is about resolve, about sending a 
psychological message of will that eventualJy causes in the enemy a catastrophic 
anxiety and psychological collapse. (Col. John Boyd's studies showed the victor in 
aerial combat demonstrated not only an ability to disrupt the normal reaction time 
of an opponent by relentlessly thwarting his usual tactics but did something else -
convey an absolute determination to win. And that sending this relentless message 
ofwiJI eventually caused in the enemy a psychological implosion and collapse of 
will.) 

Transformation is recognition of the role of will and psychology -- and the 
aptness of the apocryphal Napoleonic injunction to one of his generals: "If you 
mean to take Vienna, take Vienna." 

Transformation is recognition of the primacy of will in warfare-the 
recognition of Napoleon's saying - "In war, the material is to the spiritual as three 
is to one." 

Transformation then is about realizing that other great lesson of war - that in 
the end it is about one thing -- imposing one's will on the enemy. 

Transformation is seeing that in dealing in terms like "state of mind" or 
"projection of will" transformation is by definition somewhat ambiguous itself. 
But, because it is made up of ambiguity as well as certainty, transformation is a 
better model of reality. 

Transformation's best working definition may be - the theory of a constant 
consciousness of the limits of the human mind in considering conflict and its 
future, and the putting into practice of that theory through the enculturation of 
adaptability and the wiH to victory. 

4 
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Transfonnation is not a rejection of certainty -- just an appreciation of 
ambiguity. And realizing that, far from being contradictory, certainty and 
ambiguity are complimentary notions. That both are needed-- the enduring and 
certain principles of war -- will, mass, surprise, shock, mobility etc.- but also the 
realization that an equally enduring and certain principle of war is that war is by 
nature filled with the ambiguous and that the application of its principles is 
situational and improvisational and, therefore, uncertain i.e. not given to 
codi fl cation. 

Transfonnation is seeing it work in Afghanistan. When General Franks spoke 
of establishing "conditions" on the battlefield the word was not chosen lightly. 
Rather than attempt to dictate the day-to-day rhythm of battle - to micromanage, 
the objective here was to allow commanders on the ground to (a) watch for 
surprise and avert disaster but also (b) see advantage and exploit opportunity 
through new, unexpected and serendipitous conjunctions of battlefield forces and 
technology. 

Transformation is looking to the lessons of Afghanistan and asking whether 
precision weapons and desmassification of warfare means demassification of 
casualties and an era of more humane warfare. 

Transfonnation is about asking the question: Are we entering an era of warfare 
like that of the sieges of the late 171h and early 18th century ( e.g. the Vauban 
fortresses) when casualties were low and the battle decided not by a pitched, 
bloody encounter but a series of ritual maneuvers? 

Transformation is realizing that in the move from the industria] to the 
information age - "psychological warfare,, has new importance. And 
consideration of the possibility that information may now be the arm of shock and 
mobility (what cavalry or armor once were) -- that the decisive element in battle 
may be the information that plays on the hidden terrors of the enemy and causes 
overreactions, mistakes and blunders. 

Transfonnation is about asking a fundamental question - is the armor and 
infantry of the "heavied-up"division an anachronism? Outdated like the cavalry? 
Or will it be needed more than ever? 

Transformation is contrarian and asks when the conventional wisdom 
concludes a certain kind of war is the wave of the future whether the exact 
opposite kind of war isn't sure to happen 

Transformation is seeing the ultimate irony that strategy and plans, just like the 
stopped clock twice a day, might someday be dead-on. 

5 
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Transformation is a realization of how hard transformation is, that its insights 
go against strong habits of mind. Transformation is about realizing that human 

· beings want order and reason - relentlessly seek to put the data of real experience 
into readily understandable categories. That humans think about the future in quite 
predictable terms, with all the possibilities carefully sorted and 
compartmentalized. 

Transformation is realizing that while humans prefer the tidy, the reality of life 
is exactly the opposite. The most important or decisive moments in our lives are 
frequently not the result of rational choice - let alone conscious planning. That 
happenstance or accident determines· to whom we are born, where and how we 
grow up, with whom we fall in love and critical aspects of our work - not to 
mention the matter of when and how we will die. That life is a place where the 
unplanned-the "known unknownsn and the "unknown unknowns"-hold sway. 

Transformation is realizing that the lesson of the ever-present unexpected in 
our Jives is one human beings run from - flee from - because it springs from the 
oldest and most permanent human failing, in fact the one that started all the 
trouble in world and leads always to disaster. The desire for perfect, all
encompassing human knowledge is what the story of Genesis is about. Adam and 
Eve, who caused the first catastrophe, sought human sovereignty through human 
omniscience. They first did wrong through the mind not through the will - they 
declined to acknowledge the limits of the human knowledge. And they started the 
tradition of humans choosing confusion first and then wrongdoing .. 

Transformation realizes that Clauzewitz's insight into war is really an insight 
into reality - that war only shows it more starkly and dramatically; the insight that 
life - although we like to think we are in charge - is about the unexpected. 

Transformation then is about the human tendency to forget the fact of human 
non-omniscience. 

Transformation is realizing the most important lesson of reality - human non
omniscience and non-sovereignty. 

Transformation is also about rejecting the perfectly human tendency to think 
decisions should be made by the most omniscient i.e. smartest people. The expert 
paradigm -the notion that panels of experts make better decisions - is invalid. 
Democracy and elections are about the discovery that over the long run the 
corporate wisdom of the people exceeds that of elites. (As William F. Buckley Jr. 
put it: "I would rather be ruled by the first 300 people in the Boston phone 
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·' directory than by the Harvard faculty.") Free markets show that over the long run 
consumers makes better decisions than central planners. 

Transformation means remembering if the bottom line in politics is elections, 
and the bottom line in business is profits, the bottom line in warfare is battle 

Transformation means changing strong habits of mind. 

Transformation is remembering that military bureaucracy- like any 
bureaucracy -- historically has had a problem with innovation. (The bureaucracy 
was going to arrest Grant for trying to take Vicksburg. drove Billy Mitchell out of 
the army in part for seeing the possibilities of air power, drummed Rochefort out 
of the Navy shortly after his code breakers helped win possibly the most decisive 
naval battle in history at Midway, and did everything to stop Rickover from 
coming up with a weapons system crucial to preventing nuclear war and winning 
the Cold War.) 

So transformation is not changing this procedure or putting in that commander -
- changing process or personnel; it is not about making the old kind of decisions -
adding or cutting back divisions, or building or not building this or that ship type. 

Transformation is realizing that "hardware" or "force" decisions could follow 
only after much larger change had taken place. That transformation was about 
causing larger conceptual change and setting up a new institutional culture in 
which the famous "thinking outside the box" can be sanctioned and encouraged. 

Transformation means not changing personnel or process - not people and 
hardware - but changing the culture - not what we think but HOW we think. The 
conceptual frame within which we operate -- the paradigm. 

Transformation means creating a culture where creativity prospers and that 
requires the very kind of untidiness that it is meant to plan and prepare for -- this 
means introducing new concepts and therefore a certain amount of disorder or 
noise into the system. Because such controlled disorder or chaos is at the heart of 
creativity, the best way to be creative in meeting the inevitable untidiness of the 
future and chaotic conditions of war is model that untidiness and chaos. 

Transformation is about an institutional culture that welcomes change, tolerates 
failure, seeks innovation and encourages excellence --and sees certainties and 
ambiguities as compatible. A culture that keeps certain unchanging principles of 
war in mind but also welcomes the ambigu1t1es that thinking about the future 
requires. 
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N. B. - Next subject is how an excellent and most recent example of paradigm 
shift -- Reagan's rejection of"containment" and ''peace through strength" in 
preference to a new "end of totalitarianism" and a "forward strategy for freedom" 
-- undid the Soviets and ended the Cold War. 
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Snowflake 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·'Q 
SUBJECT: Prep for NA TO 

May 14, 2002 8:33 AM 

If you think of all the issues we \Vant to bring up at NA TO, it might be smart to get 

our ambassadors to go in and talk to the governments before the NATO meetings. 

They could talk to the defense ministers and tell them what we are planning to 

bring up and \vhy. If they have any questions, we can try to help them out 

beforehand. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051402-l l 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ D_S~} -i-_y __ /_o_"'l---__ _ 

Ul7:;27 02 
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TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld if 
SUBJECT: Memo on ICC 

May 14, 2002 8:20 AM 

Please get a memo to the NSC that recommends that, at the NATO and summit 

meetings, Colin Powell bring up the need for the countries to support us on the 

ICC opt-out clause. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051402-8 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by ---'o"--s. ...... l_")..._lf ............ ( _o_-i.--__ _ 

Ul7328 02 
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May 14, 2002 8:05 AM 

TO: Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1'-
SUBJECT: Cartoons 

Please see if you can get this cartoon from the Washington Times and also the 

cartoon from page 6 of this week's U.S. News & World Report. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 

OHRdh 
051402·7 

········································································-
Please respond by __ 0 ___ 1.o+/....;..1..,....t ..... / iJ_v __ ~ 

U17329 02 
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May 14, 2002 8:01 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '"], 

SUBJECT: Testimony 

The testimony ought to specifically request that the Senate committee take the 

money out of Crusader and put it where we want it. 

We ought not to go up there and not tell them what we would like them to do. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051402-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 0~5'-1/'"""'(..._S ..... /,_<l_v __ _ 
I 

' ~ 
t 
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11-L-0559/0SD/12633 



May 14, 2002 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani ' / 
' ' I 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 
/ 

/ 
/ 

SUBJECT: Technology 

Please find out what this "rapid-fire metal storm" technology is about today, so I 

will know. 

Thanks. 

Attach. . 
Arnaud de Borchgrave, "Rapid-Fire Metal Storm Technology Usurps Crusader," Washington 

Times, 05114102 

DHR:dh 
051402-3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o_s-....... { ...... l lf~/~0_1-__ _ 
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ACQUISITION, 
TECHNOLOGY 

ANO LOGISTICS 

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010 

UNCLASSIFIED 

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Mr. E. C. "Pete" Aldridge, unkiecret~of Defense (AT&L) 
{1J,iZ S11ilo'l-

SUBJECT: Info Memo Rapid Fire Metal Stonn 

Snowflake at TAB A. 

METAL STORM BACKGROUND 

May 14, 2002 

• Mike O'Dwyer, an Australian inventor, developed and demonstrated a technology that 
stacks projectiles and propellant in a gun barrel. The projectiles can be fired 
electronically with variable timing between rounds. He named the technology and his 
company Metal Storm. 

• Metal Storm technology has been shown to fire 9mm projectiles at 1/2 tactical muzzle 
velocities at rates exceeding 1 million rounds per minute. This was accomplished 
prior to any DARPA investment. 

DARPA INVOLVEl\IBNT 
• In FYOO, DARPA initiated a program to develop a Metal Storm-based weapon system 

with tactically useful muzzle velocities, dispersion and armor penetration at significant 
ranges. The program pursued the development of a 0.50 caliber sniper rifle as a 
meaningful first step towards tactical realization. 

, DARPA funded three parallel activities: 
I. A Metal Storm I SAIC team to develop and demonstrate single and multi-barreled 

0.50 caliber sniper rifles. 
2. An Australian Government Defence Science and Technology Organisation 

(DSTO) effort to explore alternative technical approaches to the 0.50 caliber rifle. 
3. A Metal Stonn I SAIC effort to study three Metal Storm technology weapon 

concepts: 
o 40mm grenades stacked in a Gun Pod for use as a ground-based Area 

Denial System 
o Assess feasibility of using Metal Storm as a replacement for the 

Phalanx, Close-in Weapon System 
o 20mm Metal Storm Gun Pods on Unmanned Air Vehicle and Unmanned 

Ground Vehicle platforms 

~ 
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CURRENT STATUS 
• In February of 2002, DARPA ended the SAIC/ Metal Storm team. The team's 

technical approach was not successful. 
• The parallel Australian DSTO technical approach for a 0.50 caliber stacked gun 

system was successfully demonstrated. DARPA is negotiating an agreement with 
DSTO to extend the 0.50 caliber technology to a 50mm direct fire weapon system 

• The final reports for the Metal Storm I SAIC weapon concepts were reviewed by 
DARPA and not pursued further. 

NEWS ARTICLE 
• DARPA did not receive any inquiries from the Washington Times prior to the 

publication of the article. In our view, we don't see how anyone could have 
suggested that Metal Storm could be a replacement for Crusader. Also, we are not 
aware of any research that supports the claim Metal Storm technology will "accelerate 
out-of-atmosphere ballistic missile interdiction as well as biological and chemical 
cloud neutralization." 

Attachment: Metal Storm Program Power Point Slide at TAB B---
Prepared by: Mr. Ron Kurjanowicz, Special Assistant, DARPAJ .... (b_)C_

5
) _ _. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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Metal Storm Program 

Australian DSTO Approach 

0.50 caliber Sniper Rifle Concept 

0.50 cal Test Barrel 

50mm DARPA Concept 
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ficials say still falls a little 
shon of the target price cut. 

guaranteed Foreign yard-wide carpet of grenades 
Sales (FMSJ program,.,_Jl.,_,......,L;.,. _for two miles, firing all its gre-
. d. n s simultaneously with 5-"But Boeing is willing to 

make an additional cut in 
price," said a senior 
Ministry official. Washington Times 

"If it cuts pric Y May 14, 2002 
$200 million, the eal is. ighly 
likely," he said n condition of Pg. 3 
anonymity. 45. Rapid-Fire Metal Storm 

In rece price negotia- Technology Usurps Crusader 
tions, Boei g proposed to By Arnaud de Borchgrave, The 
lower the pr ce from $4.46 bit- Washington Times 
lion to $4. 9 billion, but the A new type of ballistic 
Defense Mi istry insisted on a technology that can fire more 
further disc nt. than I million rounds per min-

The inistry aims to ute from a 36-barrel weapon is 
lower the rice to between one of the reasons Defense 
$4.27 billion nd $4.25 billion, Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld 
saying that th price cut is es- has canceled the $11 billion 
sential to mol critics of the Crusader ani!Jery system. 
fighter project. The technology is known 

Dassault A 'ation SA of as "Metal Storm" which i 
France reportedly roposed to also the name of the Austr · n 
build a new fleet o O fighters research and deve 
at the cost of $4.27 ·mon at company that own ·. 
the last minute, while ing The fas capons today 
raised the price to $4 .46 bil 1·orr-ail't!-11ttdilanical Gatling guns 
this year from last year's pro- that can fire at a rate of some 
posal price of $4.25 billion 6,000 rounds per minute. In
without readjusting the propor- fantry rifles average 600 
tion of its offset package. rounds per minute, which is 

However, last month, the firing rate for a magazine 
South Korea picked Boeing as of IS to 30 rounds. 
the contractor for the project in The chainnan of the board 
consideration of its longstand- of Metal Storm is retired Adm. 
ing military alliance with the Bill Owens, a former deputy 
U.S. chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 

Though he did not rule out Staff and author of "Lifting the 
the possibility that the Defense Fog of War," a book about de
Ministry will reach an agree- fense modernization. 
ment on the price, the official With multimillion-dollar 
acknowledged that it might contracts, Metal Storm works 
push for further price cuts by closely with the U.S. Defense 
curtailing the scope of options Advanced Research Projects 
for the F· I5K. Agency and the Australian De· 

To make the competition fense Science and Technology 
fair and transparent for all four Organization. The company's 
foreign bidders, the Defense new chief corporate officer is 
Ministry called for the same Chuck Vehlow, a former gen~ 
level of fighter jet options, eral manager of the Boeing 
some unnecessary for the F- Helicopter Division. Mr. 
15K, he explained. Vehlow, who has a master of 

.. We are looking at the is- science degree from Massa
sue as part of an effort to ease chusetts Institute of Technol
defense budget constraints," he ogy, has negotiated big-ticket 
said. procurement contracts and 

During the negotiations, technology·licensing agree• 
Boeing also committed to ex- ments with the Pentagon. 
ceeding the 70 percent re- Most of Metal Storm's 
quired offset package, saying work is top-secret. Under de
that its program will provide veloprnent are systems that in
further incentives in local work elude an unmanned aerial 
and manufacturing, he said. combat vehicle that will carry 

In an effort to ease public twelve 40 mm mortar boxes 
concern about continued parts comprising a total of 1,200 
supply, the Defense Ministry tubes, and armed with 7,200 
demanded that the supply of grenades. The system's un
replacement parts be covered precedented firing capabilities 
by the U.S. government- can Jay down a continuous 50-

yard aration on impact. 
An her gun under devel-

opment a small combat ae-
rial vehic is multibarreled 
and can fire 70 rounds onto a 
target in 0.0 seconds without 
stress on the airframe or any 
drop in air s d. 

The com ny's Advanced 
Individual C mbat Weapon 
program, says hief Executive 
Officer Mike 'Dwyer, is des
tined to rep ce small arms 
among We em allies. The 
prototypes nder development 
have a d I-barrel capability to 
fire b 20 mm and 40 mm 
burs · g munitions and stan

a 5.56-mm NATO ammuni-
1on. The weapon also will fire 

nonlethal projectiles for riot 
control. The future infantry 
weapons hardware replace
ment program for Australia's 
small defense forces alone is 
estimated to be wonh $700 
million. 

Metal Storm's submachine 
gun will be capable of firing 
multiple-barrel, rapid-fire 
bursts at 45,000 rounds per 
minute per barrel. The tech
nology is entirely electronic 
and nonmechanical. Its elec
tronically variable rate of fire 
has been confirmed to I mil-. 
lion rounds per minute. 

The technology allows 
barrels to be grouped in any 
configuration required for a 
particular application because 
it has no moving parts, other 
than bullets or other projec
tiles. It also has no separate 
magazine and no ammunition 
feed or ejection system. Next 
to Metal Storm's firepower, 
said a senior Pentagon acquisi
tion official, the lumbering, 
45-ton Crusader artillery tube 
would be obsolete . 

At the core of the technol
ogy is a projectile design that 
enables multiple high-pressure 
ammunition to be stacked in a 
barrel, and then electronically 
fired in sequence. In tum, mul
tiple barrels can be grouped to 
form compact weapons sys
tems of unprecedented conven
tional firepower. 

These new weapons will 
have all-electronic access con· 
trol systems to ensure that only 
authorized personnel use them. 
The dual function will allow 
on-board selection at the press 
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of a button between a nonlethal 
response capability and the 
kind of lethality that will deny 
an area to the enemy without 
having to use anti-personnel 
land mines. 

Vie is a handgun with a 
64-digit electronic keying sys
tem that conceals a trans
ponder. An electronic message 
confinns when the weapon is 
set to fire and which fire set
ting is selected. Pentagon spe
cialists have witnessed tests in 
which the Vie has fifed single 
shots, double~tap shots at 
45,000 rpm, triples at 60,000 
rpm, and a high-energy dou
ble-tap burst at 500,000 rpm. 

Sources at the advanced 
research project agency said 
the Metal Storm technological 
breakthrough will produce a 
new generation of weapons 
that will "accelerate out-of
atmosphere ballistic missile in
terdiction as well as biological 
and chemical cloud neutraliza
tion." 
Arnaud de Borchgrave is edi
tor at large of The Washington 
Times, as well as an editor at 
large o[Vnited Press Interna· 
tional. His account also ap
pears on the UPI wire. 

Dallas Morning News 
May 14,2002 
46. Lockheed Flying Solo 
On JSF Project 
Contract winner was urged to 
share, but Boeing appears to 
be shutout 
By Katie Fairbank, The Dallas 
Morning News 

Even before Lockheed 
Martin Aeronautics Co. was 
awarded a winner-take-all con
tract to build the Joint Strike 
Fighter, moves were afoot to 
get the company to share the 
$200 billion bounty with rival 
Boeing Co. 

Top brass at the Pentagon 
said it would be "politically as
tute" for Lockheed to bring 
Boeing on board. 

A Lockheed Martin ex
ecutive said the company 
would have to be prepared to 
give "noble work" to its com-
petitor. . 

Even Congress got into 
the act, pushing in two legisla
tive proposals for some . work 
to go Boeing's way. 
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May 14, 2002 7:54 AM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Technology 

Please find out what this "rapid.fire metal storm" technology is about today, so I 

will know. 

Thanks. 

Attach. . 
Arnaud de Borohgrave, "Rapid-Fire Metal Storm Technology Usurps Crusader," Washington 

Times, OS/14102 

DHR.:dh 
051402-3 . 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o_s-.... f .... l' ..... :f/._0_1..... _ _ _ 

;- g\ -==- 0 \() .... 



,<I 1 * sf/8W~l<e 
I Do 
\ 1. • 

May 14, 2002 7:37 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ /L, 
SUBJECT: Anny Congressional Liaison 

Please take a look at this Anny Congressional relations. I am strnck by what they 

are doing. I can't imagine they have much responsibility for those Anny 

nominations for Senate confirmation. 

I can't imagine why \VC have 200 3- and 4-star officer visits to the Hill every year. 

I would think, \vith respect to the 35,000 \vritten inquiries from Congress-that is 

an enormous number per membcr-\ve should be developing forn1 letters to 

handle lots of that stuff. 

I can't imagine why they have to go on 519 trips with Members and staff. 

The thing that really strikes me ts the fact there are so few civilians involved and 

almost all uniformed personnel. I think that is nuts. 

Please take a look at this and then see me on it. 

Thanks. 

t\ttai.:h. 
Undated Army Congressional Liaison 

DllR.dh 
05 !402-1 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by ___ r._&-.... /_
1 

r,_1 -_J ___ • -_·1-_2-----~ 
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ngressional Liaison · 
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House Senate Total 

Mil Mil Civ Mil Civ 

£'J,:::,::: ,e E.J2.-. ,:'> f7 i ' ~ ! 
,. 

Liaison 22/0 3 4/0 , ' 
'v Q 2/0 V 0 31 

1' 
£,tltSr ~. 

Support 4/3 45 0/1 3 Oil 3 60 

3 8 

Total 31/3 51 4/1 3 2/1 3 99 
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Office Chief Legislative Liaison 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Army, 

Financial Management 
& Com troller 

Secretary 
of the Army 

Chief of Staff 
of the Army 

Chief, Legislative Liaison 

.. Congressional 
Budget Liaison Deputy Chief 

Congressional Inquiry Strategy and Integration 

Congressional Operations Programs 

Investigations and Legislative House Liaison 

Senate Liaison Executive Services 

Congressional Activities 

------------------- Persuasive In Peace, Invincible in War 

11-L-0559/0SD/12642 
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Legislative Liaison Functional Designatio~·~";'.~~~·~,i,~M 

OSD Definitions: 

Legislative Liaison: Those individuals that have responsibility for direct and 
personal external contact and communications with the Congress on all 
Department of Defense issues. Their primary functional responsibility is 
to provide advice, information, and assistance to the Legislative Branch 
on all Department issues. This standard applies to OSD/CJCS, the 
Services, Combatant Commands, Defense Agencies and DoD Field 
Activities. 

Legislative Support: Those individuals that coordinate legislative issues 
within each command structure or organization. They are not responsible 
for external communication on legislative issues; rather 1 they coordinate 
internally with and assist those performing direct and personal legislative 
liaison functions with the Legislative Branch. 

Persuasive in Peace, In vincible in War 

11-L-0559/0SD/12643 
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y Recent Actions 
--- - - --- I -- -------- --

__ .__shot of Support to 2nd Session, 106th Congress: 

/ •- _519 trips with Members and staff 
-- • 170 ongressional Hearings, including 45 high-level 

hearings which required prepared witnesses 
• Over ~§_,000 written inquiries from Congress, including 
7.00 for senior leader signatures 

1))!>1S: G:_ 200 Army nominations for Senate confirmation 
,cv·i • -200 3 - and 4 - star General Officer visits to the Hill 

We respond to many Congressional concerns. 
Some examples ... -
• Corps of Engineers 
• Western Hemisphere Institute for Security Cooperation 
• Transformation 

---------------- Persuasive In Peace, Invincible in War 

11-L-0559/0SD/12644 
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May 13, 2002 6:55 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Rendon 

Who should we have take a look at this Rendon contract? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/13/02 Early Bird 

DHR:dh 
051302-SS 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by OS/ 3 t / 0 L.. 
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• vance on Baghdad. Now, at 
least on paper, it was trying to 
topple Saddam. "The Agency 
wanted to clean their hands of 
the whole mess," says one ex.
intelligence official, "so they 
gave it to Rendon." 

From his office in Wash
ington, Rendon became the de 
facto leader of the Iraqi 
opposition. He ran radio 
networks that broadcast into 
Iraq, creating an entire playlist 
of anti-Saddam programming. 
He produced leaflets, comic 
books, and other material 
skewering the dictator. And he 
didn't just produce material for 
Iraqi consumption. An "atroc
ity exhibition" of photojourna
lism traveled across Europe, 
rebutting sanctions critics like 
Finnish President Martti Ahti
saari. From Rendon's offices in 
central London, reporters 
could instantly receive stock 
footage of petroleum-covered 
birds, burning fields, and other 
Iraqi atrocities against Kuwait. 

But the CIA had also as
signed Rendon a far more deli
cate task: to help organize, ad
vise, and stage-manage the 
Iraqi opposition. After the Gulf 
war, there weren't many avail
able anti-Saddam vehicles. 
Under pressure from Congress, 
the CIA seized on well
connected, smooth-talking 
London businessman Ahmad 
Chalabi and tried to help him 
unite Shia and Sunnis, Kurds 
and Arabs, exiles and dissi
dents, into a popular front 
called the Iraqi National Con
gress (INC). Rendon wasn't 
exactly the brains of the opera
tion--Chalabi ran the group-
but he was the man whispering 
in Chalabi's ear. "The INC was 
clueless. They needed a lot of 
help and didn't know where to 
start. That is why Rendon was 
brought in," says Thomas 
Twetten, the CIA's former 
deputy director of operations. 
Rendon helped Chalabi choose 
the group's English name, and 
he organized an INC confer
ence in Vienna. When INC 
representatives came to Wash
ington in July I 992 to meet 
with Brent Scowcroft and 
James Baker, Rendon advised 
them on what to say and how 
to say it. He even assigned 
them one of the field opera
tives from Walter Mondale's 
1984 presidential bid. "The 
whole mindset is that you're 

involved in a campaign," says connections to the Democratic counterterrorism, Wayne 
an ex-Rendon employee. National Committee," says the Downing. Rendon has also 
"You've got all the trappings ex-Rendon employee. "They grown close to Karl Rove, 
and a similar apparatus." didn't have any experience, let even briefing the NSC and 

Rendon's trappings and alone in Iraq. And they had White House communications 
apparatus cost money. Indeed, every incentive to chum these office at his behest. "He's de
throughout his career, he's things out. They were getting veloped a niche," says his 
been dogged by complaints of paid somewhere between friend and international politi
profligate spending--even twenty-five and fifty dollars cal consultant Joel McCleary. 
charged with being the p.r. per script. They were rewritten ''Nobody else does what he 
equivalent of the Pentagon's Reuters feeds." Or as the CIA does. Nobody else has mas
$400 toilet seat. In 1995 CIA official put it, "Very poor qual- tered the complexities of gov
accountants demanded an audit ity. They talked about gassing enunent contracting or knows 
of his work. As ABC reported of the Kurds--but most Iraqis the people with power. He's all 
in 1998, Rendon's own records supported that. There were all alone." 
show he spent more than $23 these ineffectual insults. lt was Rendon won't talk about 
million in the first year of his like, 'Saddam has a furmy mus- his work. ln an e-mail, he told 
contract to work with the INC. tache."' Moreover, according me, "In order to honor our 
Several of his operatives in to the ex-Rendon employee, commitments to our clients, I 
London earned more than the when the scripts were recorded am not able, at this time, to 
director of Central lntelli- in Arabic in a Boston studio, discuss in any detail the work 
gence--about $19,000 per Rendon's announcers spoke performed for them by [The 
month. Rendon shot across the with Egyptian and Jordanian Rendon Group]. Suffice it to 
Atlantic on the Concorde, accents that weren't entirely say, we are a support function 
while his subordinates flew on comprehensible to an Iraqi au- to the decision-makers in the 
open business-class tickets. dience. Bush Administration and the 
According to one of those sub- And Rendon, who doesn't implementors/warriors at the 
ordinates, "There was no in- speak Arabic, displayed his Department of Defense." He 
centive for Rendon to hold cultural nai'vete in other ways can admit this much because it 
down costs." While the as well. A CIA operative de- is public record. The New 
Agency's inspector general scribes Rendon's work with a York Times made Rendon's 
found no fraud, he was out- "radical Shia group--suicide- current Pentagon contract pub
raged at what he deemed Ren- bomber types--who wanted to lie on February 19. But the ar
don's exploitation of his open- have a conference. The guys ticle's real scoop was the dis
ended contract. Take the are in robes and beards. {Ren· covery of what was, briefly, 
videotapes that Rendon sent to don} sent a thirty-one-year-old the chief alternative to Ren
media around the world: Be· woman with a dress up to her don's propaganda operation: 
cause Rendon didn't have pro· ass who said 'I'm here to plan.'" the Pentagon's Orwellian
duction capability in his office, A comedy of cross.cultural ,sounding Office of Strategic 
he farmed out the work. And misunderstandings ensued. Influence (OSI). According to 
under his contract, he collected "They felt insulted by her sheer the Times, OSI was to be the 
a IO percent management fee ignorance," says the agent. center of a disinformation 
for each subcontractor he Wbile The Rendon Group campaign. A senior official 
hired. In the course of making plann.ed the ··confeJ:ence for a told the paper, "When I get 
the video he also received 10 Sherato otel in ·-·Germany, their briefings, it's scary." In 
percent of the cost of buying they an't considered't,he dif- the days following the story, 
the tapes, hiring a camera fie 1es the radicals 'would Secretary of Defense Donald 
crew, and renting an editing h e obtaining visas. In\ the Rumsfeld repeatedly denied 
suite. On top of that pure nd, the conference ne\'.er that any disinformation opera
profit, he billed for his own came off. \ tion actually existed. But he 
operatives who put the tape !o'i Gradually, the complaint! couldn't persuade a skeptical 
gether. Finally, he sold the finf took their toll. After the first\\ press corps. Within a week of 
ished tape to the government fl year of Rendon's contract, the the Times article, the bad pub
a rate of $5,000 per minute. , CIA depended on him less and . licity had became too much for 

And the complaints had/as less. By 1995 a new team in I the Defense Department to 
much to do with the quali~ of charge of the CIA's Iraqi Op- i bear. On February 26 Rums
Rendon's work as the cost. ~c· erations Group had severed the / feld announced that the "office 
cording to CIA agents who Agency's relationship wit has clearly been so damaged 
worked with Rendon on ithe Rendon altogether. But Re - that it is pretty clear to me that 
INC, his Langley bosses sim- don simply refocused on e it could not function effec
ply didn't monitor his wdfk. Pentagon--winning contrac in tively. So it is being closed 
''They were broadcasting m.to the mid-'90s to help sp· the down." 
Iraq," says one, "but there w~s Balkan wars. He is, af\i:r all, The irony is that the OSI 
no due diligence. Only the H- nothing if not sup~rb ' net- really wasn't planning any dis
raelis were listening." If the worked. When Flohr eft the information campaign. Even 
Americans had paid attention,\ CIA, for example, e took a before the Times story broke, 
they would have discovered a v ob with The ReAdon Group. the Pentagon's general counsel, 
distinctly mediocre product. w she's bac n the National William Haynes, had begun a 
"The scripts were put together Se · cil (NSC), where standard review of the office's 
by twenty-three-year-olds with she's deputy to the head of work. And as the controversy 
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May 13, 2002 6:53 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ryT\ 
SUBJECT: Harlan Ullman 

\Vhat do you propose I do '>vith this Harlan Ullman letter? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/13/02 Harlan Ullman ltr to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
0~ !302-54 

.••............................••......•••••....•.•••••.......••••...... , 
Please respond by 0) { 1- \./ / Jv 

Ul7337 02' 
11-L-0559/0SD/1264 7 
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'THE KILLOWEN GROUP 
1245 29TH STREET NORTH WEST 

SECDEF HAS SEEN 

w ... r~1F .. DC 20r7 

Harlen unman 

The Hon Donald H. Rumsfeld 
The Secretary of Defense 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Don; 

\1Ay l 3 2002 

Chairman 

This letter expands on my conversation with Ed Gia.mbastiani today. The 
most telling point in your recent Foreign Affairs piece waa, I believe, the 
need to teach people to think (more) innovatively. But how in the world to do 
that ain't easy. 

My experience is that by the time people become relatively seasoned in their 
professions, retraining or teaching them to think innovatively is more 
difficult. 'l'he reasons are obvious. New dois tend to learn new tricks better 
than old ones. I know this bece.use I am decidedly in the latter category. 

The cballenie to think innovatively probably best should start when people 
first come into service through basic and boot camps for enlisted and service 
academies, ROTC's and OCS for officers. !!'or a number of years, it struck me 
that one way to begin this process of stressing innovation was through 
establishing at eclch service academy, an end of course, annual ''battle 
problem" that lasts about two weeki. 

The exercise could be historical (Midway; Barbarossa; Inchon; the battles of 
Alexs.nder, Caesar or Nelson; Desert Storm; Tet l!lnd many othen of such 
varied form and substance to provoke different courses of action)1 current 
(Desert Storm If, Enduring Freedom, Allied Force) or scenario/imaginary 
(from homeland security to the next world war. '.rhe point i! that by varying 
the nature and demands of the exercise from year to year, different strategies 
and solutions as well as ends, means and tools would be needed. 

First year cadets/midshipmen would take the roles of· enlisted and junior 
officers, sophomores more senior NCO's and officers; juniors mid-grade 
officers and seniors would be the commanders and officers in charge. 'l'o 
encourage ·~oint" thinking, every student would be required to be in a 
different service for at least two of the annual events. Exchanges between 
and among the academies would also be worthwhile for further ''intellectual 

11-L-0559/0SD/12648 
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pollinization." Every student would be required to take an academic course 
each year that provided the operational and academic preparation for such an 
exercise in keeping with the role and assignment for that student. The 
exercise would also be graded as further incentive/discipline. And there 
would be no shortage of retired admirals and generals quite happy to 
participate throughout the year as mentors, advisors and possibly as senior 
commanders during the battle exercise. That exercise should be as 
demanding and realistic as possible with a hint of danger and round the clock 
events to test endurance as well as intellect. 

Similar programs could be constructed for OCS and ROTC. Ed has some 
e:x,cellent ideas about doing the same for enlisted training at boot camps. But 
the objective is to inculcate (or at least expose) entry-level officers and 
enlisted with the need for and inherent difficulty in learning to think 
innovatively. So, with this introduction, perhaps by the time these officers go 
on to junior and senior war colleges, the foundations for greater innovation 
will have been put in place. 

I ]eave the rest to you. 

if Wishes, 

rJ ,.J... ----

11-L-0559/@SD/12649 
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May 13, 2002 6:41 PM 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1 
SUBJECT: Including Military 

You do have to include the military in a lot of meetings. Please think carefully if 

you arc excluding them. 

Thanks. 

Dl·IR dh 
05131)~ -50 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by _______ _ 

Ul7339 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12650 
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May 13, 2002 6:35 PM /,, 

TO: 

FROM: 

V ADM Giambastiani 

Donald Rumsfell()!f\ 

SUBJECT: Paladin ,/ 

/ 
/ 

/ 

/ 
// 

I 

I want to know precisely when the Paladin was taken off the web site, by whom 

and for what purpose. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051302-48 

/ 

/ 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by OS { i f / 0 L--

/ 

.,, .... 

11-L-0559/0SD/12651 
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May 13, 2002 6:23 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Dona]d Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Capability Piece 

Please make sure you get me that capability piece on the Crusader and double

check when it was validated, if it is in fact 27 October 1994, or if there has been 

something subsequently. 

Thanks. 

OHRdh 
OSJ302-46 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o__.._5_/_11~/_J2---__ _ 

Ul?340 02 
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TO: 

FROM: 

V ADM Giambastiani 

Donald Rumsfeld V ~ 

May 13, 2002 6:18 PM 

SUBJECT: JROC Approvals 

Let's nail down whether there were any JROC approvals after October 1994. If 

there weren't, I need to know that so I can use it in the hearing. 

Thanks. 

OHRdh 
05l302-4j 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O ~:s--+-{-'-1 J......_{ d_l.--__ _ 

=5EC-f) & F- avv~ 
{j) :-:i- COL C (2_ l( s ,L/f) 

.PC 7 {) /a+ ;rl/ 01-1..(VER_/Ftct> 1:,y re: 
~ v{-/ · -r 7 7 ~Q ~ MM'i) 

Q)~_ ~ ~ ~ -::J72.0L 
/t-€_-

~~ 
(l)-twz 
~

u17341 02 ~k~t~~~ 
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l\fay 13, 2002 6:23 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: Capability Piece 

Please make sure you get me that capability piece on the Crusader and double

check when it was validated, if it is in fact 27 October 1994, or if there has been 

something subsequently. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
OS\302-46 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 0_5~(-'-11....,_._/_Cfl..--_____ _ 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ARMY STAFF 

• TO: VADM Giambastiani, 
14 May 2002~/,4 

Sir, 
L TG Byrnes asked me to forward the below 

information reference the Crusader. 
Response to Question 1: Yes, the Crusader 

was reviewed and validated by the JROC on 27 Oct 
94. There have been no other reviews or 
validations by JROC; however, there have been two 
other types of reviews: the Crusader Re ort to 

ongress, e ; an a ongress ona y rec ed 
lluicklook Analysis of Altecnattyes lo Dae oo. 

Response to Question 2: MIiestone 1 (now 
referred to as Milestone A) was completed with the 
JROC validation in Oct 94. Milestone Bis due in 
Apr 03. 

vr 

COL Johnson 
XO. DAS 11-L-0559/0SD/12654 

jl'.,(J_~ 
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THE JOINT STAFF 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 28318-7001 

mllT REOUIREMEITS 
)VERSIGHT COUICIL 

JROCM 076-94 
10 November 1994 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
AND TECHNOLOGY) 

Subject: Advanced Field Artillery System (AFAS)/Future 
Armored Resupply Vehicle (FARV). 

1. On 27 October 1994, in preparation for a Defense Acquisition"'". , ... 
Board Milestone I, the Joint Requirements Oversight Council 
(JROC) reviewed and validated the enclosed key performance 
parameters for the AFAS and FARV programs. The JROC confirmed 
those key performance parameters will provide the operational 
capability necessary to satisfy the mission need. 

2. The JROC was briefed on the alternatives and 
cost-performance trades reflected in the Cost and Operational 
Effectiveness Analysis. The Council concurs with the selection 
of the AFAS and FARV. 

3. The JROC also designated the Chief of Staff of the Army as 
the Operational Requirements Documents approval authority. 

Enclosure 

, --~·xrrf:\ .. · ·---- ---------
l. L L\.:il~tt..~....... .~ 

W. A. OWENS 
Vice Chairman 

of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff 

JROC Chairman 

11-L-0559/0SD/12655 
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/ AFAS KEY PERFORMANCE PARAMETERS 

PARAMETER 

LETHALITY 
Rate of fire (rounds/min) 

Maximum range (KM) 
Missiles 

MOBILITY 
Cross-country speed (KM/HR) 

Highway speed (KM/HR) 

OBJECTIYB 

12 

so 

48 

78 

FARV KEY PERFORMANCE PARAMETERS 

PARAMETER 

Resupply 
Rearm 60 rounds (min) 

MOBILITY 
Cross-country speed (KM/HR) 

Highway speed (KM/HR) 

OBJECTIVE 

less than 12 

48 

78 

11-L-0559/0SD/12656 

THRESHOLD 

10 

40 

39 

67 

THRESHOLD 

12 

39 

67 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfcld ' 

Crusaders 

May 13, 2002 6:18 PM 

Please find out apples-to-apples on whether or not it is true that it takes 67 C-17s 

to get 18 Crusader tubes into the area. 

Make sure you get those folks to get back to me with the exact timclines, so that 

when I talk about it, I can be absolutely accurate. 

Thanks. 

U!IH.:dl1 
0~ I 302-43 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I 

Please respond by () ··_ j: 1 I J 1..--

1/ \ 
J/ IN 

Ul?342 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12657 
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May 13, 2002 

TO: Pau] W olfowitz 
/ 

' 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "" 

! 

SUBJECT: Anecdotes 

You keep talking about that Eisenhower anecdote. 

You talk about the cruise missile, the GPS, and JDAM anecdotes. 

Let's get those in writing for me by tomorrow. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051302-40 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by _ ...... o ..... :s ...... · .._I ..... I ...... '--1 ....... l_o_, L-__ _ 

Ul7343 
11-L-0559/0SD/12658 

/ 
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MEMO TO: Secretary of Defense DATE: May 14, 2002 

FROM: Paul Wolfowit{l_0 

SUBJECT: Anecdotes 

Don, 

In a snowflake dated 13 May, you asked me to provide some anecdotes on 
capabilities we have introduced in the past despite stiff resistance from the 
Services. 

Attached are five anecdotes you may find useful: 

Tab l is a story about how Eisenhower's career was almost ended because he 
wrote articles promoting armored warfare at a time when the Army was dominated 
by infantrymen. 

Tab 2 is my recollection of the Navy's early reluctance to accept the Tomahawk 
cruise missile program. 

Tab 3 is an anecdote from Tony Tether, the director of DARPA, about both Air 
Force and Anny resistance to GPS innovations. 

Tab 4 is about the Air Force's reluctance to produce the JDAM. 

Tab 5 explains how the Air Force did not acquire precision munitions, especially 
laser-guided bombs, in great numbers until after Desert Storm, despite the success 
it had with early models in Vietnam. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12659 
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Introduction of Armor Warfare 

Eisenhower and the Army 

This is General Eisenhower's version of how ideas were suppressed and innovative 
personalities repressed in the old Army (taken from At Ease: Stories I tell my 
Friends). In the early 1920s, Dwight Eisenhower began writing articles on 
annored warfare's future for the military journals. Then he was called before the 
Chief oflnfantry. 

"I was told that my ideas were not only wrong but dangerous and that 
henceforth I would keep them to myself. Particularly I was not to publish 
anything incompatible with solid infantry doctrine. If I did, I would be hauled 
before a court-martial." p.173 

In 1924, Eisenhower applied to go to the Infantry School at Fort Benning, which 
was appropriate for his rank and a stepping stone to Fort Leavenworth and the 
Command and General Staff School. It was vital for his future advancement, but 
the Chief of Infantry refused to send him. 

"I went to see the Chief of Infantry. I asked whether the orders could be 
changed, and whether I could be sent to school. I should have known better; he 
refused even to listen to my arguments ... 

"A strange telegram arrived. It was from Fox Conner [Pershing's chief of staff 
in World War I and a senior General who mentored both Marshall and 
Eisenhower], serving as Deputy Chief of Staff to General Hines. General 
Conner knew of my disappointment. .. the telegram was cryptic in the extreme. 

"NO MA TIER WHAT ORDERS YOU RECIEVE FROM THE WAR 
DEPARTMENT, MAKE NO PROTEST. ACCEPT THEM WITHOUT 
QUESTION. SIGNED CONNER [all caps in the original] 

" ... For several days I was in a quandary until orders arrived. Nonnally, they 
would have been so difficult to accept that it was well I had advance warning. 
The orders detailed me to recruiting duty in the state of Colorado! 

"They relieved me from duty with the Infantry. To be assigned to the 
recruiting service, in those days, unless it was to meet an immediate and 
temporary personal requirement of an officer, was felt by most ofus to be a 
rebuke a little less devastating than a reprimand. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12661 



" ... After my gloomy interview with the Chief oflnfantry, I had reached the 
somber conclusion that he and I did not see eye to eye on my place in the 
military service. . . .I learned that the Chief of Infantry had been circumvented, 
not converted, to enthusiasm. 

2 

"A letter arrived from General Conner. He said that because Benning was 
under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Chief of Infantry, it was impossible for 
an infantry officer to go there except with the Chiefs approval. Instead, 
General Conner had arranged for my transfer on a temporary basis to the 
Adjutant General's office--which was in charge of recruiting. I had never 
thought of so drastic a measure. Had anyone else suggested to me that I desert 
an arm for a service I would have been outraged. Now it had been done 
without consultation. But with my solid belief in Fox Conner I kept my temper. 

"Under his novel arrangement, a final order came to me which said that I had 
been selected by the Adjutant General as one of his quota of officers to go to 
the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth." pp. 199-200 

Eisenhower went on to note that because of this support he entered Leavenworth 
years before he otherwise would have. Conner changed his career decisively. 
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Introduction of the Tomahawk Cruise Missile 

Tomahawk and the Navy 

• The Tomahawk cruise missile was originally pressed on the Navy by Henry 
Kissinger as a way to get additional nuclear delivery systems. But in the early 
1970s, a group of civilians, including Albert Wohlstetter and a number of 
people from DARPA, begin pointing out that the extraordinary accuracy 
achievable with Tomahawk would make it possible to use conventional 
warheads with Tomahawk in many applications. 

• However, the Navy took a long time coming around to accepting that idea. 
During the 1976 arms control negotiations with the Soviet Union, Henry 
Kissinger was eager to give up the sea-launched cruise missile in order to reach 
a deal with the Soviets. The Navy was more than willing to oblige since they 
considered cruise missiles an inconvenient consumer of valuable submarine 
space, which they preferred to devote to torpedoes. 

• It was only through the intervention of the then-Secretary of Defense, someone 
named Donald Rumsfeld, that Kissinger was prevented from doing a deal with 
the Soviets that would have made all naval cruise missiles over 600 kilometers 
illegal. Today, the Navy has adopted the cruise missile and it is an integral 
part of their whole operational doctrine. 

• It is not surprising that military operators view promised precision with a 
certain skepticism. It's not a matter of wanting belt and suspenders; it's a 
matter of not wanting to take off your belt when somebody is offering you 
suspenders that you're not sure will work. Until you can really believe that 
this kind of accuracy is deliverable, at least it's comforting to have something 
that can at least fire at a target. However, it's a lot better to have something 
that can actually hit the target. The difference is truly revolutionary. 
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Introduction of the Global Positioning System 

GPS and the Air Force 

• In the late 1970s, there was great difficulty getting the Air Force to keep GPS 
in its budget. Each year, it would avoid programming for it and OSD would 
have to add it back in. 

• The Air Force did not believe it had any real value for it; rather, it would be of 
benefit only for the Army to help ground forces navigate. They believed that 
the Army should fund it. 

• Of course the situation today is different. The Air Force has not only come to 
accept OPS, but has embraced it and recognizes, as do all the Services, the 
enormous advantages of GPS for conducting precision strikes. 

GPS and the Anny 

• The early OPS-receiver was the Anny's "manpack" - literally a man-portable 
backpack-sized device that only had a single receiving channel for the GPS 
signal. Having only one channel meant that it took several minutes to establish 
a signal and determine location, while the enormous size of the system made it 
difficult to use in tactical environments. 

• DARPA sought to reduce the size of the system and make it multi-channel, 
which meant it could determine location instantaneously. An engineer came to 
the program manager and said he thought that using gallium arsenide 
integrated circuits he could reduce the size of a multi-channel receiver to fit in 
a carton of cigarettes. 

• The program manager, doubting his ability to do so, pulled out a pack of 
Marlboro cigarettes and said "you mean like this?" The engineer frowned and 
said "no, it's more like a pack of Virginia Slims." 

• DARPA succeeded in producing a Virginia Slims-size multi-channel OPS 
receiver. But the Anny didn't want the system because it would interfere with 
the development of its "manpack." So DARPA went to the Navy, which took 
over the small GPS receiver program. That program was very successful. It 
led to the standard OPS receiver that is in all US military systems today. 

• The "manpack," thankfully, is in a military museum somewhere. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12666 



TAB 

4 

11-L-0559/0SD/12667 



Introduction of the Joint Direct Attack Munition (JDAM) 

JDAM and the Air Force 

• By the early 1990s, the precision revolution was becoming clear. Weapons 
designers were considering a range of new applications for precision guidance. 

• One application they considered involved transforming a "dumb" bomb with a 
GPS-tail kit that would attach and tum the bomb into a precision-guided 
weapon. 

• These kits would be inexpensive (less than $25,000 per kit). They would 
utilize existing munitions. And they could destroy targets with pinpoint 
accuracy day or night and in all weather conditions. 

• But the contractors proposing the JDAM concept made a political mistake. 
They proposed that the JDAM munitions should be delivered by the B-2, the 
controversial and expensive stealth bomber. 

• The Air Force was concerned that if the JDAM were introduced, it would 
greatly increase the conventional warfighting potential of the B-2 - a program 
that was not very popular inside the Pentagon. 

• Because the Air Force was reluctant to give the B-2 greater conventional 
capabilities, it was in no hurry to see the JDAM fielded. 

• However, the JDAM program survived- in part thanks to the efforts of many 
in the Congress - and JDAM, delivered by B-Zs in the Kosovo war and by a 
wider range of aircraft in Operation Enduring Freedom. has been validated as 
one of the most revolutionary and cost-effective munitions in the US arsenal. 
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The Introduction of Laser-Guided Bombs 

Laser-Guided Bombs and the Air Force 

• The Air Force did not rush to embrace precision weapons dwing the period 
between Vietnam and the Gulf War, especially laser-guided bombs (LGBs), 
which were one of the real stars in the Gulf War. 

• From the end of the Vietnam War until the Gulf War, there was a reluctance 
within the tactical fighter community to substitute technology for the manual 
bombing skills of individual pilots. 

• From 1968 to 1972, the Air Force dropped over 28,000 LGBs in Southeast 
Asia. In the last year of active operations in Vietnam, the laser bombers 
achieved a reported 50% hit rate, and Air Force strike packages against North 
Vietnam during Linebacker I were built increasingly aronnd laser bombers. 

• Despite this operational improvement, the Air Force largely turned its back on 
LGBs throughout the 1970s and during most of the 1980s. The tactical fighter 
community in the Air Force was not receptive to the potential of LGBs. It saw 
little relevance ofLGBs to a conflict in the European theater. 

• However, during Desert Storm, the limited number of LGBs in the Air Force's 
arsenal proved their worth. 

• LGBs dropped by F-l 17s, F-111 Fs and F-15Es tracked on and hit the aim
points illuminated with laser designators about 85% of the time{although not 
all these weapons achieved the desired target damage despite their reliability 
and accuracy). The U.S. dropped about 9,340 LGBs in 1991, and these 
weapons accoW1ted for the bulk of the damage inflicted on the Black Hole's 
"strategic" target categories. Still, precision-guided munitions accounted for 
only a small fraction of the total munitions expended in the war (<10%). 

• After the Gulf War the Air Force abandoned its previous notion of smart jets 
with dumb bombs. Precision munitions became a priority. 

• The F-16's automated bombing system was the poster child for the previous 
notion. But following Desert Storm, the Air Force moved swiftly to begin 
buying navigation and targeting pods for most of its F-16 and F-15E aircraft. 

• While the Air Force came to embrace precision, rapid procurement of precision 
munitions was delayed nearly two decades after the early successes ofLGBs in 
Vietnam. 
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5nowftake 

May 13, 2002 4:49 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld <"f)'\ 

SUBJECT: Korea 

When I go to Korea, I have to introduce the plans we have for an alternative, · 

namely to "swiftly defeat," as opposed to a ''win decisively," so they know the 

alternative. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051302-37 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ O_S_· · _I 3_1_,_/_<>_1--__ _ 

U17345 02 
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Mr. Jalal Talabani 
Secretary General 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 

Patriotic Union of Kurdistan 
Sulaimaniya, Iraq 

Dear Mr. Secretary General: 

OCT 2 3 ZX2 

Thank you for your letter expressing the views of the Patriotic Union of 
Kurdistan. I appreciate your courage and commitment to a free Iraq. 

We are well aware of the threat Saddam's forces pose to the people living in 
northern Iraq. We plan to continue working with opposition leaders to prepare for the 
likely contingencies. 

We are looking into the matters you raised and will remain in contact through 
the appropriate United States Government channels. 

Sincerely, 

0 Ul7347 /02 
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SECDEF HAS SEEN: 
AUG ~ 0 2002 

1/'ll..u..1.,sJI ,j,J,Jll "~11 

~taJI ~11 Patriotic Union of Kurdistan 
Secretary General 

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 2030 I 

August 19, 2002 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

It was an honor for me to meet with your Excellency in the White House last week. I was heartened to 
learn of your anent ion to the intricacies of the Iraq issue, <'Ind your commitment to the vision of a 
democratic Iraq. 

The instirutions of self-government in the Kurdistan Region, free Iraq, can be a catalyst for wider 
democratization of the whole of the country. Our model proves that Iraq can be different, and Iraq need 
not be governed by tyranny. We also understand fully that our interest lies in dose pannership with the 
United States. Furthennore, this is a part of the Islamic Middle East in which U.S. support is widely 
appreciated and acknowkdged. Therefore, it is only logical lo predict that Saddam Hussein identifies 
Iraqi Kurdistan as a priority target in his effort lo neutralize plan~ aimed the removal of his regime. 

I am confident that the United States is fully aware of c,ur vulnerabilities in the face of possible onslaught 
by Saddam's army or WMOs. Given the seriousness of the present siluation, it is urgent that the United 
States Government publicly states a robust commilmenl lo defend the territory and people oflraqi 
Kurdistan. 

In particular there is need to train our military personnel to assist in supporting possible US Air Force 
combal missions that will be necessary to repel lraqi aggression. Mobile Training Teams should be 
dispatched to our territory to arrange for this as a matter of urgency. This will be seen as a serious 
deterrence to Baghdad aggressive intentions. 

Further, we are seriously concerned about the use of chemical and biological weapons against our people. 
It is imperative that our fi-iends in the United States make available to us mobile clinics, means of 
protection and antidotes to deal with this serious possibility. 

The PUK is a partner with the United States in this noble endeavor to bring about a democratic Iraq-we 
look forward to working closely with you and your colleagues for our common interest in democracy and 
stability in the Middle East 

Sincerely, 

Jalal Talabani 
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Snowflake 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 
Col. Bucci 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld 

SUBJECT: Letter from PUK Secretary General 

August 20, 2002 6:16 PM 

Please make sure someone answers this letter from Talabani, and I want to see the 

words before it goes out. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
08/19/02 Jalal Talabani (Secretary General, PUK) ltr to SecDef 

~~h,, n Li 0 

................................................................ JJ.\ ..... 
Please respond by O '1 / (j "/ J ·1,..._ 
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Snowflake 

' ' 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Doug Feith 
J.D.Crouch 

Donald Rumsfeld )f 
June8,.2002 

10:29AM 

Make sure you follow up with Geoffiey Hoon of the UK on the subject of the 

technical issues on Galileo so he and his people understand what the problem is. 

He can then be helpful. 

Thanks. 

DHR/am 
r..<;0802.17 

a ---- "/ 
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October 1, 2002 7:27 AM 
C, ro(D 

TO: Gen. Myers 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Steve Cambone 

FROM: 

/SUBJECT: 
Donald Rumsfeld ';).{L. 
Special Operations Command 

I am increasingly of the opinion that SOC ought not to be both a resourcer and an 

operator. l know that is what Congress provided, but I think it possibly is 

inherently contradictory, and we may want to change it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
100102-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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• October 1, 2002 4:07 PM 

TO: L TG Craddock • 
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld {jl 

/ SUBJECT: Problems with Gear 

• 

• 

P]ease find out what this article on problems with soldiers' gear is about. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Bloomberg News, "Problems Cited in Soldiers' Gear," New York Times, October 1, 2002. 

DHR:dh 
100102-56 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 1_0 _,./ ...... 1 ...... 1 ...... /_o_i..---__ _ 

IC /2 ( 

Tab 
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October 22, 2002 3:27 PM 

TO: Governor Ridge 

CC: Honorable Andrew H. Card, Jr. 
Honorable Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld )2 _ _....-'( {\. 

SUBJECT: Public Information 

Attached is a thoughtful suggestion from Chris Williams, a member of the 

Defense Policy Board and a very smart man. It is worth your consideration. 

Attach. 
10/ 16/02 Williams letter to SccDcf 

DHR:dh 
102202-9 
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r"(l"l 0 
t 1'9 

Oct- 17-02 11:38:111 Fros-JOlltST'll I ASSOCIATES 
l(b)(6) T-809 P.001/001 F-610 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

·Providing .timely and accurate in:fonnalicll about threats to public hea1da and 
safety is an increasingly important aspect of the global war on tem>rism. Altbouah 1be 
Bush Administration bad made notewonhy strides in this ma. clarly m<R can be doao. 

c.on,ider • 10 Condi. Karl Raw. Tmn 
• and other ICDior White officials that the Adminilttltion a 

· con · terrorist threats to ~ U.S. pccifically. I 
propose that a cs -5 mmure c ICl'\'ice anDOUDCa11CD11" be produced 1bllt 
could air on national television stations during high profile TV evmts (e.g., the Super 
Bowl, World Series, Cle.) and in movie theaters prlot to the &4fc:ature ldtraetioa... Bach 
taped se,ment could be .. hosted" by a national fi~. such u appropriate Whito Home 
or Cabinet officials (Ridae, Tommy Tbomp9on. Suracon Oenaal. c:11:.) or some odicr 
prominent individual (governors, mayon, medical figures. Hollywood actDn, mmk:iam, 
sports sun_ etc.). Ea seamcot would have a specific theme. 8UCh as how to JeCOpize 
symptoms of a biological ~attack.how to prepmc your family and home for such 
emergencies. the status of anthnx vacdnation prosram. etc. Such anoouncancatt 9bould 
be sober in tone and tactual a., oppo,ecl u, sematiooalistic or alarmist. Rwmi,. at the 
bottom of~ SCRa. throughout the ,epnent could be an easy-to-remember gcMl'IIIDCIDt .. 
sponsottd website listing (e.g., www.h<>melanddefeMeirifo.gov or aomething like 'Chat) 
whffl: they could go for more infarm•ri«n 

The potential bc:odits of such a public awarcnes., campaip arc ~ I 
believe. FiJst, it would serve to help educate an incJeas.iDaly friptened but largely ill
infonned populace with fBctual and actiooable information. ~ it 'WOuld undcncore 
the important point dud the war on terror is still in its early stages and that Americans can 
and should expect additional auacb on our cui2ens and soil. And third, it would help 
instill in Americans a sense of confi.deoce that 1beir Govanment is imeRsted in their 
health and safety and is actively seeking to convey useful infonnation to them. 

I am convinced that the American people would respond favorably to thil kind of 
campaign. Fw1bermore, I am confident that TV networks and movie theatct' OperlltOn 
would ~ to nm this type of ar:mouncement. And I am certain that many 001cwonby 
public figures would be eager to dooate lbeir time to be involved in the production of 

. -~h-sepieuts." . - --- - -- -- .. . .. . - -·- ·----· . ·-· . .. -· . ... ·-···--.. 

I hope you find tbi:9 suggestion helpful. J would be pleased to assist in this 
endeavor in whatever Wll)' you deem appropriatie. Best regards, sir. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12679 

I SECDEFCABJ 
DISTRJBUTic 

:::tCDFF . ... - · ~ 
.',:'LASST 
. .:.ECSEC 
a'SECDEF 
.&D 

,.XD 
',;JSDP 
'. 

CABLECH 
FILE 



Snowflake 

June 4, 2002 7:59 AM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM; Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: High Commissioner 

Do we need a high commissioner for Afghanistan? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060402-7 

•••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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Snowflake 

' 
June 4, 2002 8:05 AM 

TO: Newt Gingrich 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Response 

I checked on the Harrier question. I am satisfied it was there and usable and not 

what you suggested. 

With respect to the refugee camps as a recruiting area, I thought it was a good 

idea. I am told that the folks that have tried it haven't had good luck. 

Thanks-keep it coming. 

Regards. 

Attach. 
11/09/01 Gingrich e-mail to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
060402-9 
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(b )(6) 

From: Thirdwave2@ao1.com 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

~rjdr November 09 ?QQ1 8·2Q AM 
!(b)(6) 1 

or t e sect. 

to the Secretary 
As the war evolves and grows more complex I need a low cost way to learn 

about developments without botherin.s you and your senior deputies. Fo 
example, the use of the Harriers makes no sense to me from the outside" 
and 
feels like pork ~arrel planning by the ~en,ices which would be a very 

' symptom . exampl~ we ought to have af:"least;. f ive battalions of l?asbti~ 
recruited from the United States,,. Europe and the refugee_camps and in 
tr!1t1111Y how. ! do not want any oerationa! secrets. However if I can't 
get 
answers to planning and past events my advice can easily become silly or 
at a 
minimum useless or of disconnected gadfly value. 
Is there a person at full colonel l evel who could be tasked to hand hold 
and 
keep me within general boundaries of factual relevance? 
alternatively I am comfortable i f you tell me this is impossible and to 
do 
the best I can with open source materials. 
thanks 
Newt 

Cc l ~KL-h:l_; 
Q~~lJ 

1 
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June 4, 2002 11 :35 AM 

TO: Steve Cambone 

CC: Powell Moore 
Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: DPG and Congress 

Please make sure you keep a darn good record of everything we offer the Congress 

on the DPG items, so that we track it. 

I would like a record of how forthcoming we were and the fact that no one 

responded and asked to be briefed-on the studies, for example. We should make 

sure we do it for the House and the Senate. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060402-17 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by O I,, i '28 l 01..-
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!ffl8WtffiRe 

2:22AM 
TO: Doug Feith .~ 

CC: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld1}1-, 

DATE: June 7, 2002 

SUBJECT: National Secwity 

We need to get a memo out to the national security community about the risk of 

cruise missiles. I am very concerned about it. Let's get a thoughtful piece 

developed between you and the joint staff and see ifwe can't get something out in 

the next 48 hours. 

They are widely spread around the world, they are versatile, and can be launched 

from land, sea or air. They are versatile in the sense their warheads can be 

conventional., biological, chemical or nuclear and radiation; they can loiter. There 

is substantial risk here. 

Thanks. 

OHR/am 
06072.03 

Please respond by: __ ~4!.jll,!:,5~l'-=~:::!_----------

017413 02 
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Snowllake 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld~ 

Jwte 8~2002 

SUBJECT: Ivanov V11it in September 

Ivanov said that Powell and Sergey Ivanov and Rumsfeld could meet in 

Washington some time between 9/10 and 9/14 to fulfill the statement in the 

political declaration. 

10:36AM 

Get the statement in the political declaration so I can read it and then let's get the 

meeting set up so our calendars are set and no one is out of town. 

We don't have an agenda We need to work that out between now and September. 

Sergey Ivanov prefers a narrower circle as do I. The topic probably should be the 

implementation of the treaty. 

Thanks. 

DHR/am 
060802.11 

P1easerapondby: ______ ~ __ ~_1 +-\o_~ _____ _ 

U1741l~ 02 
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: _ ..... Snowflake 

0 _TO: Doug Feith 
.) -

"""f I I LJ / \,f:J I 

DJ. ( (i QI0:42 AM 

\ ROM: DonaJd Rumsfeld ~ 

Jwte 8t 2002 

?) SUBJECT: MoD Norway 
l\11 

The Minister of Defense ofNorway suggested that NATO be used somewhat fo 

consultation for Homeland Security and Defense issues. I think it is not ab 

idea. We might want to think about how we would do that. 

Thanks. 

OHR/am 
060102.20 

I / 
Plase rQJJOnd by: _____ ___,4.._.p .... r_\ D .... ?,,, _ _.../ ___ / 

,/ 
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INTERNATIONAL. 
SECUFUTY POL.ICY 

FOR: 

FROM: 

ASSISTANT SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 
2600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 -2600 

1-02/0 I ~,,2·rro INFO MEMO USDP · 1 ') w c·" 
! 
J 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

J.D. CROUCH, II, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE l, ~ 
FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURJTY POLICY r 

JUL I 9 2002 
SUBJECT: Homeland Defense Consultations in NATO 

• You requested we think about the Norwegian Minister of Defense's suggestion that 
NA TO be used for consultations on Homeland Security and Defense issues 41: 1 ta.). 

• The NA TO Senior Civil Emergency Planning Committee (SCEPC) would be an ideal 
forum for such consultations. 

• We have been working with State and FEMA to reinvigorate the SCEPC and use it to 
develop Allied capabilities to respond to the consequences of a terrorist attack, 
including possible weapons of mass destruction (WMD) use. 

-- This may include sending an OSD representative to assist the USG representative at 
SCEPC Civil Protection Committee meetings. 

• Under the auspices of the SCEPC, Allies exchange information on civil emergency 
planning and disaster/incident response capabilities with a view toward future 
cooperation. This exchange now focuses on WMD consequence management. 

• Through the SCEPC, NA TO and Russia will conduct a Consequence Management 
Exercise involving 500 people from 22 Partner countries on September 25-27 in 
Noginsk, Russia. 

-- The exercise scenario involves an attack on a Russian chemical facility that would 
force Russia to request international emergency response assistance. 

-- The US will send a small number of observers, including one from OSD Policy. 

• We will continue to seek opportunities to hold Homeland Security Defense 
consultations in the SCEPC. 

Prepared by Anne Galer, ISP/NATOr ..... _H
6
_) _ ...... 
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10:SOAM 
TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

DATE: June 8. 2002 

SUBJECT: 

Countries that seem to be leaning forward and mendly to the US on issues that we ~ 

ought to keep working are Portugal, Norway, UK, Poland, Italy and Denmark. ~ 

Thanks. 

OHR/am 
060802.24 

Pleaserapon41Jy: ______________ _ 

U1741G 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12688 



Snowflake 

• 

• 

• 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Admiral Giambastiani 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

June 8, 2002 

11:10AM 

I 

The NAC is coming to Washington DC on June 19 - 21. Apparently I am 

supposed to see~ briefly. Condi is spending an hour with ~ Others are 

spending more time than that. I think I ought to spend more time with ~';nd 

really give them a meal; a breakfast, or a looch or a reception and give them a lot 

of chance to ask questions and answer them. Maybe schedule 70 to 90 minutes. 

Thanks. 

OHR/em 
060802.21 

,\,:J.\ 0~ Please rapolUI by: ______ _,, __ ~..__ _______ _ 
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Snowflake 

~ 
2:03 PM fr· 

~ ~v TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT 

Admiral Giambastiani 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
June 8, 2002 

""'v / 

fl\ How many cables are we behind in terms of all the bi-laterals and the NATO 

~meetings? 

Have we gotten the Ivanov cable out? I am worried about their concerns about j 
Georgia and what they might do. Here's a report that says the Russian military is (;tJ 
repositioning their forces. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
060802.31 

Please respond by: _______ {,_\()_\~---------

@~~~ 
~. . . , ~ 

~~~ ~/~ 
~ ~- //~~Ul741C. 02 + 11~L-0559/0SD/12690 1/2_~ 



: 

0945, 9 June 2002 
NATO/Middle East Trip 

5-13 June ~02 

A. -- First half p(POTUS l.ener(,2.E.-L,JR.-1,e_ IN v>e.o GR.-.c:-SS) 
Second half.mPOTUS Letter 

B. CABLES 
LONDON 

_done_ 1. Meeting \\'/P~l Blair 
done 2. Luncheon \\/r..foD Hoon 

NATO 
done I. Secretary General Robertson 
done 2. Defense Planning Committee 

_done_ 3. Nuclear Planning Group 
_dun.:_ -t ~AC-D meeting 

donl.! 5. NAC-D Balkans 
dLrn~ 6. NAC -D Lunch..::on - -
done 7. Russian Hi-lat 
done 8. French Hi-lat - -
doni: CJ. ~A TO-Russia Council - -
don..:: 10. Ukraine Bi-lat -

_done_ I I. V-10 multi-lateral meeting 
done 12. K,tzakh::.lau 81-lat 

- -
_done_ 13. Euro-Atlantic Partnership Commillce 
done 14. Canadian Bi-lat - -

ESTONIA 
1.h.1111: I. N 1.1r<li...:-l3al tic ;vli 11 ist...:rial 
done 2. Danish Bi-lat 
done 3. btonian Bi-lat 

KllWAIT 
___ I. I ~1 Deputy Prime Minister & f preign Minister Bi-lat 

2. MinDef Bi-lat ---
3. Amir Bi-lat ---

Bahrain ---
..... ____ Qatar 

Pakistan ---
India 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Admiral Giambastiani / 

Donald Rumsfcld \A 
June 10. 2002 

I need to get briefed on the pay raises. Civt: me a little piece of paper that shows 

me that they have gotten one raise at ··x·· percent. with so much targeted and the 

President has proposed a second one of it's pcrcl.'nt with :W mui:h targeted. 

Thanks. 

DI !K,'.IFII 
Olil\12 (P 

Please respond h.r: ---------------------

11-L-0559/0SD/12692 
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INFORMATION PAPER 

SUBJECT: Military Pay Raises for 2002 and 2003 

June 10, 2002 

• The January l, 2002 military pay raise, passed by Congress and signed into law by 
the President on December 28, 2001, was targeted as per the Department's proposal 
and the President's Budget. 

• All officers got a minimum raise of 5%. 

• All enlisted members got a minimwn raise of6%. 

• Raises ofup to 10% were targeted to mid-grade officers and NCOs (see Tab A). 

• The average raise was 6.9%. 

• This represented the President's promised additional $1B. 

• Above the "by law" raise of Employment Cost Index ECI+ 1/2% or 4.6%. 

• The law calls for military raises of the (ECI)+l/2% through 2006. 

• The January 1, 2003 pay raise is pending passage of the FY2003 National Defense 
Authorization Act (NOAA). The Department's Omnibus Bill and the President's 
Budget again propose a targeted raise. 

• .Afl_members would get a minimum raise o[4.~ECI+1/2o/o). 

• An additional $300M would be targeted to mid-grade officers and NCOs, with raises 
ofup 6.5% (see Tab B). 

• The average raise would be 4.7%. 

• A:& of June 10, 2002, the House passed its version of the NDAA and the Senate 
Armed Services Committee (SASC) marked their version. Both contain the targeted 
raise as proposed by the Department and included in the President's Budget. 

Tab A - Table of 2002 Raises - showing specific targeting 

Tab B - Table of 2003 Targeted Raises - proposed percentages above the 4.1 % across
the-board raises (e.g. 2.4% above 4.1 % is a proposed raise of 6.5%) 
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M ONTH LY BAS IC PAY TAB L E ~;;-~ 
,~~~ 

PERCE.HT/I.GE IHCAE.UES ftJi 
EFFECTIVE 1 JANUARY 2002 • TARGETED PAY TABLE 

t..r.:-·'l 
~:~ ;::. 

YEARS OF SERVICE ~>·J:' 
PAY ::~~3;:·~ 

GRADE <2 2 3 4 6 a 10 12 14 16 11 20 22 24 26 
:..:.---·:--:. 
,_-.,..., 
).: ....... . 
:.··-~.; 

COMMISSjON£D OFRCERS [~li 0-10 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0 0% 00% 00% 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 5J)% 50% 50% . ·~ 
0-8 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 00% 00% 0.0% 0 °"' 0.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 

'I,.-...... 

0-8 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 50% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% t5i 
0-7 5.0% 5.C)% 5.0% 5.0% 5 °"' 5.0% 50% 50% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% ~- _:.~J. 

"tr• ... ~, .,.. 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5 0% 50% 5.0% 5 0% 50% 5.0'11, 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% ~-~"': 
:-,, .... _;J 

0-5 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.1}% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5 0,,. 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 
: ......... ~ 

o-t 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6 5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 65% 6 5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 65% ~~ 
C).3 6.0% 6.0% 60% 6.0% so,r, 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 60'1o 6.0% 6.044 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% ~ :..;.+'" 
0-Z 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 50% 5.0'4 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% i-$ 
0-1 5.0% 50% 5.044 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50%. 50% 5.0% SJ)% 5.0% 5.0% !f~3 

.... -':I.. ... 

CotAlfSSIONEO OFflCERS WrTH CNER -4 YEARS ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE ..... ~ 
AS AH ENLISTED MEMBER 0A WARRANT OFACf:R 

-,5:i!; 
r(" -,:,..•."-

o.se 0.0% 0.0% 00% 60".II, 6.0% 6.0% e.o,r, 6.0% 60% 6.0% 6.0% S.O'llt 6.0% 60% 6.0% ~)'~ ,:-~-
0-2:E 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 5 O"f,, 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% SO"Jf,, 50% 5.0% 5Jl% 5.0% 50% 5.0% ~i?~ 
0.1E 0.0% 

0 °"" 00% 5.0% 5.0" 5.0% 5.0% 5.0"Jf,, 5.0% 50% 50% 5.0% 5.0%. 50% 5.0% I ~ J 
1l 

WARAAHT OFACERS 

~ w.a 0.0% o.o,r. 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1)% 00% 0.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 1.0% 
W-4 7.5% 7.5% 7 5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7 5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% -~ 

~ W-3 8.0% 8.0% 80% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 80% 8.0% 80% 8.0"Jf,, 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% f.;"' i w.z 8.5" 6.0% 11 0% 11.0,,,, 8.5" 8 5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 85% 8.5% 85% 8.5% p:;j 
w.1 15.0"ll, 8.5'JI. 1'40% 8.5'!1. 8.5'11, 8.5% 8.5% 8 5% 8 5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% ll 5% 8.5% 8.5% 

~~ 
~ .... 
r~ 

ENUSTI:D MOIBERS ,,~~ la 
~~:>, 

E .. 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0,. 0 0"1o 0.0% 'S.5% 95% 9.5'111, 95% · 9.5% 9.5'111, 9.5% 9.5% 10.0% ~~ 
Ii-~~· 

E-1 0.0% 0.1)% 00% 0.0"1,, 0.0% 9.0% '3.0% 9.0% 9.0% 90"4 9.0% (1.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% 
f=".1~-.J 

~~ 
E·7 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5.,., 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% ,,-:-,,#; 

E-& 8.0% 7.5% 7.5% 7 .5'11, 1.5% 7.5% 7.5% 1.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7 .5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 
j;lf't 

E-5 13.0% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 75% 15% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% ~(~ 
E--4 12.0% 6.6% 6.6% 6.6% 6.0% 6.0% 80% 60% 6.0% 60% 60% 6.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% I·:-:~ 

~'(,, 
E..) 7.3% 6.0% 6.1% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6 0% 60% 601t, 6.0"4 6.0% 60% 6.0% 60% 6.0% ~ 
E-2 6.0% 6.0% 6-!)" 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5 °"' 6 O'Y,, 6.o,t, 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0"Jf,, 6.0% 6.0% ~~ 
E-1 >.- 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0"/i, 5.0% 6 °"' 60% 6 °"' 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% t?# 
E·1 q 6.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.004 0.0% 0.0% 00% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

'1- .. ,:,--,. 

OJ)% ~ r . .-,,-
CIS 5.0% 111/S 10.0% it ~~::; 

TABA 
m 
I I 
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TARGETEDPE~~~E~CREASEs(13ooA-1) 
EFFECTIVE 1 JANUARY 2003 

YEARS OF SERVICE 
PAY 

GRADE <2 2 3 6 8 10 12 1, 16 18 20 22 

COMMISSIONEI> OFFtCEIUI 

0-10 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% O.O'll, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0'/o 0.4)% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 
0-9 0.0% 0,0,, 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
0-I 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.(J'Jf, 0.0% 0.0,. 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 
0-7 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
o-e 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.()% 

0-5 4.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 2..4% 4.4% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
Q-4 5.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
0-3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% o.o,r, 0.0% 0.0% 
0.% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
0-1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% O.o% 0.0% 0.0%. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

COMMISSIONED OFF1CERS WfTH OYER 4 YEARS ACTM! DUTY SERVICE 
AS AH ENLISTED EMBER 0A WARRANT OFFICER 

o-:,e 0.()% 0.0% .o.o,c, 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

... o-2£ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1)% 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0'II, 

.... 0.1E 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
WARRANT OFF1CERS 

w-s 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.(1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
W-4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
W-3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 1.9% t.9% HI% 0.0% 
W-2 0.0% 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% D.O'llt 
W-1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0,. 1.9% 1.9'% 1.4% 1.4% 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% O.<Wo 

ENUStm MEMBER$ 

E-ll 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 1.9% 
E-1 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.1)% 2.4% 1.9% 1.9% 
E-7 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% t.9% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 
E-8 0.0'4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0'4 0.0% VI% 1.9% 1.9% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 
E-5 0.0'4 0.1)% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 1.9% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
E-4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 
E-3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.()% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 
E-2 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 
E-1 >,4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1)% 0.0% 00% 0.0'% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 
E-1 <4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% OJ)% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

C/S 0.0% MIS 2.4% 
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JUN,11.2002 1:21PM 

sri8W!ffiRe 

TO: 
FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

'30004 

Doug Peith 

Donald Rumsfeld J>/l 
Juuc 10, 2002 

N0.300 P.3 

11:55 AM 

I am told that on the maritime interception that the US doesn't get any of the 

mone;y for any of our costs and expenses for that activity. We don't take the ships 

and sell them. we don't take the oil and money and instead we are giving it all to 

the UN. This is goofy! We should be more respectful of the taxpayers' dollars. 

The UN doesn't deserve that money. It just goes to Iraq anyway. We ought to be 

getting paid for what we are doing. 

Get back to me with a report on what you recommend. 

Thanks. 

DHR/a:.:n 
06102.09 

Please respond by: ___________ &_\_d-._,_\_o_~---------

U17420 02 
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NO.~ P.3 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld {)1 
DATE: June 13, 2002 

SUBJECT: - ~'V 
~ ,...., 

Do we really want to hear the Army Corp of Engineers with respect to the 

September 11th Memorial? They aren't even part of the Pentagon for all practical 

purposes. I would want to think we would want to use something else. 

What do you think? 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
061302.02 

Please respond by: ~-------~-+-1 l_q+-I~-~~------

017421 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12697 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
June 13, 2002 

5:09 PM 

I am cool with Tom Franks being bothered by going up and just giving briefings to 

the House and the Senate. Don't do it. 

Thanks. 

DHRiazn 
061302_15 

___ :..--·---

Please respond by: ________________ _ 

. o·n.i:, ~ 1nitf.: .., . 
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TO: 

FRO~: 

DATE: 

SlJB.IECT: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rurnsfeld 1\' 
June 13. 2002 

5:09 PM 

Here· s this paper. l have not read it. I am concerned about it, and I nolic he 

calendar doesn·L have any time for me to do anything anyway. That's real 

problem. 

Thanks. 

IHIR Mil 

UI, ]JD:'. Ito 

Att.ich Memorandum from Powell Moore re. June Schedule .'i/28/i02: Page 2 

Please respond by: _________ G_,.j_H_·--f)_[_)._· --------

Ul7425 02 
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LEGISLATIVE 
AFFAIRS 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFEN~? lt!lt 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 • 1300 l.;._· .. ,., ... ' - 5 AM If: 2 q 

May 28, 2002 4:30 PM 

~ ,/ // 

,rj' ~ .,?}MEMORANDUM FOR SECRET AR PENSE r r'· ~, . //' 
,¢. //r I DEPUTY SE ARY OF DEFENSE ~/r:, /11111 l j \t 41;/v 

J\~-// FROM: Powel] A. Moore, Assistant Secretary of Defense (Legislati e~s')I 

SUBJECT: June Schedule 

When Congress returns on June 4, there will be a four week period of 
intense legislative activity leading up to the 4th of July recess. The following are 
goals that we will support during this period: 

• Completion of the FY02 Supplemental Appropriations Bill. The House 
completed action on this legislation at 3:00 a.m. Friday morning, May 24 
and it wi11 be in the pending business in the Senate when the Senate returns 
on June 4. The Senate is expected to spend most of the week on this bi11 
leading to a conference with the House. 

• Final action by the Senate on the FY2003 Defense Authorization Bill and 
the beginning of the conference on this legislation. The House has 
completed its action and the Senate Committee has reported its bill. The 
legislation is currently pending on the legislative calendar waiting to be 
scheduled by the Majority Leader. It will not be taken up before the 
Supplemental is completed. We have some work to do on the SASC 
version of the bill, especia11y on Missile Defense and the Crusader 
program. 

• House action on the FY2003 Defense Appropriations Bill. The Defense 
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee is preparing for 
markup after a closed hearing with Secretary Aldridge and others on June 5 
to consider the Crusader issue. The Subcommittee hopes to get this bill to 
the floor before the 4th of July recess. 

• Continue to maintain support for the global war on terrorism. 

This schedule is developed with these objectives in mind. 

SA MA GIAMBASTIANI 
MA BUCCI 
EXECSECWH 

.,,---
( _....., 
. ,;_ I 
\._,,-



Congressional Hearings: 

• Senate Foreign Relations Committee- this Committee has requested a joint 
appearance by the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense on 
Afghanistan. This hearing would have extensive television coverage and 
may provide an opportunity to maintain public support for operations in 
Afghanistan. ~) 

• House Anned Services Committee hearing on the Crusader. The Deputy 
Secretary may be invited to testify on this issue. 

• Anns control agreement with the Russians - A number of committees will 
have an interest in this issue and may seek appearances by the Secretary or 
the Deputy Secretary. 

Classified Briefings on the war for the full House and the full Senate: 

• Routine briefings by the Secretary and the Chainnan or the Deputy 
Secretary and the Vice Chairman of the full Senate in Room S-407, Capito] 
and the full House on the House floor will resume during this period. This 
requires a commitment of 3 Yi hours on afternoons of Tuesday or 
Wednesday each week. Tentatively, we should propose a briefing by the 
Deputy Secretary and the V" e Chairman on June 5 and June 19, and an 
appearance by the Sec ary and the Chairman on June 12 and June 26. We 
plan to encourage G neral Franks to participate· of these routine sets 
of briefings during he four w e period. 

Group, Breakfasts: 

• Defense Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee 

• Champions for the floor debate on missile defense during Senate 
consideration of the Defense Authorization Bi1l including Senators Ky], 
Cochran, Warner, Sessions, and Allen with the possible inclusions of 
Senators Liebennan, Miller, and Ben Nelson. 

• A collection of House friends like Congressmen Mac Thornberry, Mark 
Kirk, Ed Schrock, Chris Cox, Porter Goss and others. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12701 



One on One Breakfasts, Lunches, Coffees hosted by the Secretary: 

0 

0 

0 

Representative John Dingell 

Representative Tom Delay 

Senator Don Nickles 

One on One Breakfasts hosted by the Deputy Secretary: 

o Representative John Spratt, Ranking Democrat on the Budget 
Committee and Senior Democrat on the House Armed Services 
Committee 

o Representative Nonn Dicks, Senior Member of the Defense 
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee 

o Representative Jack Murtha, Ranking Democrat on the Defense 
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee 

Office Calls proposed for the Secretary: 

o Senator Daniel Inouye, Chairman, Defense Subcommittee of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee 

o Senator Ted Stevens, Ranking Repub1ican of the Defense 
Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee 

Office Calls proposed for the Deputy Secretary: 

o Representative BiI1y Tauzin, Chairman of the House Committee on 
Energy and Commerce 

o Senator Joe Biden, Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee 

o Representative Duncan Hunter, Chairman of the Military Research 
and Development Subcommittee, House Armed Services Committee 

o Representative Curt Weldon, Chairman of Military Procurement 
Subcommittee, House Armed Services Committee 

0 Senator Trent Lott, Republican Leader 

11-L-0559/0SD/12702 



o Senator Tom Daschle, Majority Leader 

Special Events: 

• Breakfast with the Society of Statesmen and the Chowder and Marching 
Society on a Wednesday from 0800- 0900 

• The New Democratic Coalition, an organization of 74 Democrats with 
socially moderate and fiscaI1y conservative political views on a Tuesday 
afternoon at 1600. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12703 
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02 11:30 AM 

TO: Jim Haynes 

FROM: 
J 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Jose Padilla I 
/ 

Why is the Justice Department announcing who will and who 'Yion't do what with 
' 

respect to Padilla, since he no longer is with the Justice Dep¢ffient? 
I ,. 

Notwithstanding this article, if the President made a decJ,sion, he could change the 

executive order and try Padilla by a military tribunal.. l don't know why they 

would be talking anyway. 

Please find out, and see if you can calibrate them. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
"Military Tribunal Won't Try Padilla, Just~ce Dept. Says" AP 

DHR:dh 
0614024 

' ' 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by _J.lP..1.."d!::ll!:=91:f/~lP::::-:_· --,-, ~b 

·1 



• 
late SUu. 
forced to lea v _ 
director, former • 
tor general Eleanor L 
start work until the first L. 

members met in closed sessio1, . 
week. 

She is supposed to direct a 30. 
person staff, which is separate from 
the staffs of the House and Senate 
select intelligence committees. But 
she was not on the job while the 

Military Tribunal 
Won't Try Padilla, 
Justice Dept. Says 
Assonated Pre., 

The United States will not bring 
American ten-orist suspect Jose Pa
dilla before a military tribunal, the 
Justice Department told lawmakers 
yesterday, acrordingto congression
al and Bush administration officials. 

The Justice Department, making 
its case in a closed meeting of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, said 
the Unitetl States can hold Padilla 
wttil President Bush decides the war 
against terrorism is over. 

1ney say it's not punitive, it's 
just purely prevention to stop him 
from attacking us," said one COD· 
gressional official, speaking on the 
condition of anonymity. "He's going 
to stay in the can until we're through 
with al Qaeda." 

Govt-rnment officials had said 
there were no plans to put Padilla be
rare a tnbunal. Officials told the Ju
diciary Committee that the decision 
is now final. 

Padilla. a Muslim co11Vert and for-
. mer Chicago gang member, is being 

held by the military. He is suspected 
of being part of a plot to detonate a 
radiological weaJ)Ol'l-or •dirty 
bomb" -in the United States, but he 
has not been charged. 
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5nowlake 

TO: Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfe\d t]f
SUBJECT: Retraction 

June 14, 2002 11:41 AM 

Please dig out what I v.1as supposed to have said that I have since retracted 

concerning \\'hether or not there are Al Qaeda in Kashmir. I don't recall ever 

saying they were there. l thought I said there were smatterings of information that 

suggested it, but that we didn't have evidence. 

What is the fact? Please get back to me this morning. 

Thanks. 

llHl{<Jh 
01,14m.6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ r,y_._,~/'---!_1 ...... /_0_2..._. __ _ 

Ul7427 02 
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TO: SEC DEF 

FROM: Torie 

DATE: June 14, 1002 

SUBJECT: Al Qaeda and Kashmir 

Here are excerpts from your press briefings in India and Pakistan where you 
addressed the Al Qaeda-Kashmir issue. 

From New Delhi: 
Q: Do you now believe that the al Qaeda are operating in Kashmir or influencing 
events in Kashmir? 

Rumsfeld: The question is do l believe that al Qaeda are operating in Kashmir or 
influencing events in Kashmir. 

l have seen evidence, wdl let me rephrase it -- I have seen indications that there in 
fact are al Qaeda operating in the area that we're talking about near the Line of 
Control. l do not have hard evidence of precisely how many or who or where, 
and needless to say there are an awful lot of people in the world who want to do 
everything possible to stop al Qaeda from planning and executing additional 
terrorist acts. 

From Islamabad: 
Q: Mr. Defense Secretary, this is with reference to your statement in India about 
the indications of al Qaeda operating along the Line of Control. A similar 
statement you had made back home in the U.S. as well a couple of \\leeks ago. We 
want to know what's the factual basis of your statement, number one, and, 
related to that, did it play itself out in your meeting with General Pervez 
Musharraf today? 

Rumsfeld: I think what [ said in the United States. and on this trip in earlier stops, 
is what I know to be the facts, and the facts are that 1 do not have evidence and the 
United States does not have evidence of al Qaeda in Kashmir. We do have a good 
deal of scraps of intelligence that come in from people saying that they believe al 
Qaeda are in Kashmir or in various locations. It tends to be speculative; it is not 
actionable; it is not verifiable, and [ believe I made that clearly, that distinction 
clear, when l responded to a question in Delhi, 1 think. In any event, that is, in so 
far as I know, that is the situation, and l did express that during one or more of my 
discussions here in Pakistan. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12707 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfel~ 

Matrix to Hoon 

June 14, 2002 3:18 PM 

I talked to Geoff Hoon of the UK today and told him we would send along that 

matrix showing all the items we discussed and where they stood on whether they 

have done them, leaked them, announced them or accomplished them, so that he 

could have that in his hands in the event he goes there next week. 

Please get a draft of the memo plus the matrix and let me look at it before it goes. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061402·1 I 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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Snowflake 

June 17, 2002 7:45 AM 

TO: Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Press Conference on Afghanistan 

I do think we ought to do a press conference on Afghanistan and show the loya 

jirga process worked and the new transition government is there. Also we should 

aggregate all the coalition successes, the humanitarian successes and the captives 

taken. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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June 17, 2002 11:49 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld . -~ 

SUBJECT: General Hill 

I have to decide on General Hill and what we are going to do, whether or not we 

leave him up there for confirmation and I read all the file, or what. Wolfowitz was 

supposed to have read it over the weekend. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702·18 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by 6 (p \ :i..1 / DL 
l 
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June 17, 2002 11:55 AM 

TO: 

.O'~~FROM: 

.. // SUBJECT: Key Documents 

\\\vlJ. \ I think we ought to have a policy of sending out key documents to the members of 

the Science Board and the Policy Board. ~ ...Q__~ • 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-20 

\ - ( 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by _______ _ 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 
Col. Bucci 

June 17, 2002 11:58 AM 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

/suBJECT: Fonner SecDefs 

I think we ought to bring back in the former Secretaries of Defense at some point 

and maybe talk to them about the plan that Larry and I are working on. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-21 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ 0 ___ 1_! _I c ___ t ..... / _o_'L_,. __ 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfeld 't 
Sensors 

June 17, 2002 12:11 PMd 

Are you going to get a meeting set up so someone can take a look and see if this 

sensor idea makes any sense or not? Give a report back to me, please. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/17/02 FBIS-FtvlN 02-165, "India-Pakistan: India Sees 'Possibilities' After Rumsfeld Visit, 

Pakistan Pulls Navy Back" 

DHR:dh 
061702,24 
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Snowflake 

June 17, 2002 1:15 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1'(\__ 
SUBJECT: Ivanov 

Did I promise Ivanov I would give him a call after I came out of India and 

Pakistan? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061701-16 

. ' ''' /. i· 'JI. L, ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• w ......... . 
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June 17, 2002 1:15 PM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

CC: Larry Di Rita 
Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 101~ 
SUBJECT: Department of Homeland Security 

I need someone to brief me on what pieces of Defense are going into the new 

Department of Homeland Security, so I can be knowledgeable about whether or I 

agree with it. I am going to be asked on the Hill. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-27 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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June 17, 2002 1:58 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld t} 
SUBJECT: Ultra-Wideband 

Who is the person in the Department who ought to be worrying about what 

Schlesinger is writing me about here? Is it Stenbit? 

Please find out who it is and thc:n send them the attached note from me. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/06/02 Schlesinger ltr to SecDefre: Ultra-Wideband-The Next Phase. BE PREPARED. 
SecDef memo #061702-3 7 

DHRdh 
061702-]6 
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June 17, 2002 2:02 PM 

TO: 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Ultra· Wideband 

Attached is a note from Jim Schlesinger. I certainly agree with it. Are you in 

charge of organizing to see that the worst doesn't happen? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/06/02 Schlesinger ltr to SecDefre: Ultra-Wideband-The Next Phase. BE PREPARED. 

DHR:dh 
061702-37 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ 0_1 __ :2_~-'1_,. ::_-i.. ___ _ 
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MEMORANDUM 

FOR: Donald Rumsfeld 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJ; 

Don: 

Jim Schlesinger 

6 June 2002 

Ultra-Wideband-the Next Phase. BE PREPARED. 

SECD£f HAS SEE~ 
JUN I 7 2001 

The recent approval by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) for Ultra
Wideband (UWB) systems represented a balanced approach to a complex problem. DoD 
and FAA provided compelling evidence that limils on UWB operation were necessary to 
prevent interference to critical defense and air uaffic control (A TC) systems. The FCC 
made a decision in the national interest, acknowledging national defense and aviation 
safety concerns as well as other applications of the UWB technology. 

Yet, we need to worry about the future. Here is the background. When they issued the 
Report and Order that approved UWB operations, some of the Commissioners at the FCC 
issued statements to the effect that, based on field experience and interference reports (or 
lack thereof), the strict limits that are now imposed could be relaxed. Only FCC 
Chairman Michael Powell noted that the change in limits could, in fact, go either way, 
based on experience. Thus, the majority of the Commissioners feel that reduced 
restrictions on UWB operations are only a matter of waiting a year or so until the 
"evidence" shows that the limits are too strict. Jt is certain that the UWB industry will do 
everything that it can in the way of measurements and other means to hasten this 
decision. 

Once again, we need be alert to the camel's nose under the tent! 

In order to balance the apparent foregone conclusion by many in the FCC that reducing 
UWB limits will occur, and anticipating the certain agenda of the UWB industry to the 
same end, it is essential that DoD and FAA be equally energetic in the defense of their 
position. Belated and ad hoc effons will not support a strategy that will succeed. The 
govenunent agencies that have a mission to protect the country and establish safety of life 
in aviation need a formal plan to measure the effects ofUWB on defense and ATC 
systems, in actual operational environments. These tests must be conducted in an 
unbiased, technically sound manner and the fact that they are being conducted should be 
widely known. 

The industry will spend a great deal of money to show that the UWB limits can be 
relaxed. It is only with facts that Federal agencies can deal with the still worrisome 
UWB issue. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12719 



TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld [)\ 

SUBJECT: ICC Brief for Amb. Negroponte 

June 17, 2002 2:13 PM 

Ambassador to the UN Negroponte is coming in to see me this \'veek. You ought 

to get your people ready to brief him on the ICC, so he gets steeped in it either 

before or after he sees me. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-40 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by --------~ 
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June 17, 2002 3:28 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Leaks 

Please send this memorandum out from me to the senior civilian and military staff. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/14/02 CIA Memo re: Impact of Leaks 

DHR:dh 
061702-51 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ ,1~0 
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June 17, 2002 3:35 PM 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

CC: Pete Aldridge 
Gen. Pace 
Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '\. 

SUBJECT: De-Mining 

Please see the attached on land mines. Why don't you work up a program with 

Pete Pace and Pete Aldridge and get ahead of the curve? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/04/02 USD(AT &L) memo to Sec Def re: De-Mining [U09336/02J 

DHRdh 
061702,52 
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MINE CLEARING SYSTEMS 

Mini-Flail 

Abrams Panther with Standardized Robotics System 

11-L-0559/0SD/12725 
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TO: 

FROM: 
SECD~ 

Torie I e 

CC: DEPSECDEF 
Doug Feith 
Robert Andrews 
V ADM Giambastiani 

.. 

LanyDiRita 

DATE: May22,2002 

SUBJECT: De-Mining 

It is possible to do what Newt Gingrich suggests regarding de-mining. 

As you know, there is considerable money and clout behind the international 
movement to eliminate landmines altogether. It is likely they would react strongly 
and negatively to such a program with a massive public relations effort: "Why 
don't you work as hard at eliminating landmine use at all?" 

Recommendation. Consider co-opting the anti-landmine community somewhat 
by: 

a. Committing resources to an effort to develop landmine alternatives. -
DoD launched a number of efforts to ex.amine alternatives to anti-personnel 
mines, which are currently under review by the Bush Administration. The 
following are some of the landmine alternates under review: 

• The Man In The Loop (MITL) Non Self Destruct Alterative 
system 

• The Remote Area Denial Artillery Munition (RADAM) 
• Self-Healing Minefields 

b. Landmine alternatives studies performed by the National Academy of 
Sciences and Los Alamos National Laboratories (as well as DoD studies) 
concluded that non-lethal technologies alone are not viable replacements 
for anti-personnel landmines, but can be useful in certain military 
operations. The following non-lethal landmine alternatives are now under 
evaluation: 

11-L-0559/0SD/12726 
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• The Modular Crowd Control Munition 
• A Kevlar capturing net 
• A high velocity, air vortex ring munition 
• An electrical stun, anti•mobility device 

c. Encouraging other countries to join the de-mining campaign. Since 
1993, the United States has provided over $35 million to support 

humanitarian demining efforts in Afghanistan. In FY 2001, through the 
State Department's Office of Humanitarian Demining Programs, the U.S. 
allocated $2.8 million to sustain such mine action activities in Afghanistan 
as mine awareness and demining training, and mine detection and clearance 
operations. We could increase that amount. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12727 



Snowftake 

June 17, 2002 5:02 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (\) ~ 

SUBJECT: Afghanistan and Section 98 

Should we get Afghanistan to sign the Section 98, so they won't extradite to the 

ICC? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061702-58 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 01 / (/ ... / Jl.,.., 

Ul7442 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12728 



- ·-
~ 

Snowfleke 

June 18, 2002 7:19 AM 

v? 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld y ~ 
SUBJECT: Americans in Pakistan 

Please find out what you can about these Americans supposedly seized at the 

border in Pakistan. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Filkins, Dexter. "Americans Seized at Afghan Border, Pakistan Asserts,'' New York Times, 

06/18/02 

DHR:dh 
061so2-2 ~u:z~ '-'P. t ... l ~.June 2002 

11,.r ,,1, , . I ... ~;:~r:;~~: ·r~~. ~::;;;:,:; :~· ~:;:::·....... . . . . / .1-& I ( 1 
SUBJECT: Americans Seized in Pakistzn( ~ · t,,,,,.,,4-< . \ 

Sir, 
)I 
~ an update from the FBI - Counter Terrorism Center 

Two American citizens were detained earlier this month by the Pakistani 
authorities in Peshawar. The Consulate there treated both as routine 
consular cases, so the Chief of Station and the Legal Attache were never 
infonned. 

The two are!(b)(5) hs still in 
custody~]] be interviewed today by a Consulate staffer, and the 
LegAtt.~was released, and he returned to New York on 16 Jun. 

The Consul General and the Deputy Chief of Mission are working with the 
COS and the LegAtt to ensure no more problems occur. 

COL Buccis: 1 7 - -4141--+L---4-QA-45:;..&5~9~1o~sAD,+,A,/ 1~2~1~2&9-
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endorsed, and it would protect The United States, an 
government officials from any early if wary supporter of the 
nation that contributes troops. court, has since turned against 

The blueprint - one of it, saying it lacks sufficient 
several U.S. diplomatic efforts safeguards to protect U.S. 
in the countdown to the crca- troops from frivolous and po
tion of the International Crimi- litical1y motivated prosecu
nal Court - has little support tions. 
inside the IS-member council, The court's jurisdiction 
diplomats said. will not be retroactive. 

U.S. officials said they Council members and le-
were not sure when a draft of gal experts say the United Na
the resolution could be intro- tions already has a "status of 
duced. The court is slated to mission agreement" with na
open July I. tions contributing troops that 

"We are committed to guarantees that misbehaving 
strengthening peacekeeping," soldiers will be sent home for 
said Richard Grcnell, spokes- trial and discipline by their 
man for the U.S. mission here, governments. 
confirming the effort to bring a The ICC statute also de
draft resolution to the Security fers to a national prosecution, 
Council. such as a military court-martial 

The draft has been shared hearing for a soldier, before it 
informally with council allies can take up a case. 
France and Britain. But U.S. officials say this 

Diplomats from both those is not adequate protection from 
nations have indicated that the a third nation that may want to 
draft has virtuaJly no chance of prosecute war crimes or refer 
approval in the council, where an incident to the ICC. 
six of the 15 member nations• "If it's already established 
have ratified the treaty setting policy, let them put it in writ• 
up the court, and all but China ing," said one U.S. official, 
and Singapore have signed it. who described the planned 

"It won't even go to a U.S. resolution as "pre
veto," said one council envoy, emptive measure." 
who explained that the meas- Deputy U.S. Ambassador 
ure is unlikely to get the nine James Cunningham briefed 
votes needed to come to a vote. British and French officials 

The Americans have late last week, and other U.S. 
"drafted something terribly officials broached the subject 
carefully that doesn't talk about at a Canadian meeting of for
the ICC, just 'immunity from eign ministers from the Group 
prosecution.' But they can't of Eight industrial nations. 
trick people into voting for it, The United States last 
we all know what it means," month took the unprecedented 
said the envoy, who spoke on step of repudiating the ICC 
the condition of anonymity. treaty that it signed during the 

This is the second time in Clinton administration. The 
recent weeks the Americans treaty was never submitted to 
have tried to shape a council the Senate for ratification. 
resolution to address their fears The United States had al
about the ICC being used ready vowed not to support the 
against U.S. troops. court financially, politically or 

U.S. Ambassador John with intelligence. 
Negroponte last month tried to But one source familiar 
have similar language added to with the latest conversations at 
an East Timor peacekeeping the United Nations said Mr. 
resolution and was swiftly re- Cunningham indicated that 
buffed by French Ambassador there could be consequences if 
Jean•David Levittc, who said it additional safeguards were not 
would go against the laws of approved. 
France. "There could be ramifica-

So far, 67 nations have tions for future peacekeeping 
ratified the treaty creating the missions, or the U.S. could 
court. pull out troops,• the source 

The Hague·based tribunal said, adding that Congress 
will prosecute accusations of could re-examine its 27 per· 
genocide, war crimes and cent contribution to the U.N. 
crimes against humanity. peacekeeping budget. 

Some 47,000 U.N. peace
keepers are deployed world
wide. Just 712 of them - sol
diers and civilians - are 
American. 

Washington has been 
pressuring its allies against the 
ICC for more than two years, 
threatening to withhold mili
tary sales and training and to 
renegotiate the bilateral "status 
of forces agreement" that most 
nations have with the United 
States. 

In each case, Washington's 
goal was to pressure nations 
not to sign or ~t to ratify 
ICC treaty. 

New York Times 
June 18, 2002 
Pg. I 
3. Americans Seized At Af· 
gban Border, Pakistan As
serts 
By Dexter Filkins 

ISLAMABAD, Pakistan, 
June 17 - Pakistan said today 
that it was holding two Ameri
cans captured more than a 
month ago while trying to 
cross the border from Afghani
stan, while Pakistani officials 
said privately that there might 
be more Americans among 
their prisoners. 

Aziz Ahmed Khan, 
spokesman for the Pakistani 
Foreign Ministry, said during a 
news conference here that the 
two Americans had been de
tained in the country's tribal 
areas, the remote region near 
the Afghan border where many 
Qaeda and Taliban fighters are 
believed to have taken refuge. 
He said the two had been cap· 
tured with others who were 
also crossing the border from 
Afghanistan. 

"I was told that probably 
two of them were American 
passport holders," Mr. Azii 
said. 

He declined to disclose 
details of the detentions or the 
names of those being held. 

Later in the day, a senior 
Pakistani intelligence official 
who spoke on the condition of 
anonymity said that the nation -
ality of the two men, who have 
been in custody since early 
May, had been "reasonably as
certained" and that the United 
States was being notified about 
them, though officials in 

11-L-0559/0SD/12730 

Washington said today that 
they had heard nothing. 

Yet there are strong indi
cations that a number of 
American officials have known 
about the captives' nationality 
for some time. The Associated 
Press said in a repon that, ac· 
cording to a senior Pakistani 
Interior Ministry official, 
F .B .I. agents bad questioned 
the two men. And Pakistani of. 
ficials suggested that the proc
ess of verifying the prisoners' 
claims of American nationality 

as slowed down, with 
American concurrence, to give 
the Pakistanis time to interro
gate them. 

Law enforcement officials 
in Pakistan are not constrained 
by American law; nor are they 
ordinarily constrained by 
American-style rules that 
would limit their powers dur· 
ing interrogations. 

In Washington, officials at 
both the State Department and 
the White House expressed 
puzzlement at the reportS and 
insisted that they had no 
knowledge of any Americans 
taken into custody after enter
ing Pakistan from Afghanistan. 

"I have just found nothing 
to substantiate this,• one senior 
American official said. "I've 
asked direct, point-blank ques
tions, and I have just heard 
nothing to substantiate those 
stories either last week or this 
week." 

Richard Boucher, the State 
Department spokesman, said: 
"We've seen these reports, and 
we're seeking fw-ther informa
tion from the Pakistani authori
ties. But like many of these 
stories that have been circulat
ing for the last week or so, we 
don't have anything on it.'' 

He added that the United 
States was "at this point, seek
ing information from the Paki
stani authorities." 

The detentions of Ameri
cans wouJd raise troubling 
questions for the Bush admini
stration, which has already 
drawn criticism for not grant
ing prisoner-of.war status to 
suspected Qaeda and Taliban 
fighters captured in Afghani
stan. 

The administration has 
also drawn criticism for its 
handling of Jose Padilla, the 
Brooklyn-born man suspected 
of Qaeda ties and declared an 
"enemy combatant." He has 
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Snowllake 

June 18, 2002 7:26 AM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld vA 
SUBJECT: Recruiting Assistance 

What do you think about recruiting other countries to help us find Osama bin 

Laden? Some kind of a "share the effort" approach could perhaps include people, 

finance, intelligence assets, rewards, etc. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061802-3 

•••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Ul7445 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12731 



June 18, 2002 8:18 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: NSC 68 

Please get me a copy ofNSC 68, written by Paul Nitze. Paul Wolfowitz can tell 

you how to get it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061802-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Pl db ,]· 1.., "·/ ease respon '.Y --" ,_:"..!..I -,L,-=-t 1....:.·:>.....:cv __ _ 

. a>'n.! o· r.., ... 
·- J, :': l M-,,.$:. 

Ul744Ci 02 
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June 18, 2002 9:05 AM / 

~ / 

TO: 

FROM: 

V ADM Giambastiani 

Dona]d Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: NSA Program vs. Leaks 

I want to see some paper on the NSA program against 1eak . 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061802-10 

tr 
C.,-c\ 

I' 

C.01.- 1-,Jo~µ,,~;J 

l}.J~ ~lOC, 

.............................................................. ( ~e~ ~--·~· ...JJ,.... 
Please respond by o l,, I 'l ~; / ·:> -'°' 
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• NaJional Security Agency/Central 
Security Service Representative, Defense 

20 June 2002 

To: VADM Glambastiani 

Subject: NSA Program Vs Leaks 

Ref: SecDef comment, "I want to see some paper on the NSA program against leaks. 

Sir-

Attached are items (desk note, video, and prints of posters) from Gen Hayden on this subject. I 
am also enclosing a copy of an information sheet that we provided in response to media/public 
queries. Actual posters were given to President Bush and members of his party during their 
visit to NSA on 4 June. Posters have not yet been distributed to anyone else, We hope to 
complete internal coordination and distribute posters to senior DoD leadership (including the 
combatant commanders) within the next month . 

• lease let us know if you need any further information. 

VR, 

~ 
Col Ron Norman 

Deputy, NSA/CSS Representative, Defense 
l(b)(6) I 

• 
11-L-0559/0SD/12734 



DIRECTOR 

26 April 2002 

TO: SECDEF DEPSECDEF 

THRU: ASD (C3I) 

SUBJECT: (U) NSA/CSS Information Security 

Awareness Campaign 

(U//FO)JO) The National Security Agency 
recently initiated a campaign to stress the importance 
of information security during wartime. We hope t:o 
convey to military personnel the absolute necessity of 
using secure communication methods and practicing 
good computer security in order to protect sensitive 

information. 

(U//F()UO) This campaign, patterned after 
security awareness efforts used during World War II, 
has three major components: a celebrity public service 
announcement broadcast on Armed Forces Television 
and Radio Network, a series of prints dis tributed to 
senior military and civilian DoD officials and . ' 
advertisements in the Military Ti.mes print and on line 
publications. This is NSA's first use of these venues to 
increase information security awareness. 

UNCLASSIFIED//FGR OPFICIAl, USl~ ON LY 

11-L-0559 

UNCLASSJFJED//FOR OFFICIAi~ USE ONLY 

• 
(U//FOIJ6(Sylvester Stallone donaterl his 

time to appear in the public service announcement. 
American artist Richanl Waldrep, who designs 
stamps for the U.S. Postal Service, created the 
artwork, one design fo,· each service branch. Copies 
of the video and prints arc enclosed. 

(U//FOTIO) I be lieve we 11111st: continue 

efforts to ra ise the awanrness of om· personnel to 
this critical element of our war11g-hting and 
defensive sti·ntcgics. Our vigilance in protecting 
inform:lt.ion is essential to our victory over 
terrorism and the safe return of our fighting men 

And women. 

Ends: a/s 

vR. 
·~ 

MICHAEL V. JTAYDEN 
Lieutenant Genornl, USAF 

cc: USD (AT&L) 
usn <P> 
PDASD(C3I) 
DASO (Intel) 

UNCl,ASSIFIED//FOR OFPICIAI, USE ONIN 
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June 18, 2002 5:28 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 
V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1~ 
SUBJECT: Missile Defense Briefing 

Please have Cambone or someone give me a missile defense briefing, so I can see 

it before we get ready to brief the President at some point. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061802-14 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ O_G......;j_i_-J__,_/ _O_L __ _ 

Ul7448 02 
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June 19, 2002 7:17 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 
Col. Bucci 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1)~ 
SUBJECT: Arnb. Negropontc 

Please cancel me out of this meeting with Ambassador Negroponte, and instead 

have him see Crouch, Wolfowitz, Haynes, Marshall Billingslea or whoever we 

have to have talk to him on this ICC matter. 

I am concerned about the way the UN is handling these things, but talking to the 

UN doesn't help-it is talking to the State Department that is going to get it done. 

So please get me out of the 3-3:30 p.m. meeting. 

Thanks. 

DIIR:dh 
061902-l 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ CX_··_'"'+-[ 1_· ·_,1 f_._) _v-__ _ 

Ul7449 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12737 
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June 19, 2002 7:21 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Torn White 

FROM: Donald Rumsf eld 1) [\.. 
SUBJECT: Anny Corps of Engineers 

I notice they are proposing an overhaul of the Army Corps of Engineers. I think 

we ought to overhaul it right out of the Department of Defense. 

Let's get a team together to start thinking how we do that. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061902-2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_ .... _;_·1 ...... f_1_f'._1 .L..I _0_·1.--__ _ 

Ul74SO 02-·· 
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Snowftake 

TO: 

FROM: 

V ADM Giambastiani 
Col. Bucci 

Donald Rumsfeld f /"-
SUBJECT: Brief on North Korea Intel 

July 31, 2002 7:51 AM 

I need to get briefed on the North Korean intel situation with respect to the agreed 

framework. It should probably happen sometime in the next week. 

Thanks. 

llHR.dh 
071102·4 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_~_../_/..._' .c:_1 _/ ~_1,..-__ _ 

Ul7452 /03 
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p 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'yi' 

SUBJECT: State Department Detailecs 

June 19, 2002 7:59 AM 

I told Colin Powell you were the person working with State to sort out what kinds 

of detailecs we ought to have going back and forth. 

Thanks. 

l)[IR dh 
Ob1902-7 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by---~-~-~--

Ul7453 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12740 
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Snowflake 

June 19, 2002 8:32 AM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: NATO 

Please take a look at this Newt Gingrich memo, get your folks thinking about 

those things and tell me what you think. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/18/02 Gingrich e-mail to SecDef: NATO Visit Wednesday 

DHR:dh 
061902-9 

J 

I 

Ul7454 02 
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From: Thirdwave2@aol.com 

Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2002 10:24 PM 

To: !{b)(6) !; Ed.Giambastiani@osd.pentagon.mil: 

Subject: for secdef-nato visit Wednesday 

for secdef 
depsecdef 
from newt 6/18/02 

NATO visit Wednesday 

Page 1 of2 

SECDEf HAS SEEN 
JUN 19 2002 

Kernan allowed me to spend time with the NATO military council on Tuesday at 
JFCOM and a couple of ideas hit me that might be useful in your meeting. 

I start with the premise that NATO is important to us, that extending its 
standardization and routine interoperability is a building block of our future and that 
we would like a future with NATO more involved with America better than a future in 
which NATO declines and the Europeans go off on their own. 

The following suggestions are offered in that light: 

1. Transformation should be a franchisable commodity in which our NATO allies can 
tie into our capital investment and get dramatically more reach and effectiveness 
per dollar. 

2. Transforming together will require significant law changes in both Europe and the 
US to create a more worldwide open architecture system in which common systems 
can be licensed and built locally. For example, a radio for special forces could be 
built under license by many local industries but could tie into our world 
communication net. It would actually be a team building exercise to jointly identify 
the legal changes needed and be fighting for them in the US and Europe 
simultaneously. It would also prove mutual good faith. 

3. SACLANT/JFCOM should be strengthened and should become the innovation 
and transformational training center for NATO as well as the US. As a component of 
this every NATO member should commit 20% of their training dollars to 
multinational transformational training and SACLANT/JFCOM should be the 
coordinator and integrator of these innovative efforts. This would require a 
significantly larger NATO foot print at JFCOM. 

4. NATO should succeed the US in the fulfillment strategy phase of Afghanistan and 
over the next 18 months responsibilities should leave the American-Centcom 
system and shift to a new NATO Afghan command 

6/19/2002 
11-L-0559/0SD/12742 



- ' . Page 2 of2 

5. NATO should succeed the US in the Sinai and a NATO battalion should stand I 
watch between Egypt and Israel (this will take some doing but could be done). J 
6. NATO needs a permanent office across 17th street from the Old Executive Office 
Building. The number two person in NATO should be assigned there. If NATO is to 
retain vitality it has to have a constant understanding of the Washington 
environment. It was Dill's close working relationship with Marshall which enabled 
the British-American alliance to work so well. Without the large British presence in 
Washington and DiWs constant dialogue with Marshall the system could not have 
been nearly as effective. 

7. As part of this closer more systematic relationship the Europeans should shift the 
$6billion they are about to waste on a second Global Positioning System into buying 
transformational capabilities with the understanding the $6 billion will be spent on 
European industries licensed to develop and produce 21st century transformational 
equipment. 

6/19/2002 
11-L-0559/0SD/127 43 
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June 19, 2002 4:46 PM 

TO: David Chu 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~,/l 
SUBJECT: Disabled Retirees 

What percentage of the retirees from the U.S. Anned Forces, by Service, are 

disabled? 

l was talking to Co1in Powel} the other day, and he te11s me he is disabled because 

of hearing Joss. I said, "Everyone at age 60 is disabled because of hearing loss. 

\Vhy do we all run around saying, '\Vhat?"' 

I would like to know what the numbers are. I am told the pattern now is that every 

person, when they are getting ready to retire, goes and gets a checkout physical. If 

there is anything different from when they came in at age 17, they are disabled. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061902-14 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ 0_1~/ ........ 1 ~q_( _0_1.--__ _ 

Ul7455 02 

11-L-0559/0SD/12744 

';....; 

t! 



June 19, 2002 4:49 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'Qr--
SUBJECT: Rewards 

My recollection is that the Deputies Committee was supposed to sort out the 

rewards system. My impression is that we have not given out any rewards, the 

rewards are not providing any incentive and we are missing the value of a tool that 

could be helpful. 

What has the Deputies Committee figured out? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
061902-15 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o_-,_l_l_"k---'-/ 0_2..-__ _ 

U17456 02 · 
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May 13, 2002 4:47 PM 

TO: Steve Cambone 

CC: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1), 
SUBJECT: Studies 

My impression is that an awful lot of the studies the DPG calls for are for the 

Services to do the studies. 

I think we ought to make sure the Joint Staff gets involved with those studies, 

rather than just the Services. I think we will get a better product. -. : 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
051302·36 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ 
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10:27 AM 
TO: John Stenbit 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '.) 

DATE: June 8, 2002 ;" 

/ 
/ 

SUBJECT: GALILEO 

I need a very simpJe one-pager explaining to me what the technical problems BM 

wi1h Galileo. 

Thanks. 

" 



COMM.t.ND. CONTIIOL, 
COMMUNICATIONS. ANO 

INTIEU.IGl:NCE 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
6000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301·8000 

INFO MEMO 

zm2 .JU'.! I 2 P:1 6: f o 

June 12, 2002 9:19 AM 

TO: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: clroHN P. STENBIT ~!~ t/;z/o-z-

SUBJECT: Galileo 

• In reply to your question about the technical problems with Galileo, the overriding 
problem is the potential overlay of our military code. If that happens, and a Galileo 
receiver falls into the wrong hands, we would have to jam their signal in an area of 
conflict, and our signal would be jammed as well. We can mitigate this problem, 
but at increased difficulty. 

• We have no problem with the EU1s moving forward, provided they meet our four 
objectives: 

• That the performance of any civil terminal be better in the presence of both 
GPS and Galileo satellites in the field of view than with one or the other alone. 

• That there be no interference with the frequency used by our military codes. 

• That Galileo does not initiate a regulatory regime,that would force the U.S. to 
have a Galileo receiver in order to fly aircraft in Europe, or on ships to enter 
European ports. 

• That NA TO not be expected to fund the Galileo shortfall through member 
nations' military funding. ' ~ 0 ~ ~ 

• Perhaps the greatest problem with GPS at the current time is that both the HASC / ju_ t . 
and the SASC reduced the funds we asked for to increase the power of the next l''-':f :;i. 

several GPS satellites, once again postponing some easily provided anti-jam ~ffe-J r\ '/£Jr 
protection for this most valuable system. We need to make sure we provide the LJ 
best GPS system before we worry about what the Europeans are doing. 

Prepared by: Ray Swider, C3I~ ... ~b-)(_
6

) __ _, 

0 
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N0.273 P.2 

3:20 AM 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Admiral Giambastiani 

Larry Di Rita 

DonaJd Rumsfeld V f'
June 8, 2002 

I do think we ought to keep meeting with the senior military officials everywhere I 

go. 

Thanks. 

DHR/un 
060802.04. 

---Pleaserapondby: ______________ _ 

' ' :;;;; .. , 
r- _;..· 

I ,r . 
~ I 

{.,.,/ : 

~- ) 
; 

11-L-0559/0SD/1274ij l? 4 59 OZ 

J 

l 

c,• 



., JIJ'l . 9 . 2002 5: 4SAM !(b)(6) 

• s'YY8WmiRe 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld fl--. 
DA TE: June 8, 2002 

SUBJECT: 

Should we do anything about this Crusader article? 

Thanks. 

DHR/un 
060802.04. 

attach: C"'satkr Boo1ttn Fin Back at Rum.rfeld Wlllllqton Pott. 6/6/02 

N0.273 P. 11 

3:26AM 

Pltlllffrespondl,y: _____ , ..... l,_i __ \o_~ ________ _ 
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News Home - :iltlQQ1 • .tl!!R REUT 

Click Here for 50% Off The New York'Times 
J:IQml roo stor1es Builow 1Gb. Polltics .~ ].ggl Entertajrvnent lQQl1I ~ Science .tl.tiilll. e.vJ.U 

Polltlcs ·&.arch ] INeWl 

~ I Af. I B1ut1t1 I USA TODA)'. I Ne.a 

Crusader Boosters Fire Back at Rumsfeld 

Thu Jun 6, I :02 PM ET I Full Coverage 

In-depth coverage about 
By Jim Wolf UJS, ymta~ · 

. Rel•tad News StorJH 
W~HINGTON (Reuters) - A group of prominent old U.S. • u.s"NATQD1KYNNucJear 
wamors accused Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld on Thursday Dmu. A.uociated Proa• 
of "madcap" misbranding of the Anny's next-aencration Crusader (1un 6 2002) 
artillery gun to keep Congress from reversing hia armbbing 9fthe , Bpth ~tic SUIPOP4 by 
$11 billion program. mi.Lirln!. San Franci100 

Cbrooiclo (Jlltl 5, 2002) 
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''The Department of Defense (nm·~ 
.mw cancellation of Cruaadcr i1 a madcap, 
ill-conceived effort to junk a much-needed 
weapon system by misbranding it as 'Cold 
War' and not in vogue with 
transformation," three Army boosters said 
in a statement. 

811nm Pm>12 . 

• B 1PDlfc\d Cautious on 
ebilippipn Qpcntion• • 
Wuhiqtou. Pott (Jun S, 
2002) 

, MadM C9IPJ ro&Y e1rabtish 
ICPUlt.o smm&l gpmtiona 
!ms - USA Today (1un 5, 
2002) 
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S. . .: • .A ~ _ 1 B C" w-., • BV1D1fi:Jd Botim Eurooe. __ 1gnmg were rew~ ,our-star Army gcngi11.1S arry Mc a..,JJ"'', the Am tour. Aaociated Pren ~ 
White House Nlltional Dnig Policy director from 1995 to 2001; <* :,. :LOOl) l~flfM"I 
David Maddox, a former commander in chief of the U.S. Army in ~ co, 
Europe; and Joe Reeder, a former undersecretary of the A:tmy. 

The statement marked the Jatest shot in a rear-auaro battle to save 
the Crusader, a sc:lf .. propelled howitzer designed to fire 1SS mm 
shells more than 25 miles. 

About $2 billion has already been spent on the big gun, designed 
by United Defense Industries Inc. to be the most technologically 
advancCC, ground combat system when it wa.a to have been fielded 
in 2008. A trade group formed by United Defense wu staging a 
briefing on the weapon in Washington later on Thursday. 

The Crusader is the most prominent weapons program to face 
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l cancellation since 199 l, when then-Defense Secretary Dick , Om: dchtto the VS .. The 

Ouardian (UK). (Jun 4, 2002) Cheney (nmD - web site.,) killed the Navys A-12 fighter jet 
proaram. Litigation challenging that deeision is pendina. 

In asking Congress to kill the program. Rwnsfeld said on May 8 
his decision involv~ 11a strategy of warfare - a strategy that drives 
the choices that we must make at?out how best to prepare our total 
forces for tho future." 

QUESTIONS IN CONGRESS 

Mm.
Feature AltJCIH 

• A !Ilk he never lcnew • 
Baltimore Sun (Jun IS, 2002) 

• Muyum hQnon WWlL 
xecmm -·Boston Globe (Jun 
6, 2002) 

• When duty ca11e4 they 
r:cappnd.ed dclpjtc pcaooal 

On Capitol Hill. where the fate of Crusader is in a legislative £QI!• Newsday (Jun 4, 2002) 
limbo, House of Representatives Republican Conference Chairman Related W•b Site• 
J.C. Watts and three other lawmalcen aSkcd Rumsfeld on • Bo4Pcina Frm;dQm. overview 
Wednesday to hand over internal documents on the rationale for of opcratiom in Afghanistan 
kilting Crusader. &om 1ba U.S. MiHtuy 

Coa1?al Command. 

Watts is a Republican from Oklahoma, where the Crusader was to 
be assembled. Joining in his request were Republicans Duncan 
Hunter of California and Curt Weldon of Pennsylvania and 
democrat Jim Moran ofVirginiL The Pentagon (nmn - web siteO 
did not immediately reapond to a query about when and how it 
would reply to the lawmakers. 

Last month, the House passed its version of a spending resolution 
that would maintain $475 million in funclin& for Crusader in fiscal 
2003, which ,tarts on Oct. 1. The Senate Armed Services 
Committee ~ • web sites) is weighing a similar move despite a 
White House veto threat. 

In blasting Rumsfcld's bid to kill the Crusader, McCafftey, a 
fomter commander in Chief of the U.S. Southern Command now 
serving u a paid consultant to United Defense, and his co-signers 
aid the aun may be needed to fight North Korean or Iraqi artillery 
in the comin1 decade. 

Enemy forces may be attacking in the dark and during storms 
when U.S. air power "cannot effectively provide close air support" 
for troops on the ground. they said in a statement released durin& a 
McCafirey visit to a United Defense plant in Minnesota. 

On May 30, Buah asked Congress to switch funds e,,nnarked for 
Crusader in bis original 2003 spending plan to speed other Anny 
plans, including Lockheed Martin Co1p.1s Netfires missile 
development program and Raytheon Co. Excalibur artillery shell, 
the fint·such satellite-guided 1 SS mm round. 

MoNI from > PolltlGI 
Next story: HQuse Rejects Vote on ABM IreatY 

WilMAW&l 

• DcfQDdAMElllCA • Defense 
Deputment "new• on . 
. ierrori.nn and the war to 
defend Asmrica •11•ma~ 
ftllOriltJ, II 

• An¥\onAmgric1; t~mr 
Care gf Qw Aw • 
infotmati.OD on lbe U.S. 
ar.med forces respomc to the 
Septemb« 11 attacks. 
Includes gl1mm from 
briofinp. From the-American 
Forces lntormation Service. 
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Snowflake 

May 31, 2002 9:46 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Meeting in New York 

It ]ooks like I am supposed to go to a meeting in New York when the UN General 

Assembly is meeting. 

The President and Putin agreed to a meeting of the two foreign ministers with the 

two defense ministers. Igor and Colin are going to be in New York for September 

11, and they would like me to come up. They are going to see if they can get 

Sergei Ivanov to come, and \Ve are going to have lunch or something. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/29/02 DepSecDef note to Sec Def, "Four-Party Meeting w11h the Russians" 

DHR:dh 
053102-26 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_l,+-j r_1--=-<J_,_/_o_··'v __ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12753 
Ul 7462 02 
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SECOEF HM SEEN 
MAY 31 2002 

MEMO TO: Secretary Rumsfeld 

FROM: Paul Wolfow.;;?u) 

DATE: May 29, 2002 

SUBJECT: Four-Party Meeting with the Russians 

Don, 

Apparently in the Moscow Declaration there is a commitment to some kind of 
ministerial.level meeting involving the two Russian ministers and you and Secretary 
Powell. 

Colin is suggesting that the best time to do it would be when they are in New 
York for the UN General Assembly. where around 
September 11 (probably the perio from September IO-September 14 . 

~ R !if. I ~ J. -

[ \).fl l ,c. () I ~ !.. ) .I. I J 
~ ~µ,-jw!f. '_ Cf/10~ t1(· ~ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12754 



Snowflake 

May 31, 2002 9:50 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Saudi Arabia and Yemen 

Colin Powe11 wants me to think about going to Saudi Arabia on this trip, just for a 

short visit to hold hands for those folks, because the President wants us to stay 

close to Abdullah. 

We also ought to think about going to Yemen on the trip. 

Please see me about it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-27 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ o_s-1-/.....;;3;;...i.l~/_0_2-__ 

I 

Ul7463 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12755 
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May 31t 2002 9:54 AM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld(A, 

SUBJECT: General Downing 

We have to figure out a way to get General Downing to stop boring into DoD. We 

probably ought to do it in writing. J le has gone to J-3 again. 

Thanks. 

DIIR <111 
053102-28 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
- ' I 

Please respond by __ l_.·~1_-;.._1 _)_~---__ 

Ul7464 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12756 

V 

--



l i rswtffil\e 
,,.~v 'lt 

1'• "' 

May 31, 2002 11:53 AM 

TO: Jim Haynes 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Domestic Intelligence 

Please see me about the idea of a domestic inteI1igence-gathering agency. 

Thanks. 

DHRdh 
053102-35 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_~~l'2-~8--· ....... / O_v __ _ 

Ul7465 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12757 
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·t 

FOR: 

FROM: 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20301-1600 

July 3, 2002, 10:00 AM 

INFO MEMO 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

SUBJECT: Your Question About a Domestic Intelligence-Gathering Agency 

• You asked about a "domestic intelligence-gathering" agency. An agency modeled 
after the British Security Service (MI5) may help accomplish President Bush's twin 
aims of preventing terrorist attacks and reducing U.S. vulnerability to terrorism. 

• The FBI has the primary role in conducting foreign counterintelligence, which 
includes coW1ter-terrorism. Military departments, the Defense Intelligence Agency 
and civilian law enforcement agencies also engage in intelligence gathering, 
generally related to their specific missions. No agency is responsible for oversight 
of all domestic counterinteUigence operations. 

• The Homeland Security Department (HSD), in part, has been proposed to close the 
gap in intelligence coordination and accountability. The White House proposal 
makes the HSD a "customer'' of the CIA and FBI and leaves the FBI and CIA 
relatively untouched. The proposal requires the FBI and CIA to provide processed 
intelligence to the HSD, but allows al1 three agencies to prepare their own 
competing analyses of threats. The Administration's proposal has been criticized 
for potentially promoting greater turf wars and failing to address adequately the lack 
of communication among the existing agencies. 

• Two recent newspaper articles alternatively have suggested modeling the HSD after 
the MI5. The HSD would take over the FBI's counterintelligence and counter
terrorism missions and the counterintelli ence functions of the various a en i 
brought within the D. t would be responsible for collecting and disseminating 
counterintelligence, investigating and assessing threats, advising other government 
departments and offices on protective security measures and providing support for 
law enforcement agencies. The HSD would have no policing powers. The British 
model could ensure greater communication and intelligence sharing and more 
efficient operation. Under this scheme7 the BSD would have more control over the 
pfocess of collecting, reporting and integrating intelligence information. The CIA'§ 
mission would remain unchanged and mirror that of Ml6. 

COORDINATION: None 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/12758 



May 31, 2002 11:55 AM 

TO: Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Merger 

The President is comfortable merging STRA TCOM and SP ACECOM, so you can 

proceed as we discussed. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-36 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ___ -_____ _ 

U1746G 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12759 
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v:;,~ 
May 31, 2002 11:58 AM 

TO: Pete Aldridge 

CC: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Joint Strike Fighter 

The President would like a one-pager on the Joint Strike Fighter ( one and a half at 

the most). 

Please get it to me in English; so he can understand it and will know what 

countries are participating and to what extent. 

Ed Giambastiani, please be in charge of getting this accomplished for me. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-38 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ CXt, ........... / z_ . ....,'8 /..._0_1..--__ _ 

Ul7467 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12760 
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ACQUISITION, 
TECHNOLOGY 

ANO LOGISTICS 

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301·3010 

OSD 
ACTION .MEMO WHITE HOUSE SE CTI ON 

May 30, 2002, 9:00 AM 

,# FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSecDef __ 

f i:S'll' ' FROM: Mr. E. C. "Pete" Aldridge, Jr., ust,f '}'ht,/,1-

SUBJECT: Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) International Participation Update 

• In response to your recent request e'fc'IB B}, I revised the Memorandum for the 
President that describes our activities on JSF and provides a 'Fact Sheet" for his use 
at Sil., ,.....- i lt. 

• In addition to incorporating your revisions, I have updated the "Fact Sheet" to reflect 
current status. If this Memorandum generates any additional interest, we would 
certainly be happy to provide future updates to the White House and/or NSC staff. 

COORDINATION: PD(GC), PDUSD(P) (at TAB C) 

RECOMMENDATION: Reconunend you sign the Memorandum at TAB A 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared by: Frank Kenlon, AT &IAC/P&~ ... <b_><_
6

> ____ _.~ , ~1 1 

SPl ASSISTANT Ot RITA 
SA MA GIAMflliSTIANI 

MA BUOC1 
execsec WHITMORE 

~ 

11-L-0559HD/12761 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRES[DENT 

Subject: Joint Strike Fighter [nternational Participation 

Since you speak with foreign leaders regularly it might be helpful to you to have 
some information on those countries that have entered or are considering entering into 
cooperative agreements to produce the Joint Strike Fighter. 

The United Kingdom and Canada have already joined us as cooperative 
development partners, and several other countries are nearing completion of their 
decision process to join. 

The enclosed fact sheet summarizes the current status, and provides some points 
you may wish to use in your discussions with foreign heads of state. 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

cc: 
Vice President 

11-L-0559/0SD/12762 
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' May 31, 2002 3:58 PM 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 

Powel] Moore 1--r\ 
Donald Rumsfeld/\ h 

SUBJECT: Congress on Crusader 

I need a copy of the Senate and the House, where everyo stands on the 

Crusader, and I need it later today. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
053102-43 

/ 
/ 

/ 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ O_)_l._')_l ____ /_o_V __ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12763 
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• Name Yes Leaning Yes Undecided Leaning No No 

Allen Bingaman Byrd Akaka Corzine Allard 
Baucus Bond Reed Kenned)'.'. Hutchinson Bunning 
Bayh Burns.:. Rockefeller Landrieu Roberts Cleland 
Bennett Carnahan Thurmond Levin Schumer Collins 
Biden Cochran. Warner 4 Specter Dayton 
Boxer Conrad 5 5 lnhofe 
Breaux Domenici Nickles 
Brownback Feingold Wellstone 
Campbell Feinstein 8 
Cantwell Graham 
Carper Gramm 
Chafee Hagel 
Clinton Hollings· 
Craig Inouye . 
Crapo Hutchison· 
Daschle Kohl· 
DeWine KyL 
Dodd Leahy 
Dorgan Lieberman 
Durbin Lott 
Edwards McCain 
Ensign --- Nelson, Ben -
Enzi Nelson, Bill 

• Fitzgerald Santorum 
Frist Sessions 
Grassley Shelby 
Gregg Stevens 
Harkin Thomas 
Hatch Thor'npso.n 
Helms Voinovich 
Jeffords 30 
Johnson 
Kerry 
Lincoln 
Lugar 
McConnell 
Mikulski 
Miller 
Murkowski 
Murray 
Reid 
Sarbanes 
Smith, Bob 
Smith, Gordon 
Snowe 
Stabenow 
Torricelli 1730 on May 21 

• Wyden 
48 

11-L-0559/0SD/12764 



Snowftake 

June 1, 2002 3:23 PM 

VIA FACSIMILE 

TO: Marty Hoffmann 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Water in Afghanistan 

Attached is a letter I got back from Tom Franks on the subject of water. Please 

take a look at it and tell me what you think. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/31/02 CINCCENTCOM ltr to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
060102·1 

11-L-0559/0SD/12765 
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4. )J5/31/2fJEl2 14: 22 .. 1(-b)-(6_) ___ __, Jc:1 LRC 

UNITED STATES CENTRAL COMMAND 
OFFICE OF THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF' 

7115 SOUTH BOUNDARY BOULEVARD 
MACDilL AIR FORCE BASF~ FLORIDA. 33621 -5101 

CCJ'4 

Mr. Donald Rumsfeld 
Secretary of Defense 
2100 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-2100 

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld: 

PAGE 01/01 

JUN O I 2002 

NAY 3 1 20oz 

I have taken a quick look at the water situation in 
Afghanistan. At our military sites we use Reverse Osmosis Water 
Pu~ification Units (ROWPU) to purify water from local sources and 
augment with bottled water shipped in by surface and air. There 
are no water problems at these installations . 

.... 
Outside our military s~tes, Afghanistan is suffering fr.om a 

five year drought. currently the United Na7.ions World Health 
Organization is the lead UN agency to improve the supply of 
drinking water for the general population . They are coordina:ing 
with the Afghanistan Minister of !rrigaticn and Water Resourc~s on . 
this effort. The leaa donors are the United Arab Emirates and 
Japan. They hav~ pledged support to provide equipment/funds fer 
drilling deep wells . Oxford Commitc:ee :or Famine Relief (UK) is 
the lead NGO in Afgµanistan for water projects. They are an 
International NGO with engineers in AFG with projects to design 
systems to bring clean water from distant mountain springs. 
USAID/OFDA has provided financial grants for NGOs to support.water 
projects in 14 districts and nationwide assistance to UNICEF . 
CENTCOM Joint Civil Military Operations Task Force is currently 
undertaking nine additional projects that will generate/repair. 
wells. 

Finally, a water table analysis has been completed through 
the Corps of Engineers and posted on the Army web site. There are 
water challenges in Afghanistan outside of our military sites but, 
the NGOs have a good way ahead and do not require further 
assistance from the Corps of Engineers. 

Very Respectfully, 

ro:Y~ 
General, U.S. Army 

11-L-0559/0SD/12766 



Snowflake 

TO: Torie Clarke 

CC: 

FROM: 

Gen. Myers 
Gen. Pace 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: UK Media 

June 1, 2002 3:34 PM 

In the UK, there have been front-page stories that the Chiefs are "shoulder-to

shoulder" against the President, the civilian leadership and me. We have to put 

that to bed while we are there. 

If other governments believe we are not unified, they sure are not going to follow 

our leadership. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060!02-4 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• i 

Please respond by O Gr; / o vf / Ov 

U17471 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12767 
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Snowflake 

June 1, 2002 3:38 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1T' 
SUBJECT: India 

I need someone to brief me before I leave on the political situation in India. The 

old Congress Party is gone, I guess, or at least not in power, and I need to know 

the coalition and what the pressures are on Vajpayee. 

I also need to know as much as I can personally about Vajpayee and about his 

senior military people and the senior people we will be seeing. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060102-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by of,;, I O L/ / OL..--· 

I 

Ul7473 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12768 
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TO: 

"" FROM: . 

' 

cl SUBJECT: 

Torie Clarke ~ 
Donald Rumsfeld ~d 
Message to DoD 

<J_\N What do you think about my just going on the internal television network for DoD 

and talking to them about the need to transform and inject a sense of urgency into 

what we are doing. Please see me about it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060102-8 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by O&t / 2 I / o 1-. 
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June 3, 2002 8:56 AM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Time on Trip 

I need spare time on this trip. I don't want to fill every minute. I need time to get 

some rest. I need time to maybe exercise. I need time to think about India and 

Pakistan and get ready for my next meetings. 

I am pretty sure I am not going to go to Saudi Arabia or Yemen-it would just be 

too much. 

I want to see the full schedule today, Monday, and if necessary will add a day to 

allow more time so that I am not just strung out and racing from event to event. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-4 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by Oh { o?;. / 1.>1./ 

U17475 02 · 
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Snowflake 

June 3, 2002 9:01 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfcld 

SUBJECT: India and Pakistan 

When I go to India, we should try to meet Vajpayee in the morning and not meet 

him for more than an hour. 

I want to go over the calendar and make sure Musharraf and Vajpayee are going to 

be there when I am there. 

Thanks. 

DHK:dh 
0(,(JJ02-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by ________ _ 

()J}-e u 

11-L-0559/0SD/12771 
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Snowflake 

June 3, 2002 9:09 AM 

TO: J. D. Crouch 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Iceland Meeting in Brussels 

When we go to Brussels, we ought to have a side visit with the lceland 

representative and see if we can't get him straightened out. 

Thanks. 

l)IIR:dh 
060302-7 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ 

Ul7477 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12772 



June 3, 2002 9:46 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Absentee Voting 

You may want to get a memo over to Andy Card, telling him what we have done 

about military absentee voting. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/29/02 GC memo to SecDefre: Absentee Voting 

DHR:dh 
060302-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by b (..,. ( l I / J l... 
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1600 

SECDlf HM SEEN 
GCNEIIAL. COUNSEL. 

INFO MEMO 
JUN O 3 2002 

May 29, 2002, 1 :00 P.M. 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: William J. Haynes II, General Counsel tJJ~z,/"1-
SUBJECT: Absentee Voting 

• You asked me to work with David Chu and Torie Clark to ensure that our 
voting assistance program runs smoothly this year and does not repeat any 
mistakes from election year 2000 (Tab A). 

• After the 2000 election, members of the General Accounting Office and 
the Department of Defense Inspector General's office reviewed the Federal Voting 
Assistance Program run for many years by Doc Cooke's staff. 

• Those reviews made several suggestions for improving the program. In 
the FY 2002 National Defense Authorization Act, Congress legislated other 
changes. 

~ • I am told that all suggestions and chan es have been implemented, and 
~ will get with Davi an one to o1low up as necessary. 

COORDINATION: NONE 

. J(b )(6) Prepared By: Jim Schwenk; OGC(P&HP) ____ _ 

CC: USD(P&R) 
ASD(PA) 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/12774 



TO: Torie Clarke 
Jim Haynes 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld Vv 
SUBJECT: Absentee Voting 

May 20, 2002 5:52 PM 

People are going to be voting again in November 2002. There was a big flap in 

the last election about absentee balJots and people not getting their votes counted. 

Subsequently, Cohen initiated a study on absentee ballots for military people. That 

study came in; David Chu is working the problem. 

It seems to me we ought to get a very effective program going, so we don't end up 

getting criticized for making the same mistakes that were made last time. Ifwe 

are going to fa)l into potholes, we ought to fall into potholes we discover rather 

than ones people have already fallen into. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
052002-59 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_l.+-{ ~_8' .... /_o_v __ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12775 



June 3, 2002 9:52 AM 

TO: Torie Clarke 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld VJ\ 
SUBJECT: Cartoon 

This cartoon was in the Washington Times. Please see if you can get a copy of it 

for me. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Washington Times cartoon 

DHR:dh 
060302-11 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 0_7_/_1_2--...... /_o_'l---__ _ 

,_ 
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June 3, 2002 11 :03 AM 

TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld')){\ 

SUBJECT: Traveling w/State 

Before the Joint Staff assigns people to travel with people from the State 

Oepartment, I would like to know about it. 

I was very surprised to hear t~at~omeone traveled with Armitage. I think that is a 

bit much. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-17 

......•........•.......•.••.•.... . .•......••.... , 

Please respond by o"' / 1-.f i ,i-
i --
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Subject: Absence of the Assistant to the Chainnan of the Joint Chiefs of Staff IIJI, if .{j . . 1,11 

1. Vice Admiral James W. Metzger, USN, Assistant to the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
will be on travel with the Secretary of State as follows: 

27 · 28 mL New Delhi, India 
28 • 29 ruL Islamabad, Pakistan 
29 JUL Bangkok, Thailand 
29 - 30 JUL Kuala Lampur, Malaysia 
30 JUL Singapore 
30 mL • I AUG Bandar Seri Begawan, Brunei 
1 • 2 AUG Jakarta, Indonesia 
2 • 3 AUG Manilla, Philippines 

2. POC is Captain John N. Christenson, USN, Executive Assistant to the ACJCS, Work!(b}(5) I 
!(b)(6) I l(b)(6) I 

~r].~ 
JOHN N. CHRJSTENSON 
Captain USN 
Executive Assistant to the ACJCS 
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Snowflake 

May 31, 2002 11 :5(i.·'AM 
,,,.. ... 

TO: Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld } 

SUBJECT: Northern Command 

The President would like a one-pager on the Northern Command-kind of an 

executive summary of what it is going to look like. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
05)102-37 

······················~·················································· f""'i; I l 

Please respond by '- 1 
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06/13/02 

MEMO FOR: Secretary Rumsfeld 

FROM: SteveCambone~ JUN 1 g 200 

SUBJECT: Northern Command 

Sir, 
The attached paper responds to your request for a 
one-page executive summary to provide to the 
President on Northern Command (NORTHCOM). 
The paper makes clear that we have made 
significant progress in being able to stand up the 
new command on October 1, 2002, but still have a 
number of unresolved issues to work through. 
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NORTHERN COMMAND INFORMATION PAPER 

An implementation team is conducting detailed planning, preparations, and training to 
establish U.S. Northern Command (NORTHCOM) on October 1, 2002. 

Mission. NORTHCOM's missions include: 
• Conduct operations to deter, prevent, preempt, and defeat threats and aggression aimed 

at the United States and territories within the assigned area of responsibility; and 
• Provide military assistance to civil authorities when directed by the President or 

Secretary of Defense. 

Chain of command. The NORTH COM commander will report to the Secretary of Defense 
and the President, the same chain of command as other regional combatant commands. A 
confirmation hearing for the NORTH COM commander nominee, Gen. Ed Eberhart, is 
scheduled for June 20. 
• As with other combatant commands, relationships with other agencies will be conducted 

through the Office of the Secretary of Defense and the Joint Staff. 

Phasing. NORTH COM will achieve initial capability by bringing together the expertise and 
capabilities resident in existing organizations, such as the U.S. element of the North 
American Aerospace Defense Command. 
• The command's organizational structure will evolve over the next year. 
• Transformational concepts such as Standing Joint Task Force Headquarters are being 

studied as organizational options. 

Headquarters. The preferred headquarters location is Peterson Air Force Base, Colorado 
Springs. The environmental assessment required to finalize this choice has been completed 
and is available for public comment until June 24. 
• NOR TH COM headquarters staff will include personnel from all the Services, Reserve 

components (including the National Guard), the Coast Guard, and civilians. 

Forces. NORTHCOM is unlikely to have a large number of assigned operational forces. 
Specific military capabilities will be provided, as required, upon Secretary of Defense 
approval. 
• Joint Forces Command, the primary force provider for regional combatant commands, 

will provide the majority of land, maritime, and air forces. 
• The relationship between NORTHCOM and the National Guard and Coast Guard is still 

under review. 

FOR OFFICIAL USE 0 
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Snowflake 

June 3, 2002 11:12 AM 

TO: Powell Moore 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1) /l 
SUBJECT: Leahy Amendment 

Attached is a note from Bill Schneider on the Leahy amendment that is 

encouraging. Let's press ahead on it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/31/02 Schneider memo to SecDefre: Addressing the Leahy Amendment Concerning 

Indonesia 

DHRdh 
060302-19 
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Please respond by __ t:_{..__,__/_2._1_/_c_?2.. __ _ 
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William Schneider, Jr. ~ 11 f 
tJCQo~ ilJ J; 

MEMORANDUM 

May 31, 2002 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

SUBJECT: Addressing the Leahy amendment concemmg Indonesia 

SECDEf HM SEEN 
JUN lt 3 2002' 

At the recent quarterly meeting of the Defense Policy Board you expressed interest in suggestions 
concerning the Leahy amendment. As a result of my interest in the Security Assistance program, I 
have undertaken some research on the subject. The impact of the Leahy amendment diminishes our 
ability to collaborate effectively with the Indonesian armed for¢es in the President's campaign 
against terrorism. The cunent effort to make $18 million availahile to support "counter-terrorism 
fellowships," lifting the embargo on C-130 spares, an $8 million DoD budget request for 
peacekeeping operations, etc. will have little impact on the willingness of the Indonesian anncd 
forces to work with the US since this effort does little to remove the 11stigma11 of the Leahy 
amendment. 

What the Leahy amendnunt does: The amendment bans Foreip Military Financing (FMF) and 
International Military Training and Education (IMET) funding until the President can certify that: 

I . The militias in Timor have been brought under control; 

2. Refugees must be permitted and assisted to return home; and 

3. Military and civilian officials responsible for the violence and human rights violations in East 
Timor have been held accountable. I 

Items No. 1 and 2 have been effectively met. Only item 3 requires completion to pennit 
presidential certification. 

What the administration should do: The administration should seek to meet the requirements of 
Leahy by encouraging the Indonesians to take action on the accountability issue. Certifying 
compliance could then be announced simultaneously with a US program of collaboration with 
Indonesia. Doing so can be accomplished readily by Indonesia taking advantage of its own current 
ad hoc tribunal on human rights violations. On the order of l8 individuals are currently on trial for 
East Timor human rights violations. The Indonesians should be encouraged by us in low-visibility 
fashion i.e. a presidential letter delivered by the US Ambassador in Jakarta (Skip Boyce, my funner 
Staff Assistant in the Department of State) to complete these legal proceedings. The Indonesian 
military establishment can be constructively influenced by disc~et US encouragement, but will 
have difficulty in responding if a high-profile Washington figure d~livers such a message. 
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TO: V ADM Giambastiani 

CC: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita 
Col. Bucci 

Donald Rumsfeld Y f\. 
Meeting w/Gen. Jones 

June 3, 2002 11:22 AM 

I would like a meeting with General Jones to talk about what he ought to be 

thinking about in terms of NATO. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-20 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ D_b_,_{_2_0_/_D_1..,... __ _ 
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June 3, 2002 12:04 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld <u{\-
SUBJECT: Weapon System Changes 

Please take a look at this memo on weapon system cha es and see me on what 

you think we ought to do about it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
05/20/02 SecDef MFR re: Weapon System Ch 

DHR:dh 
060302-25 

I 
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Please respond by O Ca,/ Ii I a ·L 
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May 20, 2002 3:53 PM 

SUBJECT: Weapon System Changes 

I want to establish a new rule-that anytime we are going to change a weapon 

system, we offer a Congressional hearing or a briefing on the Hill. 

And every time we are going to change a weapon system, we make sure we have 

analysis from P A&E and the Joint Staff~ and that it has been discussed with the 

Chiefs, Chairman, Vice Chairman, senior civilian leadership and Service 

secretaries. 

DHR:dh 
052002-35 
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Snowflake 

June 3, 2002 1:22 PM 

TO: Torie Clarke 
Marc Thiessen 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '1\. 
SUBJECT: FM Fischer Statement 

Here is a pretty good statement, that Western societies do face a mix of ten-orism, 

weapons of mass destruction, radical Islam and failed states. We ought to 

paraphrase that and use it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Undated Washington Post op-ed by Ronald D. Asmus, "United We'll Stand" 

DHR:dh 
0(,0302-26 
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The writer, a seniur fellaw at the Ccuncil on Fareign 
Relations, was a dep,Jtp assistant secreta-rp of State for 

· European affairs during the Qinton adminisiration; . 
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June 3, 2002 1 :26 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Steve Carnbone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Islamic Terrorist Phenomena 

Attached is an interesting memo that Lee Kwan Yu gave me. Apparently it is 

from the Singapore internal security department. Don't pass it around, but read it. 

It is worth looking at. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
04/23/02 Singapore Internal Security Department, "The Islamic Terrorist Phenomena in South

Eat Asia: Al Qaeda and Beyond" 

DHR:dh 
060302-27 
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THE ISLAMIC TERRORIST PHENOMENA IN SOUTH-EAST ASIA: 
AL QAEDA AND BEYOND / 

SECDEf HAS SEErv ,_ 

JUN -0 3 !IJ01 
Franchising the Cause of God 

The key contribution of Osama bin Laden is his success at 
franchising the cause of Islamic jihad. He has succeeded in twinning 
or yoking together a broad range of local groups in different parts of 
the world, each with their own distinct history of struggle and 
particularised agenda to a common universal crusade of jihad against 
the enemies of Islam 1. He does this without diminishing or denying the 
local agenda of these groups or their "revolutionary" histories. In 
South East Asia, these groups clearly include the Moro Islamic 
Liberation Front (MILF), the Abu Sayaff (ASY), the Kumpulan 
Mujahideen/Militant Malaysia (KMM) and the Jemaah lslamiyah. This 
capacity to absorb and co-opt these diverse local groups ( even if in 
different degrees in each case) into a larger common crusade is where 
the fundamental potency of the current Islamic terrorist threat we are 
facing is rooted. 

Radicalising the Locals 

2 The Al-Qaeda connection (be it through participation in the 
Afghanistan War or in Al-Qaeda training) invariably radicalised the 
leaders and individuals in these groups. They returned equipped with 
varying degrees of increased knowledge in the craft of terrorism (eg 
security measures, organisation, secure communications, operational 
planning, bomb-making, etc) but almost always with a zeal and a 
sense of personal empowerment that effectively radicalised their own 
root organisations. This led to an increased level of terrorist violence 
and sophistication, eg MILF and ASY. In some cases, this may have 
even altered their historical and original agenda. For instance, the 
Jemaah lslamiyah (JI) subscribed to an original agenda which was 
distinctly Indonesian -- the vision of an Islamic Indonesia - as it was 

The number one enemy of Islam for these groups is America. Several of the Jemaah 
Islamiyah terrorists arrested in Singapore had no personal grievance with Americans. One of them, 
an engineer, Hashim Abas claimed that personally he was very happy working for his American 
employer who had treated him well. However. when called upon to do his bid for jihad, he and 
Khalim Jaffar meticulously cased the American shunle buses at Yishun MRT station for bombing, a 
plan conveyed to the Al-Qaeda by Khalim in 1997 when he was in Afghanistan. (For reasons 
unknown. the plan was eventually not pursued. purportedly stopped by Osama bin Laden.) 

11-L-0559/0SD/12790 
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historically an Indonesian Islamic nationalist organisation. When the 
leaders and elements returned from the Afghan conflict and/or training 
with Al- ·aaeda, this vision ambitiously grew to encompass a vision of 
an Islamic region@ Dauliah Islam Nusantara, consisting of Malaysia, 
Indonesia, and Southern Philippines (Singapore is expected to be 
simply swallowed up when this happens and become Islamic too) 

3 It was obvious that the Afghanistan experience was valued 
by the leaders of the Islamic groups in the region. They plac~d. a 
priority on the sending of as many people as they could to Join, 
witness and experience the jihad in Afghanistan and when that war 
was over to go for training in preparation for jihad elsewhere, including 
back in their own home countries. 

A Deadly Alumni, A Brotherhood of Trust 

4 A significant feature of the returning mujahideens to SE Asia 
is the links and bonds they establish with each other. In Malaysia, this 
in fact spawned a new organisation, the KMM. Individual contact and 
links in this context are more real and enduring than institutional tie
ups or formal links. Although organisational links between Al-Qaeda 
and local organisations do exist (according to one of the JI members 
who trained with MILF, he saw a special "Camp Vietnam" within the 
MILF's Camp Abubakar which was used solely to house and train 
Arabs believed to be Al-Qaeda members), it is the individual links that -
in our view are more critical. 

5 Our investigation showed that when the JI planned the 
bombing of American targets in Singapore, the initiative came from the 
Al-Qaeda. What was alarming was how easily the whole thing was set 
up. The _Al-Qaeda. operative made contact with a regional syurah 
member in KL ( Fa1z Abu Bakar Bafana). The latter put him in touch 
with a Singapore JI cell . Although they had never met before the cell 
mem~ers readily went about doing the leg work (vide~ recce, 
s~ive,llance, procurement of material) for his terror plan. What the 
Singaporean~ could not do, others from the ''talent'' pool in the regional 
network provided. Th~ bomb rigging was to be done by an Indonesian 
called Fathur AI-Ghoz1. He (recently convicted in Manila for possessing 
1.2 tonnes of TNT, 2,400 metres of detonator cord and hundreds of 
d~to~at~r c!ps intended as part of the material for this bombing 
m1ss1on in Singapore) was a student of Indonesian JI leader Bashir in 
Java .. became a trainer and bomb-maker with the MILF1 but who 
remained a JI member married to a Malaysian and resided in Johar. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12791 
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6 In Malaysia, JI member Yazid Sufaat housed two of the Al
Qaeda terrorists who eventually bombed the Pentagon on Sep 11. He 
provided the cover for another to obtain a visa to get into the US. This 
chap, Zaccarias Moussaoui was probably assigned to crash a plane 
into the White House. (Moussaoui was caught before the incident by 
the FBI because of suspicious behaviour in a flight school.) According 
to F aiz, Moussaoui who was received by him and his JI comrades in 
KL, had told him of his "dream" ta crash a plane into the White House 
and that this was endorsed by Osama bin Laden himself. 

7 Whether or not it may be argued that there is a lack of hard 
evidence to prove formal organisational links between the Al-Qaeda 
and the JI, it is clear to us that trusted and secure operational links 
have clearly existed as manifest in these few known cases. And 
central to the leadership of the JI are the Indonesian personalities of 
Bashir, Hambali, Jibril (detained in Malaysia) and others (Mukhlas -
Indonesian JI leader based in Malaysia, Zulkamain - a JI military 
commander who was a trainer with Al-Qaeda, Qadama @ Imam 
Samudra responsible for Xmas Dec 2000 church bombings in Batam) 
who are believed to be still in lndonesia2 • 

8 These groups leverage on the relative advantage of 
individuals, groups and operating terrain in their midst. A few 
Singaporean JI members were selected for bombing assignments 
against churches in Indonesia because they could apparently pass off 
more credibly as Christians since they spoke English and are of fairer 
skin. While security forces respond essentially as national entities, 
these groups operate in a porous, borderless manner. 

lndigenisation - Autonomous and Self ... Generating Bodies 

9 The A~Qaeda and the Afghanistan experience had a deep 
impact on those individuals and key figures from the region who were 
exposed to it. These persons returned and radicalised their own 
organisations but many of these groups existed before Al-Qaeda and 
have a history of violence and a terrorist capability of their own. The 
enhanced capability acquired from Afghanistan, even if not augmented 
in future, is sufficient for their terror agenda in their own operating 
context. Operationally these organisations a'ld groups are 
autonomous and self-sustaining. 

2 Even the Australians are now beginning to realise the likelihood of n penetration into 
Australia: Bashir visited Australia eleven times between 1990 and 1998 and was linked to the leader 
ofan extremist Sunni organisation in Australia who subsequently visited Indonesia. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12792 
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1 O The real legacy of Al-Qaeda for these groups is their being 
conjoined by its common agenda of universal jihad and the valuable 
trusted collaborative networking it has created. It is natural that they 
would make efforts to strengthen this networking. An attempt was 
made by Hambali with Bashir's blessing to create a loose secret 
regional caucus called the Rabittatul Mujahideen consisting of Islamic 
terror groups in the region. At the second meeting in KL in 2000, a 
resolution was passed for joint efforts to attack Filipino assets in 
Indonesia in support of the MILF. The bombing of the Filipino 
ambassador at his home later that year was the direct result of this 
resolution. No one claimed responsibility for the attack.3 

11 These groups can carry on without the Arabs or the Al-Qaeda; 
they have resident resources of their own and they have indigenised 
what they have learnt from Afghanistan. This is clearly seen in the 
training capability they have built up over the years. Singapore JI 
members for instance had undergone training at several locations in 
Malaysia, including Ulu Tiram, Gunung Pulai. and Kota Tinggi in Johar, 
and Bahau in Negri Sembilan. They were given religious training and 
subjected to indoctrination on the JI cause and jihad. ln the remote 
areas, they had lessons on jungle survival techniques, trekking and 
physical training. JI also conducted training on surveillance 
techniques and how to carry out assassinations. JI members also 
underwent military training at MILF Camp Abu Bakar in Mindanao 
(Philippines) where they learned how to handle weapons. participate in 
live firing exercises, launch grenades and execute assault and other 
attack manoeuvres. 

12 Now that the Afghanistan theatre is no longer available, the 
Afghanistan experience of jihad will be sought in new battle arenas. In 
SE Asia, a new arena of jihad, a new gravitating centre to mobilise 
groups and individuals across the ummah is Ambon (Malukus). 
Ambon is the new battle-field touted as a crusade for Muslims to 
defending Islam against the Christians and to recover a land which 
they assert was previously Islamic. It seeks to draw volunteers from 
across Indonesia and from the region; its methods of mobilisation 
replicates that of seen in the earlier Afghanistan jihad (the proliferation 
of video-tapes and VCDs on the Ambon crusade, books, tracts, calls 
through mosques, etc). 

3 The greatest beneficiary of the "deadly alumni" from the terror schools of the AI-Qaeda is perhaps 
the AJ-Qaeda itself because it alone has the whole list of all its "'trainees". Each one ofthese persons 
is in fact a resource which they can approach w11h !rust and with reasonable expectation for help; so 
far it appears they are seldom refused 

11-L-0559/0SD/12793 
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13 Osama bin Laden and the Al-Qaeda have helped set 
something in motion across the Muslim ummah worldwide. Where the 
Communists failed, the Islamic terrorist network, if unchecked, is more 
likely to succeed - the creation of a globalised fraternity bonded by a 
single religion (ideology). If the stumbling block for world communism 
was nationalism, especially ethno-nationalism, the Muslim brotherhood 
will succeed precisely because its bonds are not intellectual but 
organically rooted in a common ethnicity defined by a common religion 
-- shared value system, social rituals, a deeply, embedded Islamic 
sense of self 4• 

Internal Security Department 
23 April 2002 

The efficacy of this may be seen in the fact that in many cases of terrorists, it has 
overcome the primordial instincts of race; in the Spore JI case, S out of 13 are racially Indians. There 
have also been cases of Caucasian converts found fighting for the AI-Qaeda in Afghanistan who have 
been caught by the American forces. 
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,_ June 3, 2002 I :26 PM 

TO: David Chu 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld -~ 

SUBJECT: Language Training 

Have you taken action with respect to this proposal from Andy Marshall? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
03/11/02 Marshall memo to SecDefre: Language Training, SecDef memos U04299/02, 

031802•37 

DHRdh 
060302-28 
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DIRECTOR Of" 
NET ASSESSMENT 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1920-DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1920 

0: THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Andy Marshal~ 

SUBJECT: Language Training 

SECOEF HAS SEEf\t 

MAR 1 8 2002 

March 11, 2002 

SECDEf HAS SEf h 

JUN O 3 200> 

The Defense Language Institute figures are driven by current defense 
intelligence requirements since most of the people who go there are enlisted 
intelligence operators who will listen in on foreign networks. Changing the 
intelligence requirement is the key to changing the output. The officers may 
matter most and there the problem is that only the Army has a good Foreign Area 
Officers (FAO) program, but the Army remains focused on Europe more than Asia 
and elsewhere. 

Perhaps what you should do js to discuss this issue with the Services and 
then direct al1 services to have FAQ pro~rams modeled after the Anny's, plus 
increased pay incentives for language proficiency. with size of incentive highest 
for those languages that are of long-term strategic interest and importance, i.e., 
Chinese, etc. 

See attached pages from a recent study for additional information. 

Office of the Secretary of Defense 

1 /.1-15 IS :5 lt,e- / 6 lv o R:!7-/ 
/3 E I N fo L.J10 ,eJcrc.D ~ ~ 
P"EPS~r:>1-:=-F- +- S~c_ 
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MEMORANDUM for the SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: VADM Giambastiani 

SUBJECT: DoD Language Graduates for 2001 

SECOEF HAS SEEN 
M4.R 1 8 2002 

5 March 02 

For info, attached is a list of DoD language graduates for calendar 
year '01 from COL Bucci. 

Of note, 461 (25 .4%) of the 1817 "basic" language graduates, or 1 
out of 4, took Arabic or Farsi. 

Very respectfully, 

11-L-0559/0SD/12797 
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Defense Language Institute Foreign Language Center (DLIFLC) Graduates 
1/31/2001 through 2/1/2002 

• Defense Language Institute is located in Monterey, CA 
• The attached document includes all DLJFLC military grads for the past 12 

months, broken out by service, language and type of course. 

• USA 

o The Basic category includes all basic acquisition of a language taught 
at DLIFLC. 

o The Other category includes all advanced courses and specialized 
courses. 

o The Contract category includes all courses taught by multiple vendors 
out of the DLIFLC-Washington Office. This office provides instruction 
in the low density courses, initial language familiarization for new 
commanders in Europe, as well as language training to the Defense 
Attaches. 

Language Basic Other Contracted 
ARABIC 198 10 10 
ARMENIAN 1 
BENGALI 1 
BURMESE 1 
CAMBODIAN 5 
CHINESE-MANDARIN 86 1 4 
CZECH 3 1 -
DUTCH 6 
FRENCH 34 6 15 
GERMAN 23 7 49 ---
GREEK 1 1 
HAITIAN CREOLE 4 -
HEBREW 1 
HINDI 2 
HUNGARIAN 6 
INDONESIAN 7 
ITALIAN 5 2 
JAPANESE 8 3 1 
KOREAN 175 4 ---LAO 3 
LITHUANIAN 1 
MACEDONIAN 1 
MALAY 2 
NORWEGIAN 2 

-PERSIAN AFGAN 2 
PERSIAN FARSI 38 
POLISH 2 3 
PORTUGUESE 9 
PORTUGUESE AFGHAN 2 
PORTUGUESE EUROPEAN 2 
ROMANIAN 4 
RUSSIAN 153 17 18 

1 

This information providPd by Academic Administration, DLIFLC 2/21/02 
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Language Basic Other Contracted 

SERBIAN CROATIAN 18 
SLOVAK 1 
SPANISH 113 7 6 
SWAHILI 1 
TAGALOG 2 
THAI B 1 
TURKISH 2 3 
UKRAINIAN 2 
URDU 5 
UZBEK 1 
VIETNAMESE 4 2 
TOTAL 882 55 179 

2 

This information provided by Academic Administration, DLIFLC 2121/02 
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• USAF 

Number of DLIFLC Graduates Over the Past 12 Months 
1/31/2001 through 2/1/2002 

Language Basic Other Contracted 
AFRIKAANS 1 
ALBANIAN 1 
ARABIC 53 18 5 
BULGARIAN 1 
CAMBODIAN 2 
CHINESE-MANDARIN 40 4 2 
CZECH 2 
DANISH 1 
DUTCH 4 
FINNISH 3 
FRENCH 9 1 15 
GERMAN 9 4 
GREEK 2 
HEBREW 7 2 1 
HINDI 2 
HUNGARIAN 2 
INDONESIAN 2 
ITALIAN 2 3 
JAPANESE 1 
KOREAN 95 11 
PERSIAN AFGAN 5 
PERSIAN FARSI 21 
POLISH 1 
PORTUGUESE 2 
PORTUGUESE BRAZILIAN 2 
PORTUGUESE EUROPEAN 6 
PUSHTU AFGHAN 5 
ROMANIAN 4 
RUSSIAN 78 18 5 
SERBIAN CROATIAN 26 4 11 
SPANISH 92 16 14 
TAGALOG 1 
THAI 1 5 
TURKISH 2 4 
VIETNAMESE 14 
TOTAL 455 74 113 

3 

This information provided by Atademic Administration, DLIFLC 2/21/02 
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Number of DLIFLC Graduates Over the Past 12 Months 
1/31/2001 through 2/1/2002 

• USN 
Language Basic Other Contracted 

ALBANIAN 1 
ARABIC 57 9 5 
CHINESE-MANDARIN 37 4 1 
DANISH 2 
DUTCH 3 
ESTONIAN 4 
FRENCH 5 2 7 
GERMAN 8 2 
GREEK 1 
HEBREW 11 3 
INDONESIAN 2 
ITALIAN 9 2 
JAPANESE 4 1 4 
KOREAN 28 1 
NORWEGIAN 4 
PERSIAN FARSI 32 
PORTUGUESE 1 
ROMANIAN 2 
RUSSIAN 43 7 5 
SERBIAN CROATIAN 15 1 
SPANISH 47 9 10 
SWEDISH 2 
THAI 4 2 
TURKISH 1 
VIETNAMESE 5 
TOTAL 306 37 60 

• USMC 
Lanauaae Basic Other Contracted 

ARABIC 54 3 4 
CHINESE-MANDARIN 2 
FRENCH 3 1 
ITALIAN 1 
JAPANESE 1 
KOREAN 21 3 
LATVIAN 2 
NORWEGIAN 2 
PERSIAN FARSI 8 
PORTUGUESE 1 
RUSSIAN 36 4 3 
SERBIAN CROATIAN 8 
SLOVENIAN 1 
SPANISH 41 3 
TOTAL 174 11 17 

4 

This Information provided by Academic Administration, DLIFLC 2/21/02 

11-L-0559/0SD/12801 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Andy Marshall 

Donald Rumsfeld I/ /l 
March 6, 2002 

SUBJECT: DoD Language Graduates 

11:22 AM 

Please take a look at this DoD Language Graduates for 2001 and tell me if you 

think I ought to send out a memorandum or directive getting it switched out of 

Gennan and French and that type of thing and into languages that would be more 

appropriate for the decades ahead. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
030602.25 

Attach: Dod Language Grads for 200 I, 3/5/02 

Please respond by:-------------------

/J.;.Jb 'I M lfR-5 H lfll 
4T1/jt!/.f-e-~ ;4-T 

11-L-0559/0SD/12802 
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March 18, 2002 12:32 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Language Training 

Here is a note from· Andy Marshall that I agree with. 

P]ease get a memo drafted for me to do this. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
03/11/02 Marshall memo to SecDef, "Language Training" 

DHR.:dh 
OJIII02-37 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

<} t/ ,,,- 1 i-./o 2-Please respond by __ -______ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12803 



• June 3, 2002 2:10 PM 

TO: Steve Cambonc 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SCBJECT: Suicide Bombers 

Did this Aldridge suggestion find its way into the DPG? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
USD(AT&L) memo to SccDefre: Suicide Bombers, C07363/02, UO?J 92/02 

DIJR:dh 
060302-30 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 0_~"~(_2_b'-'-/_0_1... __ _ 

u 17 4 91;, 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12804 
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ACQUISITION. 
Tl!CHNOLOGY 

ANO LOGISTICS 

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010 

~ ....... - , ' ·, 

I.·' 
. ' 

. ' -

1•1 n. tij 

INFO MEMO JUN O 3 ?.00> 

April 25, 2002, 1:00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec Action _ _ 

FROM: E. C. Aldridge, Jr., UNDER SECRET ARY OF D~S~}17~ 

SUBJECT: Suicide Bombers .? 
• You commented "How to deal with suicide bombers is something that 

ought to be in the DPG." (TAB A) Here are some thoughts. 

• Generally speaking, we need a number of elements to deal with suicide 
bombers. 

Intelligence before it happens or attribution to groups afterward. 
Physical protection which consists of detection and hardening. 

• The intelligence portion is being addressed via the various counter
terrorism initiatives. Physical security including detection and hardening is 
being addressed for similar reasons. What is missing__are technology eff osts 
that could provide explosives stand~off detection for uncoo erative ob'ects. 
(We can now etect certain size explosives very well when objects are 
being scanned, as we do in airports for passenger and baggage checks, and 
the objects pass through circular scanners.) 

• I propose utting something in the DPG that encoura es research for 
exp osives stand-of sensors. We already have a good start there m trying 
to locate and defeat non-metallic mines and new research could serve both 
purposes. 

• I have submitted the following proposed DPG language: 
"The Military departments, with Army lead, shall embark on a stand-off 

an resent a technology plan to 
tember 2002. The remote sensors will 

address the terrorist bomber threat." 



............. ~ , ,.,, ,, -, "'~ 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFEr:,isE 

301 0 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010 

~. 115 

INFO MEMO 
JUN O 3 2002 

ACQUISITION. 
TECHNOLOGY 

AND LOG/ST/CS 

April 22, 2002, 10:00 AM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec Action __ 

FROM: E. C. Aldridge, Jr., UNDER SEC~Y OF DEFENSE (AT &L) 

[;!Pb fl 2 APR 2002 
SUBJECT: Asymmetrical Threats 

• ln an April I , 2002 memo you wrote, .. I hope you have some folks worlcing on 
how to deal with suicide bombers and asymmetrical threats of that type" ~ 

~·~ LL.J 
• The point paper £1{,~provides information regarding your concerns. 

RECOMMENDATION: For information. No action required. 

?Ae~~~ 
~ "'6, M ,r '4r ~U,/ 

Attachments: 
As stated 

l(b)(6) I 
Prepared By: Michael Toscan<1._ __ __, ,,)6s'1·300~1lr 

SPL ASSISTANT O: AITA 
-·- ~--

SR MA GIAMBASTIANi 
,_ 

-MABUOCI 
EXECSEC WHITMORE !j/o1(-t 3 

... -·-·· y 

,._ 
11-L-os'Woso112aos U07192 /02 



1 
Information Paper 

on the 
Mitigation of Asymmetrical Threats 

BACKGROUND: The SECDEF, in an April 1, 2002 memo to the USD(AT&L), wrote 
"I hope you have some folks working on how to deal with suicide bombers and 
asymmetrical threats of that type." 

• Numerous technologies have been developed for the protection of entry points and 
buildings from terrorist bombs. Individuals and vehicles passing through portals 
as they enter installations and buildings can be searched for explosives: 

o Trace explosive detection 
o Advanced X-Ray systems 

• The evaluation and performance testing of several conunercial products are 
underway: 

o Three types of commercial Large Vehicle Inspection Systems 
o Two types of Personnel Screening Portal Systems 

• USD(AT &L), under the auspices of the DoD Physical Equipment Action Group 
(PSEAG), has evaluated several commercial hand-held explosive detection 
devices and is funding an R&D project to detect explosives from a distance. 

• ASD SO/LIC, under the auspices of the Combating Terrorism Technical Support 
(CITS) Program and the Technical Support Working Group (TSWG) is 
examining the potential of millimeter wave technology to detect concealed 
weapons at a distance. 

• As a result of the escalation of the violence in the Middle East and the threat to 
troops outside their installation, the CITS program has undertaken additional 
initiatives to combat this threat: 

o Evaluating trace explosive detectors to determine their environmental 
limitations (adversely impacted by the desert environment within the 
CENTCOM AOR) 

o Evaluating personnel screening system using x-rays 
o Evaluating the start of a cooperative research effort with Israel in suicide 

bomber detection and defeat under SOLIC's cooperative R&D 'agreement 
with Israel's Ministry of Defense. 

o The Combating Terrorism Technology Support Office will be participating 
in a Suicide Bomber Detection Workshop in May 2002 in Israel. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12807 
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April 8, 2002 7:54 AM 

TO: Pete Aldridge 

ROM: Donald Rumsfeld l 
SUBJECT: Suicide Bombers 

Please take a look at this memo I sent Steve Cambone. 

Would you please get back to me on that subject? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
04/01/02 SecDefmemo to PDUSD(P), "Suicide Bombers" [040102-43] JBoo- 3..00,;;. 

DHR:dh 
040802-12 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by ol(/ i l, ( 01.-

UlrTV Di Rita 

11-L-0559/0SD/12808 
/ 



TO: Steve Cambone 

CC: Paul Wo]fowitz 
Gen. Myers 
Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1 ~ 
SUBJECT: Suicide Bombers 

a '4 

April 1, 2002 5:19 PM 

I f._,P t ' 

How to deal with suicide bombers is something that ought to be in the DPG. We 

need to get people working on that. That is an asymmetrical threat that we are 

going to have trouble with in the years ahead. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
040102-43 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ D_Lt_·_/_,_c._,1_/_D_' _'""L-__ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12809 



iill ,, ·- .-~ _._.j ,- .. t;J ... 

April 1, 2002 5:21 PM 

TO: Pete Aldridge 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen. Myers 
Gen. Pace 

Donald Rumsfetd) ~ 
Asymmetrical Threats 

I hope you have some folks working on how to ~ with suicide bombers and 

asymmetrical threats of that type. 

Thanks. 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_lf_./_,_"f_/_o_i.. __ _ 

TOTA.. P.01 

11-L-0559/0SD/12810 
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June 3, 2002 2:16 PM 

TO: Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \)~ 

SUBJECT: lntelhgence System of 2025 

v'/hat is the status of this memo dated June 23? Is there anything I ought to do? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/23/01 Sec Def memo to PDUSD(P) re: Intelligence System of 2025 

DHRdh 
060302-3 l 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 0_1-</~17_. +f _o'_L-_· __ _ 

Ul?49~; 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12811 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Steve Cambone 
Rich Haver 

'---· 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Intelligence System of 2025 

SECDEF HAS SEEN 
JUL O 5 2001 

I have not heard back from you on the memo 1 sent you with the attached 
"Visualizing the Intelligence System of 2025." Please respond. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Undated, unsigned memo: ''Visualizing the Intelligence System of 2025" 

DHR:dh 
062401-J 

f;Jt -
~ (_fl1 UA. y w ,· /t, a / I 7 f 1, ~ h · 
~ ~ f ~ .. i u17 I Zl- CZ. ~-._ .. vi I s .,- ,· ,-"Y'\. 

/s ,,,/..,,... , · j t/ ~~J rtJ/. / vrw, 

# ku. /; <1 ,·"- tvt Iv~/ h (µ__ ~~ ~;,:vu"'A ;,k. 
Q ~f b O O /,.) ..t_J-J U-1</ 1/1'1. ,4 s' .. J ~ I {,~.: ~ 'I IV(:__(_ 

cLJ~'?'-'~"'\ o-J vZ,.__ ~ri,"</1 '' {4,,e_ lul"-' 
.Jo ,:1~. I, ,.N ,-- ,,...._) k k 4 I,' V ~, 641 /.o ,:Ji . 

O;va fp-..(_ ~ tvl\.#-( u-<- wa--1 _ 
~ /./.,u._/, {A,--<-- LdA,\ ~--. J s; ,~ /,:1/:..J rfc, 
/ut, L\.J f'J ,,,1<- ~ ~ k SlA.(.(J. 

11~ Ii ~ I w-rt- l:"-7 (~: ~ ,,,i Id T' -,lr-":
'f- f2 c d-( ( , ~ M IL;, (v-l'l, t_ - '--'--1. I ~ I 7 c:. / / .... 

.I sef ~-~ i'JV't -~ µ~: ~) ),1.tr(_ fl_ ~~k_ 

~1 Jf,:.//,. ~IL -

11-L-0559/0SD/12812JUN 2 6 2G01 



If_ ., 
Visualizing the Intelligence System of 2025 

It is important for the United States to develop a new vision of intelligence gathering, 
analysis and utilization. The existing system is becoming less than optimal in the face of 
new conditions and new requirements. As seen from the National Command Authority 
the United States has a number of new requirements that the Cold War based intelligence 
system deals with inadequately: 

1. There is a wor]d with many centers of activity and importance. The bipolar focus of 
the past is hopeless. Indeed there may be no coherent focus that is manageable in a world 
in which Korea, Thailand, Colombia, the Galapagos Islands, Rwanda and terrorist threats 
against the United States all could simultaneously demand attention while Russia, China, 
India, Japan, the Middle East and the European Community could also require attention 
the same day; 

2. The nature of the problems which Presidents cannot avoid dealing with have 
broadened dramatical1y to include the envirorunent, economics, organized crime, human 
rights, as well as more traditional military and diplomatic concerns; 

3. The reliance on overhead capability is being eroded by increasingly sophisticated 
strategies of denial and deception; 

4. The reliance on code breaking and electronic intercept is being eroded by fiber optic 
lines and increased encryption capabilities; 

5. Some terrorist groups use family and communal relationships that make them 
extraordinarily difficult to penetrate while their capacity to inflict damage with minimum 
organization is growing dramatically; 

6. There has been a tendency to overemphasize co11ections and underemphasize analysis 
so we often know more data than we can translate into usable knowledge. The answer is 
not less collection but more analysis; 

7. More and more information is going to exist in the clear but will need to be gathered, 
analyzed and distributed within the framework of more traditional inte11igence if the two 
are to be synthesized into one working whole. 

These seven changes require a new visualization of the missions, systems architecture. 
and resource requirements of the intelligence capability America needs for future security 
requirements. 

No one who is managing daily activities and current problems (including PFIAB) can 
really develop this kind of new visualization. What is needed is a broad based working 
group or commission to review the coJJective needs of the National Command Authority 
and examine the potential real-time and long-term requirements of both American 
security and American leadership and then propose a system that could meet those needs. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12813 



TAB A June 3, 2002 2:52 PM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Gen.Myers 
Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfeld *' 
SUBJECT: Deployable CINCs 

We need to have deployable capability for CINCs-they don't exist. 

Specifically, in the event a conflict occurs in an AOR, and the CINC is too far 

away, he doesn't have the ability to get at it. It took Schwarzkopf six months. 

What do we do about it? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-37 

(1-,.,lc~nJ\. y 

8Ju\ 
••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by o-r / f 'I { ,"l..-

Cf' -~ 
!C .,, 

• :a 

11-L-0559/0SD/12814 
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TAB A 

TO: Gen. JI 
Steve, 
Donal j ~~ .,,-

FROM: ~ ~ ~L~ 
Deplo < fl" / \ ~r ) t:,& SUBJECT· 

We need to ha 

Specifically, i1 

away, he does1 

What do we di 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-37 

II••••••. 1111 I•• a 

Please respo1 

er- . 

"-' 
t'"' 
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Snowflake 

June 3, 2002 3:45 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "{i\ 
SUBJECT: Deputy Secretary Armitage 

My understanding is that Annitage is going to meet with Musharraf on Thursday, 

12:30 p.m., Pakistan time. On Friday, he is going to be in India. 

You should double-check that with State, so we know precisely when, using 

Pakistan and India time, he is going to be meeting there and when he is leaving 

each country. We want to make sure there is a decent interval between my getting 

to either of those countries after he is there. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-39 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o----'t.. / ....... o_!.f.._f'---o_v __ 

Ul7497 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12816 



June 3, 2002 4:57 PM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '\) f'--
SUBJECT: Oldest SecDef 

Someone told me Weinberger was the oldest-are you sure Marshall was? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-41 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_ro_/ 2;;;......:,..tf,__fTI, __ _ 

Ul7498 02 

11-L-0559/0SD/12817 



June 3, 2002 4:59 PM 

TO: Powel] Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld l{\... 
SUBJECT: Congressman Schaff er 

Congressman Schaffer of Colorado is with us on Crusader. I talked to him today. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060302-42 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

--Please respond by ---------

Ul749·J 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12818 



Snowftake 

June 4, 2002 7:49 AM 

TO: VADM Giambastiani 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeldy.f\ 

SUBJECT: Camp X-ray 

Do we stil1 call it "Camp X-ray"? It is kind of a lousy name. Ifwe are using it 

anymore, we ought to think about changing the name. 

Please let me know if it is still being used and, if not, what the name of the new 

place is. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
060402-3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_to ...... f _1"""'"4 ...... / _o_""l.-_-__ 

Ul75CO 02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12819 
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,une 17, 2002 5:00 PM 

TO: Doug Feith 

<:;} .. ~:' - FROM· Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
-/'~/ . 1/1' 
~~ SUBJECT: ICC 

If a country is not in the ICC and we are not in the ICC, do we 

the Section 98 Agreernen~ so they won't extradite ourpeopl 

Thanks. 

DHR.:dh 
061702·51 

/ 

/ 

I ........................................... , ............................ . 
Please respond by O i / 2.t, / 01.- / 
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TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld t){\. 
SUBJECT: ICC 

~,-~~ 

t:Je)./ t) 6 'f'h 't:$ ~S-.J> 17 
July 1, 2002 2:51 PM 

"What is this reference here that I have circled in this article? 

Thanks. 

Attaeh. 
Ford, Peter. "US Balks at New War Crimes Court," Christian Science Monitor. 06/28102 

DHR:dh 
0'101GZ-31 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by b "'I/ '2-<, (o k 

11-L-0559/0SD/12821 
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i ,. 'that' the facility will be avail
•·• able 'Mien needed" and that de

. Jays in completion "have the 
· potential to impede perform-

• ance of 1he stockpile steward
ship program ... 

More broadly, aa:ordin1 putting a lot of effort imo get• 
IO • source familiar wilh the ting that exn 0.1 percent." 
backroom discussiom cur.·· Supporters of the ICC, 
rcntly under way. Washingtoo however, see Washington's bid 
is threatening to withhold its to exempt its so1dim u a fur
contributions to the UN peace- lhcr attempt to undermine the 
keeping budget - 27 percent of. court itself. "They arc trying to 
the lOlal - · unless it is given use lhc Security Council u a 

Christian Science Monitor satisfaction. ballerina ram againsc the intc1· 
June 28, 2002 The Bush administration rity of the court," argues Rich-

has strongly opposed the crea- anl Dicka-, head of the intema-
SO, US Balks At New War• tion of lhe ICC, which will try tional justice prog.-am at Hu-
Crimes Court cases of genocide. war crimes. man Rights Watch, lhe New 
A war,.cri,n,r court 1lllrts and crimes against humanity. York-based · human rigbcs 
MonJay, to lh, chagrin of Allhougb Pre&ident Ointon group. 
Washington, which wanll VS signed lhe treaty creating the -rhcy are looking to 

comt just before his term punch a hole in the legitimacy 
troop, ex,,,,,,. ended, W asrungton "unsigned• of the JCC by getting the Seal. 
By Peter Ford, Staff writer of it ·1ast monlh, &aying the United rity Council to do what the 
The Christian Science Monilor Slates would have nolhing to Americans do four 

lhat opcme with UN authori
zation. 

The UN discussions have 
clouded lbc celebradons that 
ICC supporters had planned 10 
mark Ille creation of the court. 
which they say is one of the 
most important human rights 
tools of the put half ccnllll')'. 

"But you can't obecure the 
fact that on Monday the world 
will be~" says Dicker. 
"Tbll'e. will be less n>Onl for 
impunity for those responsible 
few gmodde. war crimea. and 
aimcs against humanity. Jqs. 
lice will be strengthened and 
accountability wiD be rein
fon:ed." 

PARIS • The Uniled do wilh the new institution. w the 
States is fighting • fierce last- Defense Secretary Donald goliatcd : ·ve a JOO New York Times 
ditda battle against the world's Ruma(eld said last week lhil guaran no Juae. 28, 200'2 
first permanent war-crimes die United States should be a- tizen would evs be 
court, lhrea1c:nins lhe future of empt from the oourt to 8 • gated by lhc court." Mr. · • SL U.S. Unb Boala Role 
United Nations peacekeeping •political h1ra&1ment that adds. To llllllllllllty Frum C.urt 
missions in the Balkans and lake place unfairly, parti arly The waters of the dip1 By Sap Sduncaann 
elsewhere, according to UN when ... )OIi arc figh nJ the made battle in New York ha UNlTBD NATIONS, June 
diplomat&. global war on tenor ... the been muddied by the rcvc.la 27 - The United Slates.raised 

With lhe lntemational tcm>rist training boo arc en- lion that Britain and lbc IDIC today in iu oppositio11 
Criminal Court (ICC) set lo couraging people to mate European nations providin 10 dac lnternationll Crimilial 
become a reality on Monday, those kinds of char es and al- peaciekeeping lrOops in Coan, lhrealeldna to veto• re-
US diplomats arc waging a legations: ghanislall negotiated a deal I ncwaJ of the mullinationaJ 
lone campaign to keep US Under the ICC treat_)', US year with the inaerim Ali · force ia Bosnia unlea the 
peacekeeping b'OOpli beyond its soldiers could be gbt be- authorities that thoir natio pcaccbepen were granted 
reaeh. fore the court " if the would be immupe from UDJDunity from the court. 

They have run up against United States is or surrender to any int The mandate of the f~. 
s1rong opposition from their tory, if the alleged tional tribunal. was extended · Jut week and 
European allies on the UN Sc- committed on the , ·tory of That appeared now expires at midnipt Sun-
~ty ?>uncil, who say Wash- an JCC meml:ie:r. Si EUTOJ>CID go day, jUll when the treaty' Nt· 
ington' proposals would countries have so fu 'fJCd chuge of h · . European tin, up the J111etnational Caut 
weaken the court. · · lhc lreaty . dipl wcver, point out come, hHo fcirce. Thia time. 

The. "oollec~!C EU .(Euro.. sllppJftCra of the court, JCC treaty allows for however, lhe Uililed Stat.es 
pean_lln10n)pos1uon_. .. 11 clar including all of Washington'• bilateral agrcemenCS. and lhat rq,raentative said he would 
not JUSI on the maant~, Ew'opean allies, say that US lhe Afghanisran lccard re- not consider aao1bcr extension. 
bul also on the promouoa O! troops SC'fVing abroad have no quires tllat anyone accused of 1 • A veto ii ddinildy an 
the court and all it stand$ for, reason to fear the ICC since it crime be handed over to his option if the iAue is not re
British ambassador t~ the 'l!N will hear only cues 'that the own government. That would aolved ia a way lhat po-rides 
J"!"emy Greenstock said earher accused person's home gov- aJso be the first step in any the kind of immunity lbat we 
th11 week. crnmcnl bu refused to try in a ICC procedure. believe that non-party mtt.s to 

. US d~ty ambassador reasonable manner. The currau vnanglc at lhe lhe I.C.C. ~ send troopa to 
Richard W1l11am5C?n. however, "In practical terms, it UN is not the fust time the intcmational peacekeeping 
w~ when ~ m~uced_ a wouldn't make a huge differ- United States bu sought to missions should receive.• siid 
resoluuon sccJe1ng immunity cnce, but it is considerably :win immunity from the ICC the American eavoy, John D. 
from t~ court for peacckcep- magnified throuJh a certain for peacekeepers: It Jost a simi• Negroponte. alts three ·hours 
en .that the. whole ~ of political lens: says one Euro- Jar fight lase month when lhc of consultations behind closed 
Um~ Nat1~m pc;acdcecpmg pean Sccmil)' Council diplo,. mandate-of the UN mission in doors. 
opcrabo~ wdl have lo be re- mat. "II is hard IO imagine how Bast Timor was extended. Diplomats said the meet
v1ewcd, 1f we are uns~cessful UN personnel could ever be Washington docs nol con- in& would continue Friday 
at geumg the protections we involved in the sort or crimes bibutc many staff to UN morniq. 
demand." . . . that the ICC will 1ry, such as pcacckecping operations: Ater The dispute has pilled lhc 
. . Most mtm«l1a1el~ at n.sk genocide," lhe diplomat adds. taJ of 712 American policemen Uniled States apiut the 
·~ th~ UN ~cekecpmg ~s: • And because the ICC will and 35 soldiers arc stationed European Union and many 
s1on m Bosnia, whose SecW1t)' hear cases only if nationaJ wilh UN missions around the other Uniled Nalions members. 
Council mandate ru~s ou1 on governments refuse to prose- world, in sll'1h places as the Though the specif1e i11iac is the 
Sunday .. US ncgQbators are cute them," the Americans arc Kuwait-Iraqi border and Bosnia force, the struggle over 
th~atcnmg to veto a rcnew~I 99.9 percent pt"otcctcd any- We&tcm Sahara. Nearly 8,000 lhc court is perceived by many 
of the m~ndatc ~nlcss ~ir way," she says. "They arc US troops serve in Kosovo and · members of the United Nations 
person1.1cl m Bosnia arc given knocking themselves out. us- Bosnia in NATO.Jed forces as a test of wills with an 
1mmuruty from the ICC. ing a lot of polilk:al capital and American administration op-

11-L-0559/0SD/12822 page 33 of39 



Snowflake 

TO: Gen. Franks 

CC: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Gen. Myers 

Donald Rurnsfeld TJ\., 
Captured Weapons 

October 24, 2002 4:14 PM 

I was told today that U.S. Armed Forces in Afghanistan are giving weapons 

captured from caches to the regional warlords. They said there have been news 

articles to this effect, and that Special Forces and other people have told them. 

I was under the impression that none of that was happening, that in fact the 

weapons were either being destroyed, if they were unstable, or saved for the 

Afghan National Army. 

Could you please pursue that and let me know? 

Thank you. 

DHRdh 
102402-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by 11 / o I J o-i.... 

Ul7550 /02 
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Snowflake 
I 

r 
1 
1 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Papers 

June 25, 2002 7:06 AM 

Here are four papers---on timing, declaratory policy, the post-war environment 

and a compendium. Are these papers OBE? 

Please take a look at them and tell me what I am supposed to do with these. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Four papers: dated 5 May, 7 May 26 Apr, 23 May 

DHR:dh 
062502-2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by O, / I 2- / J L-----------
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~ 
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COMPTROLLER 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
11 00 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1100 

INFO MEMO 
... ..... ... ' :· ~· ,~ 
, . 

October 25, 2002, l :30 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Dov S. Zakheim~ 

SUBJECT: Funding for Joint Experiments/Exercises 

• You asked me if we can make sure that Joint Forces Conunand (JFCOM) 

receives the necessary funding to conduct joint experiments and exercises, 

rather than having to scrape up the dollars from other sources. 

• I am working with ADM Giambastiani and the Joint Staff to identify the 

appropriate funding level for joint experiments and exercises. JFCOM has 

a budget to finance joint experiments and exercises. We will make the 

appropriate adjustment to reflect cunent plans and objectives. 

• JFCOM' s issue is also related to the wider Executive Agent question that 

we are already reviewing. We have provided JFCOM with three 

alternatives for comment. 

• The Joint Staff and my staff wil1 work with JFCOM to reach agreement on 

the best solution to improve the executive agent system, and to ensure that 

Combatant Conunanders' funding priorities receive proper attention during 

the Program and Budget Review. 

COORDINATION: None 

l(b )(6) 
Prepared By: John M. Evans,._ ____ ___. 

017559-02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12825 



October 8, 2002 8:45 AM 

TO: Dov-Zakheim 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Funding Joint Experiments/Exercises 

How do we arrange so that Joint Forces Command is assigned dollars to conduct 

joint experiments and exercises, rather than having to scrape it up from others? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
100802·9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ J _0 ...... /_1..._~ __ -+/-"'o_?.,..-__ _ 
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Snowflake 

October 25, 2002 8:16 AM 

TO: Honorable Tommy G. Thompson 

FROM: DonaldRumsfeld :) __ L I' ___ ~/' 
SUBJECT: Project in Kabul 

I am determined to help you accomplish the project you have proposed be done in 

Kabul. We should resolve to get the facility established fast. I would like to see it 

done in the next two months. There is no need for the US Government to be so 

inefficient. You have a good idea. It is important that it happens, and I want to 

help. 

I will get whoever I need in DoD to work with you. If at any time, you, or any of 

your people, feel that DoD is not cooperating fully, please call me personally. I 

am tired of seeing the US Government incapable of functioning in a reasonable 

period of time. If the U.S. Government can't figure this out, Joyce and I will 

provide a boost to make it happen. 

We need to do it in a way that it helps Karzai. In addition, once it is established in 

Kabul, we then need to see that it is replicated in six or seven other Afghan cities 

in the following five or six months. Once we have the model tested and know 

what it costs, then we can go out and raise the money, privately if we have to, to 

get the job done. 

DHR:dh 
102302-6 

11-L-0559/0SD/12827 U17622 /02 



' May 31, 2002 7:23 AM 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: $24,000 Sofa 

P1ease have someone look into this $24,000 sofa and that type of thing and tell me 

what kind of controls there are on it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Hoffman, Lisa, "$24,000 Sofa Among Luxuries bought By Army and Air Force," Scripps 

Howard News Service, 05/30/02 

DHRdh 
053102·2 

......••••••.......••••................•••••.....••• ,. 
Pf ease respond by O G / J- G JV v 
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vaccinating all 2 .4 million 
· members of the armed forces 

against the deadly anthrax dis
ease. 

Initially the vaccine will 
be given only to those troops 
deemed most at risk, he said. 
He cited as examples those 
who work in laboratories 
where anthrax spores are han
dled, and special forces troops. 

Some military personnel 
believe the vaccine causes 
health problems, and hundreds 
have been forced out of the 
anned forces after refusing or
ders to take it. The government 
insists the vaccine is safe. 

The Pentagon had been 
forced to scale back the vacci
nation program, which started 
in 1998, after factory viola
tions by the nation's sole 
manufacturer of anthrax vac. 
cine, BioPort of Lansing, 
Mich. Those problems have 
been conected, and in January 
the Food and Drug 
Administration cleared 
BioPort's manufacturing plan! 
to resume production and to 
release 500,000 doses it 
already had made. 

The Sept. 11 attacks 
changed the government's 
whole: approach 10 the vaccina
hon is5ue, Chu ~aid. 

''The events of last fall 
were really a wake-up call for 
the country about the po:s:sibil
ity of biological agents being 
used as a weapon of mass de
struclion," Chu said. "and 
therefore this is no longer jusl 
a mililary personnel problem. 
This is also a national prob
lem." 

Thus the vaccine supply 
will be widely shared. 

"While we are still debat
ing the details, what I think 
you will see in the end is, we 
will set aside a major part of 
what vaccine is available to be 
sure that we can protect the 
civil population of the United 
States," Chu said. "I don't want 
to start any rumors here. We're 
not going to vaccinate the 
whole population." 

Health officials have said 
there is no need for civilians to 
take the vaccine unless there is 
an attack. 

President Bush's Home
land Security Office is trying 
to figure out how much vac
cine might be needed for po
lice, firefighters, rescue 
squads, and others who would 

be first responders to any at
tack in the United States. 

Washington Times 
May 31, 2002 
Pg.BI 
21. Military School Closings 
Study Hit 
By Vaishali Honawar, The 
Washington Times 

A proposed Pentagon 
study on closing 69 U.S. 
schools run by the Defense 
Department - including four 
on the Marine Corps Base 
Quantico in Prince William 
County ~ is evoking criticism 
from rhose likely to be af· 
fected. 

The study was requested 
by U.S. Rep. David L Hobson, 
Ohio Republican and chairman 
of the Hause Appropriations 
subcommittee on military con
struc11an. It will assess the 
cost-effectiveness of closing 
schools in Virginia, Alabama, 
Kentucky, North Carolina. 
South Carolma and Georgia, 
and transferring more than 
32.000 students to public 
schools. 

The study would not affo:t 
73,500 studems in U.S. de· 
tense schoo\5 abroad. 

The study is e!lp«:ted to 
take about a year to complete, 
said Elaine B. Hinman, direc
tor of the Defense Depart
ment's domestic elementary 
and secondary school:s. 

"It is really important that 
we take a look at the way we 
do business." Miss Hinman 
said, adding that there 1s no 
"predetermined conclusion" to 
close down these schools. 

Among other things, the 
study will e!lamine the 
feasibility of transferring the 
dcfense schools to the control 
of local public schools syslems 
and the co:,ts of operating the 
schools, Miss Hinman said. 

The Congressional Budget 
Office estimates that the Pen
tagon would save $1.5 billion 
by 2010 if all 69 schools were 
closed. All but $400 million of 
that, however, would have to 
be paid to local communities to 
support the added .students, ac
cording to the Federal Educa
tion Association, an affiliate of 
the National Education ruso
ciation. 

Quantico is home to the 
only local schools among the 

69 being studied for dos 
and it's where concern 
the study is growing. 

"My concern is 
dren." said John ubert, a 
teacher at Quantico Middle 
and High School, and president 
of the Quantico Education As
socia1ion, the local teachers 
union. ''These students are up
rooted repeatedly and are spe
cial children with special 
needs. Defense schools under
stand that need." 

Quantico has three ele
men1ary schools and one 
school for middle and high 
school students. 

Defense schools. world
wide follow a similar curricu
lum based on national stan
dMds. "If a child leaves Ger
many and tranders to Quan
tico, he will pick up where he 
left off," Mr. Huben said, add
mg 1ha1 public schools could 
no1 meet the needs of these 
children. 

A study last year by Van
derbilt University gave the de
fense schools high marks on 
performance in standardized 
tests and for maintaining 
smaller class sizes. 

The Federal Education 
Association. a union of teach
ers and staff at defense 
school:>, has been asking par
ents and children to wrile lo 
their congrernonal rcpresenta
hves about their concerns 
about the study. 

"The operating cost for 
these schools is 1/!0th of l 
percem of the Defense De
partment's budget." union 
spokesman Gary Hritz said. He 
said the schools are ne1;essary 
because of the safety and secu
rity they prnvide in addition IO 
their "e;,;cellent quality.'' 

Irene Cromer, a spokes
woman for Prince Wilham 
County public schools. said 
school officials must look at 
the financial impact of having 
the ddense schools transferred 
to them. "We would have to 
work with it," she said. 
This article is based in part on 
wi,.e urvice reports. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12829 

--· 
Seattle Post-Intelligencer 
May30,2002 
22. $24,000 Sofa Among 
Luxuries Bought By Army 
And Air Force 
By Lisa Hoffman, Scripps 
Howard News Service 

WASHINGTON A 
$24,000 sofa and armchair. An 
$1,800 pillow. And $45,800 in 
silver and china. Such accou
trements would cause little 
surprise if found in the abodes 
of the wealthy and well
known. 

But government auditors 
discovered these pricey items -
- and many more •• not in a 
mansion but at Air Force and 
Anny bases in Saudi Arabia, 
the rest of the Persian Gulf, 
Europe and the Balkans. 

In a j us I-released report, 
the General Accounting Office 
infonned Congress that its 
auditors found a number of 
"seemingly unneeded expendi
turesH made by the Air Force 
and Army in 2000 and 200 l. 

"As much as $101 million 
m contingency operations 
funds were spent on question
able cxpenditUies" -- a small 
fraction of the estimated $2.2 
billion examined by the inves.
tigators, but troubling nonethe
less, the report said. 

Among those were $4.600 
worth of '"white beach sand" 
for an air base in the Arabian 
desert and a $3,400 Sumo 
wrestling suit for another. 

The Army came in for 
criticism for duplicating pur
chases of computers and office 
equipment at its bases in Bos
nia lo the tune of $2.3 million. 

Rather than using equip
ment already there or sharing 
new ilems, four successive 
Army units heading for Bosnia 
bought their own sets of 
equipment, the GAO said. 

That struck the auditors as 
particularly wasteful, given 
that the Army has stocked 
more than 2,000 computers, 
865 printers, 91 copiers and "a 
multitude of other office 
equipment" in the area. How
ever, Army officials said that 
differences in missions and 
training of the various units 
serving in Bosnia necessitated 
some of the equipment pur
chases. 

The auditors blamed Pen
tagon and Army superiors for 
failing to provide the clear 
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October 28, 2002 4:00 PM 

TO: Gen. Franks 

CC: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Q(\ 

SUBJECT: WMD Info 

You are going to have to have a team of people ready to get very hard information 

on WMD, so that it can be made avai]able promptly to the public. It has to be 

overwhelming. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
!02802·32 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by \ 1 J or J O '1...-

Ul7673 /02 
11-L-0559/0SD/12830 
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4,09PM c/~ 
TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Jim Haynes 

Donald Rumsfeld ·~ 

October 11, 2002 

SUBJECT: United Way 

Are we really right in giving blessing to the United Way and raising money in the 

building if in fact they have a record of not managing their funds properly? 

An alternative would be to have one year where we give it all to the Army-Navy 

Relief. Set the same goals and give the money to them and not to United Way. 

Why don't you talk to Torie and whoever else you think might have an opinion. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
101102.03 

Please respond by: _____ l_c ..... ' l8_'1_k_~----------

11-L-0559/0SD/12831 Ul 7 7 48 / 0 2 
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.... 

GENERAL COUNSEL 

FOR: 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D . C . 20301·1600 
INFO MEMO 

October 16, 2002 (4:00pm) 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

II 

FROM: William J. Haynes II, General Counsel 
SECDEF~AS Sh 

ocfa O llllli 
SUBJECT: Question Concerning United Way 

o You asked if the Department was right to allow the United Way to raise 
money or if money could be raised for the military relief societies. 

o OPM regulates the Combined Federal Campaign (CFC). Under the OPM 
regulations, at 5 CFR I 03( d), once a campaign has been established, agency 
heads are required to seek the prior written approval of the Director, OPM, 
before discontinuing the solicitation of Federal employees. 

0 Our DoD CFC campaign was established on September l 81
h when Deputy 

Secretary Wolfowitz kicked off the campaign. We are in the 3rd week of 
fundraising, with over $2 million raised, 92% of which is by payroll 
deduction. You would have to seek OPM approval if you want to 
discontinue the campaign. 

o OPM contracted with the United Way to manage the CFC in the National 
Capital area for this year's campaign. There are other areas in DoD, 

\ including overseas, for whlch the United Way is not the manager. 

o The Director of the OPM CFC office and the Local Federal Coordination 
Committee plan to provide oversight and monitor the receipt of money and 
fiscal controls used by the United Way during this campaign. 

0 

0 

Under the OPM regulations. at 5 CFR 108, employees may not take actions 
t~at restrict, or appear to restrict. the free choice of employees. Restricting 
fundraisin to the mili relief societies has the appearance of restricting 
Do employees' free choice. 

OPM's regulations do not apply to the military relief societies, so_thex 
!lJndraise regularly in the DoD workplace. 

COORDINATION: None 

Prepared by Gail Mason .... l(b_l(5_l __ ...... 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/12832 Ul7749 /02 



G£NEl'AL COUNSEL 

FOR: 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON. 0. C. 20301 ·1600 
INFO MEMO 

October 16, 2002 (4:00pm) 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

/l 

FROM: William J. Haynes II, General Counsel ~ 
SECDEF.)fAS s~-

ocfa (I lUOi 
SUBJECT: Question Concerning United Way 

0 You asked if the Department was right to allow the United Way to raise 
money or if money could be raised for the military relief societies. 

o OPM regulates the Combined Federal Campaign (CFC). Under the OPM 
regulations, at 5 CFR 103(d), once a campaign has been established, agency 
heads are required to seek the prior written approval of the Director, OPM, 
before discontinuing the solicitation of Federal employees. 

0 Our DoD CFC campaign was established on September l 81
h when Deputy 

Secretary Wolfowitz kicked off the campaign. We are in the 3'd week of 
fundraising, with over $2 million raised, 92% of which is by payroll 
deduction. You would have to seek OPM approval if you want to 
discontinue the campaign. 

0 OPM contracted with the United Way to manage the CFC in the National 
Capital area for this year's campaign. There are other areas in DoD, 

\ including overseas, for which the United Way is not the manager. 

o The Director of the OPM CFC office and the Local Federal Coordination 
Committee plan to provide oversight and monitor the receipt of money and 
fiscal controls used by the United Way during this campaign. 

0 (!nder the OPM regulations, at 5 CFR I 08, employees may not take actions 
that restrict, or appear to restrict, the free choice af employees. Restricting 
fundraisin to the milita relief societies has the appearance of restricting 
Do employees~ free choice. 

0 OPM' s regulations do not apply to the military relief societies, so they -rundraise regularly in the DoD workplace. 

COORDINATION: None 

J (b)(6) 
Prepared by Gail Masoii ... ____ ___. 

0 
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4,09PM c/~ 
TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Jim Haynes 

Donald Rumsfeld ·~ 

October 11, 2002 

SUBJECT: United Way 

Are we really right in giving blessing to the United Way and raising money in the 

building if in fact they have a record of not managing their funds properly? 

An alternative would be to have one year where we give it all to the Army-Navy 

Relief. Set the same goals and give the money to them and not to United Way. 

Why don't you talk to Torie and whoever else you think might have an opinion. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
101102.03 

Please respond by: _____ l_c ..... ' l8_'1_k_~----------

11-L-0559/0SD/12834 Ul 7 7 48 / 0 2 
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" ti' ... 
1"' 

TO: Jim Roche 

~"" F OM: 

October 15, 2002 10:59 ~ (l}f c, 0 .. 

,,fr¢ . BJECT: 

,v\ft 

Donald Rumsfe1d ~ 

Wasteful Spending 

Please take a look at Dov Zakheim's response to your memo. I think he has a 

good point. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
10/07/02 OSD(C) memo to SecDefre: Wasteful Spending - Secretary of Air Force Response 

[Ul6I59/02] 

DHR:dh 
101502-17 
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Please respond by __ l--'l--'.!_o...;_1...;_I _.)_<-___ _ 

tol:z.e 

SE.C..A1i=" ~e:~Pol\J~e 

Anf.¥..,4E-D ~ U:D ""i]:\~ . 
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• t. !"' I '",t: 

COMPTROLLER 

INFO MEMO 
October 7, 2002, 7:00 PM 

,1r,·1· 

~,Q:+' 'FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

? ~()(' 8 ·.~'' / 

1 

FROM: Dov S. Zakheim J :sT t.,V-

l SUBJECT: Wasteful Spending - Secretary of Air Force Response 

You asked whether I agreed with Secretary Roche's Info Memo of August 15, 2002, 
pertaining to the General Accounting Office (GAO) report on contingency fund spending 
(TAB A). 

• I commend Secretary Roche on the corrective actions taken by the Air Force to 
prevent a future recurrence of the situations highlighted by the GAO. The Air __ .. 
Force's actions will lead to better accountability and control. 

• Nevertheless, Secretary Roche missed a central point of the GAO report. The 
Overseas Contingency Operations Transfer Fund (OCOTF) funds are approprinted 
soldy for the purpose of financing warfighting and operational costs of a 
contingency operation. The Components are not to use OCOTF resources to 
finance a<lministrati ve; general support; or Morale, Welfare, and Recreation 
programs even when these costs are directly related to a specific operation. The 
Air Force used OCOTF funds lo finance support efforts. 

• I sent a memorandum to the Assistant Secretary of Lhe Air Force (Financial 
Management & Comptroller) on August 29. 2002,~fying the Department) 
financial policy regarding the appropriate use of the OCOTF in financing 
~tingency operations. I attach a copy of that memorandum (TAB B). I believe 
that thls policy clarification will ensure t~e proper stewardshtp of the ta!.payers' 
money. -

'COORDINATION: None required. 

Attachment: 
As stated 

Prepared By: John M. Evans~ .... (b-)(-
6
) _____ ..., 

11-L-0559/0SD/12836 
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SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON 

INFO MEMO 

' \' 
.~, \ - )....,....-

FROM: Dr. James G. Roche, Secretary of the Air Force' Y }~., 
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

'. 

SUBJECT: Wasteful Spending - Contingency Funds Expenditures 

OCT 2 8 2002 

• As you requested, I have reviewed both the Comptroller's response to my 15 
August 2002 memo and his 29 August 2002 memo. The latter document 
appears to stipulate new guidance on the "use of the Overseas Contingency 
Operations Transfer Fund (OCOTF) in financing contingency operations," and 
highlights~.!!~! is ~~at!Y...<ulifill_g_reeme~-~11 res~£Uo....tb..~l!!W..~ 

• Based on our review of the Jaw and other existing DOD guidance, the "quality
of-life" exQendirures identified in the audit were consistent with fiscal law and 
J?oD olicy on the use of funds in contin enc o erations FY00-01). 
Accordingly, the ir Force used OCOTF funds to finance support efforts, as the 
Comptroller points out. In its audit, the GAO did not take issue with this and 
also concluded the expenditures complied with applicable fiscal rules and laws; 
however. it did cite the need for stronger guidance and oversight - a central 
point of the report with which we agreed. 

• Although the Air Force acted within its legal authority in this matter, we 
recognize questionable juagments were made. I here fore, we are moving ahead 
with the steps I outlined earlier to you to ensure the Air Force has the right 
controls, clear standards, and timely training to properly manage future 
purchases in contingency circumstances. We believe these actions will lead to 
better accountability and control, as the Comptroller also points out. 

• For these reasons, I believe it is unnecessary for the De artment to issue new 
policy (as suggested by the Comptro er s August memo) that con!J)letely 
prohibits the prudent use of contingency funds for administrative, general 
s1:1pport, or quality-of-jjfe items durin~ the early phases of troop deployment and 
base start-up. These incremental costs are not in the service budgets so they are 
appropriately financed by contingency funds. (But as a base moves into a 
"steady-state" phase, we can then migrate any contingency funds into the 
service baseline O&M accounts.) A new policy that prohibits the use of these 
funds for reasonable quality-of-life items unfairly strains the service budgets and 
adversely impacts the morale of troops serving in a contingency environment. 
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• Going forward, we will work closely with the Comptroller to resolve any 
remaining issues regarding the clarity of the current law and regulations and to 
propose any necessary and prudent changes to future DoD policy so that: 

o There are sensible boundaries in place for using contingency funds; and 
o Contingency funds are available to pay for very real and legitimate support 

costs associated with initial deployments or base "start-ups." 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachments: NONE 

11-L-0559/0SD/12838 



SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON 

INFO MEMO 

' \' 
.~, \ - )....,....-

FROM: Dr. James G. Roche, Secretary of the Air Force' Y }~., 
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

'. 

SUBJECT: Wasteful Spending - Contingency Funds Expenditures 

OCT 2 8 2002 

• As you requested, I have reviewed both the Comptroller's response to my 15 
August 2002 memo and his 29 August 2002 memo. The latter document 
appears to stipulate new guidance on the "use of the Overseas Contingency 
Operations Transfer Fund (OCOTF) in financing contingency operations," and 
highlights~.!!~! is ~~at!Y...<ulifill_g_reeme~-~11 res~£Uo....tb..~l!!W..~ 

• Based on our review of the Jaw and other existing DOD guidance, the "quality
of-life" exQendirures identified in the audit were consistent with fiscal law and 
J?oD olicy on the use of funds in contin enc o erations FY00-01). 
Accordingly, the ir Force used OCOTF funds to finance support efforts, as the 
Comptroller points out. In its audit, the GAO did not take issue with this and 
also concluded the expenditures complied with applicable fiscal rules and laws; 
however. it did cite the need for stronger guidance and oversight - a central 
point of the report with which we agreed. 

• Although the Air Force acted within its legal authority in this matter, we 
recognize questionable juagments were made. I here fore, we are moving ahead 
with the steps I outlined earlier to you to ensure the Air Force has the right 
controls, clear standards, and timely training to properly manage future 
purchases in contingency circumstances. We believe these actions will lead to 
better accountability and control, as the Comptroller also points out. 

• For these reasons, I believe it is unnecessary for the De artment to issue new 
policy (as suggested by the Comptro er s August memo) that con!J)letely 
prohibits the prudent use of contingency funds for administrative, general 
s1:1pport, or quality-of-jjfe items durin~ the early phases of troop deployment and 
base start-up. These incremental costs are not in the service budgets so they are 
appropriately financed by contingency funds. (But as a base moves into a 
"steady-state" phase, we can then migrate any contingency funds into the 
service baseline O&M accounts.) A new policy that prohibits the use of these 
funds for reasonable quality-of-life items unfairly strains the service budgets and 
adversely impacts the morale of troops serving in a contingency environment. 
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• Going forward, we will work closely with the Comptroller to resolve any 
remaining issues regarding the clarity of the current law and regulations and to 
propose any necessary and prudent changes to future DoD policy so that: 

o There are sensible boundaries in place for using contingency funds; and 
o Contingency funds are available to pay for very real and legitimate support 

costs associated with initial deployments or base "start-ups." 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachments: NONE 
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1"' 

TO: Jim Roche 

~"" F OM: 

October 15, 2002 10:59 ~ (l}f c, 0 .. 

,,fr¢ . BJECT: 

,v\ft 

Donald Rumsfe1d ~ 

Wasteful Spending 

Please take a look at Dov Zakheim's response to your memo. I think he has a 

good point. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
10/07/02 OSD(C) memo to SecDefre: Wasteful Spending - Secretary of Air Force Response 

[Ul6I59/02] 

DHR:dh 
101502-17 

········································································· : I 

Please respond by __ l--'l--'.!_o...;_1...;_I _.)_<-___ _ 

tol:z.e 

SE.C..A1i=" ~e:~Pol\J~e 

Anf.¥..,4E-D ~ U:D ""i]:\~ . 

11-L-0559/0SD/12841 

·. - - - -- -

C. 
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• t. !"' I '",t: 

COMPTROLLER 

INFO MEMO 
October 7, 2002, 7:00 PM 

, 1r,·1· 

~,Q:+' 'FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

? ~()(' 8 ·.~'' / 

1 

FROM: Dov S. Zakheim J :sT t.,V-

l SUBJECT: Wasteful Spending - Secretary of Air Force Response 

You asked whether I agreed with Secretary Roche's Info Memo of August 15, 2002, 
pertaining to the General Accounting Office (GAO) report on contingency fund spending 
(TAB A). 

• I commend Secretary Roche on the corrective actions taken by the Air Force to 
prevent a future recurrence of the situations highlighted by the GAO. The Air __ .. 
Force's actions will lead to better accountability and control. 

• Nevertheless, Secretary Roche missed a central point of the GAO report. The 
Overseas Contingency Operations Transfer Fund (OCOTF) funds are approprinted 
soldy for the purpose of financing warfighting and operational costs of a 
contingency operation. The Components are not to use OCOTF resources to 
finance a<lministrati ve; general support; or Morale, Welfare, and Recreation 
programs even when these costs are directly related to a specific operation. The 
Air Force used OCOTF funds lo finance support efforts. 

• I sent a memorandum to the Assistant Secretary of Lhe Air Force (Financial 
Management & Comptroller) on August 29. 2002,~fying the Department) 
financial policy regarding the appropriate use of the OCOTF in financing 
~tingency operations. I attach a copy of that memorandum (TAB B). I believe 
that thls policy clarification will ensure t~e proper stewardshtp of the ta!.payers' 
money. -

'COORDINATION: None required. 

Attachment: 
As stated 

l(b )(6) 
Prepared By: John M. Evans .... _____ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12842 
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TO: 

/

,FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gen. Pete Pace 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

September 14, 2002 

I would like to see what the requirements were for Stryker that it was measured 

against and what the requirements oughfto be post-9/11. 

Thanks. 

DHR/am 
091402.16 

11-L-0559/0SD/12843 

SECDEF HAS SEF~ 

/_ c')O O . 

Tab A 
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. ., . 

CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9191 

CK-555-02 

c;ECOEF ijAS SEE' 
'; (ft.-_! ?002 

INFO MEMO 19 October 2002 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJC~ It/If 
SUBJECT: Stryker 

• In response to your inquiry (TABs A, Band C) concerning Stryker vehicles, the 
following is provided. Specific questions included: what are the requirements 
against which the system was measured; what should the requirements be post-
9/11; does the 105mm cannon use standard ammunition; will the 120mm mortar 
fit in the vehicle; is it C-130-transportable and is it required to be moved by 
helicopter. 

• The requirements used to measure Stryker's performance are contained in a Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council (JROC)-validated Operational Requirements 
Document, 22 February 2000. The design parameters are valid both pre- and post-
9/11. Capabilities of the system enable the Anny's Stryker Brigade Combat 
Teams (~s) to respond to projected future threats in all operational 
environments. The various platforms provide flexibility to operate in diverse 
situations including those presented to US forces post-9/11. 

• The 105nun cannon and 120mm mortar use the full range of NATO standard 7 
ammunition. The first two SBCTs will carry a 120mm mortar that must be ground - " 

.::--- mounted to fire. A Soltam 120mm Recoil Mortar System (RMS) was successfully 
fired in July 2002 and is being retro-fitted into the first two SBCTs vehicles to 
allow them to fire from the vehicle. 

• Strykers fit into C-130s and can be quickly readied for combat after airli~ wit.I_! 
9Jay minor reconfiguration. Strykers are not required to be moved by helicopters. 
Each variant of the Stryk:er has its own restoration time. In all cases, there will be 
some variability depending on crew proficiency, threat, vehicle type and mission. 
All Stryker variants provide inunediate force protection to soldiers with the 
integral 14.5mm armor. To date, only the Infantry Carrier Variant (ICV) has been 

~ 

transported by C-130. Current restoration estimates range from 15 minutes for 
four of the variants to 100 minutes for the Mobile Gun System. Evaluation of ICV 
Stryker's transportability will occur during an operational evaluation and 
certification exercise next spring. 
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.... 

• Recently, the Anny hosted a half-day joint conference with the Air Force to 
review the Stryker program and specifically C-130 deployability. As a result, a 
joint memorandum of agreement addressing Stryker deployability on the C-130 is 
being prepared. This memorandum will be signed by the Anny VCSA and either 

1 
f0i \ by the CG, Air Mobility Command or the VCSAF. The JROC will review the p r~irements in Septembe[ 2003 prior to the next acquisition milestone decision. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attaclunents: 
As stated Ii I 7 7 5 i U. I ? 75:l I.J 177 stf-0 G 

Prepared By: LtGen James E. Cartwright, USMC; DJ-8, ..... l<b_)<S_) _ __, 
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• 
UNCLASSIFIED 

(U) Stryker 

• JROC approved ORD: 22 Feb 00 

•11111 

- Contains Five Key Performance Parameters (KPPs). 

11-L-0559/0SD/12846 

UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 



UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 

• 
System 

KPP#l 

Interoperabi 1 ity 

KPP#2 
C-130 

Deployability 

Key Per/ ormance Parameters 

Operational Logic 

• Interoperability. Stryker 
must be capable of hosting and 
effectively integrating existing 
and planned Army C4ISR 
Systems. 

• Stryker must be 
transportable in a CI30 
aircraft. Stryker must enter 
and exit the aircraft capable 
of immediate combat 
operations (does not require 
a full basic load). 

Demonstration Status 

•Tobe evaluated during IOT&E. 

• The Stryker ICV is C-130 
transportable. Each of the other 
variants will also be C-130 
transportable. Four ICVs 
successfully transported on C-130 
during MC02. Preparing to 
execute Stryker fly in to AAFB 
on 16 Oct. Evaluation to occur 
during operational evaluation & 
certificate exercise (Spring 2003). 

Legend: = On Track fr Improved from last re11iew 

A Not on Track hut PM/SSO/RSO Solvable Q No change from last review 

Not on Tracie Need help .(J. Degraded from last review 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 

• 
System 

KPP#3 
Load Carrying 

Capability 

KPP#4 

Mobile Gun 
System 
Lethality 

<.18> <RAD, dllf}'ker,. 10/22/2002 3 

Key Performance Parameters (Cont.) 

Operational Logic 

• IA Y ICY, when configured 
as an ICY or ESV. must 
carry a 9 man squad with 
individual equipment 

• MOS primary armament 
must def eat a standard 
infantry bunker and create an 
opening in a double 
reinforced concrete wall, 
through which infantry can 
pass. 

Demonstration Status 

• Demonstrated in Bid sample. 
Demonstrated during MC02. 

• To be demonstrated during PQT 
for MGS. Army has accepted two 
MGSs from the contractor that are 
currently undergoing contractor 
testing. 

Legend: = On Track iJ Improved from last review 

A Not on Track but PM/SSO/RSO Solvable Q No change from last rnicw 

Not nn Trad. Need help {> Degraded rrnm last review 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 

• 
System 

KPP#S 
Howitzer 
Rounds, 
Range, 

Rate Of Fire 

<J8> <RAD> < SI ~er., 10/2212002 4 

Key Performance Parameters (Cont.) 

Operational Logic 

• The SP Howitzer will integrate a 
155mm cannon system with 
capabilities equal to or greater than the 
Lightweight 155 (M777) on a common 
chassis within the IBCT and be 
capable of firing all currently fielded 
and developmental US and NATO 
standard 155mm munitions und 
propellants. In addition the system 
must be able to achieve a range of 30 
kilometers {assisted) and achieve a 
maximum rate of fire of not fewer than 
five rounds per minute for three 
minutes in low angle (less than 800 
mils elevation) indirect fire. 

Demonstration Status 

• Mar 00 JROC approved baseline ORD that 
included all five KPPS, including the 
Howitzer. Also in Mar 00, the Anny 
decided against pursuing the howitzer 
initially due lo technological infeasibility 
and inadequate funding suppo1t in the FYOl 
PB. The 6 Apr 00 Request for Proposal 
(RFP) did not include a requirement for an 
IA V howitzer. In Nov 00 the DAB 
reviewed the IA V program and the USD 
(ATL) signed an acquisition decision 
memorandum that approved the acquisi1ion 
program baseline for all IAV variants with 
the exception of the howitzer. The Army 
has retained the howitzer as a valid 
requirement in the baseline ORD. but is 
fielding a surrogate capability, the M 198 
towed howitzer. 

Legend: = On Track "(J lmprove<l from last review 

A Not on Track but PM/SSO/RSO Solvable Q No change from last review 

Nol on Track. Need help ..(J. Degraded from last review 
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•1111 
Status/ 
Trend 

NA 

UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 



f. • .,.. 

September 16, 2002 9:12 AM 

TO: Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Y ~., 
SUBJECT: Stryker 

\\That are the requirements listed for the Stryker? Do they require that it be C-130 

portable? 

Do they require that it be movable on the battlefield by a helo? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
1>91602-18 

.. 

······························~···········~---~----------·---- ---

• 
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October 7, 2002 9:01 AM 

TO: Gen.Pace 

FROM: Donald RumsfeJd ~ 
SUBJECT: Stryker 

Here is a note from Newt on the Stryker, which you received also. When you get 

an answer to whether or not it uses standard ammunition, please let me know the 

answers to these questions. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
10/06/02 Gingrich e-mail to SccDefre: Sryker 105mm Gun 

DHR:db 
100702-16 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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~ l'b)(6) 

From: 

lclV, OSD 

Thlrdwave2@aol.com 

Page 1 of l 

Sent: 
To: 

(b)(ifi'"' Oo'obr 06, 2002 8:33 AM " '. i 7 2(1{)1 I sd.pentagon.mil; Larry.DiRita@osd.pentagon.mil; John.Craddock@OSD.Pentagon.mil 

Cc: stephen.cambone@OSD .. mil; damicotj@js.pentagon.mil; jaymie.durnan@osd.pentagon.mil; 
giambastiani@jfcom.mil; john.keane@hqda.anny.mil; W~llam.Troy@us.army.mil; 
peter.pace@js.pentagon.mil; bemard.champoux@js.pentagon.mil; john.abizaid@js.pentagon.mil 

Subject: Stryker 105mm gun 

for secdef, depsecdef 
from newt 10/6/02 

Stryker 105 mm and mortar firing versions 

If it is true the Stryker 105 mm gun version cannot use the standard ammunition and 
will require new ammunition development then it would make more sense to cancel 
the program, buy an armored gun system off the shelf (or its equivelant) which can 
use the current tak killing and other 105mm rounds of which we apparently have 
$1 billion in stock. This will save the development program on the gun version and 
the development cost_s and procurement costs of the new ammunition. 

Similarly if the Stryker cannot be engineered to hold the 120mm mortar we would be 
better off to get a modernized M-113 mortar version. The difference between 81,, 
and 120 mm mortar is simply too great to allow soldiers to be deprived of the 
heavier weapon. 

10/7/2002 
2 
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·12 CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHJEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9119 

Cll-555-02 

~ECDEF HAS SEE~ 
:f: ?002 

INFO MEMO 19 October 2002 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJC~ It/If 
SUBJECT: Stryker 

• In response to your inquiry (T ABs A, B and C) concerning Stryker vehicles, the 
following is provided. Specific questions included: what are the requirements 
against which the system was measured; what should the requirements be post-
9/11; does the 105nun cannon use standard ammunition; will the 120mm mortar 
fit in the vehicle; is it C-130-transportable and is it required to be moved by 
helicopter. 

• The requirements used to measure Stryker's performance are contained in a Joint 
Requirements Oversight Council (JROC)-validated Operational Requirements 
Document, 22 February 2000. The design parameters are valid both pre- and post-
9/11. Capabilities of the system enable the Army's Stryker Brigade Combat 
Teams (~s) to respond to projected future threats in all operational 
environments. The various platforms provide flexibility to operate in diverse 
situations including those presented to US forces post-9/11. 

• The 105mm cannon and 120mm mortar use the full range of NATO standard 7 
ammunition. The first two SBCTs will carry a 120mm mortar that must be ground - " 

~ mounted to fire. A Soltam 120mm Recoil Mortar System (RMS) was successfully 
fired in July 2002 and is being retro-fitted into the first two SBCTs vehicles to 
allow them to fire from the vehicle. 

• S!fYkers fit into C-130s and can be uickl readied for comb!_t a r airlift wi_!h 
9 y nunor reco guration. Strykers are not required to be moved by helicopters. 
Each variant of the Stryker has its own restoration time. In all cases, there will be 
some variability depending on crew proficiency, threat, vehicle type and mission. ~ 
All Stryker variants provide immediate force protection to soldiers with the (',.,._ 
integral 14.5mm annor. To date, only the Infantry Carner Variant (ICV) has been ('\.l 

transported by C-130. Current restoration estimates range from 15 minutes for -~ 
four of the variants to 100 minutes for the Mobile Gun System. Evaluation ofICV ,-
Stryker's transportability will occur during an operational evaluation and 
certification exercise next spring. 
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• Recently, the Army hosted a half-day joint conference with the Air Force to 
review the Stryker program and specifically C-130 deployability. As a result, a 
joint memorandum of agreement addressing Stryker deployability on the C- I 30 is 
being prepared. This memorandum will be signed by the Army VCSA and either 

r {;') I by the CG, Air Mobility Command or the VCSAF. The JROC wilJ review the p re.9uirements in September 2003 prior to the next acquisition milestone decision. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachments: 
As stated IJ I 7 7 '5 ';. ti. I 7 7 5 !1 /j I ?7 S1/-Q 2, 

Prepared By: LtGen James E. Cartwright, USMC; DJ-8, .... l(b-)(6_) _ _, 

11-L-oss9/oso112ss4 



• 
UNCLASSIFIED 

(U) Stryker 

• JROC approved ORD: 22 Feb 00 

••1111 

- Contains Five Key Performance Parameters (KPPs). 

<JS, <RAO~ <Slr\'1<8D 10/22/2002 1 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 



• 
UNCLASSIFIED 

(U) 

System 

KPP#l 

Interoperability 

KPP#2 
C-130 

Deployability 

Key Per/ ormance Parameters 

Operational Logic 

• Interoperability. Stryker 
must be capable of hosting and 
effectively integrating existing 
and planned Army C41SR 
Systems. 

• Stryker must be 
transportable in a C 130 
aircraft. Stryker 1nust enter 
and exit the aircraft capable 
of immediate combat 
operations ( does not require 
a full basic load). 

Demonstration Status 

•Tobe evaluated during IOT &E. 

• The Stryker ICY is C-130 
transportable. Each of the other 
variants will also be C-130 
transportable. Four ICVs 
successfully transported on C-130 
during MC02. Preparing to 
execute Stryker fly in to AAFB 
on 16 Oct. Evaluation to occur 
during operational evaluation & 
certificate exercise (Sprin~ 2003). 

Legend: = On Track ~ Improved from h,t rn·,ew 

A Nol on Track but PM/SSO/RSO Solvable Q No change from last review 

Not on Track. Need help .[J.. Degraded from last review 
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Status/ 
Trend 
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UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 

• 
System 

KPP#3 
Load Carrying 

Capability 

KPP#4 

Mobile Gun 
System 
Letha1ity 

Key Performance Parameters (Cont.) 

Operational Logic 

• IAV ICV, when configured 
as an ICV or ESV, must 
carry a 9 man squad with 
individual equipn1ent 

• MGS primary armament 
n1ust def eat a standard 
inf an try bunker and create an 
opening in a double 
reinforced concrete wall, 
through which infantry can 
pass. 

Demonstration Status 

• Demonstrated in Bid sample. 
De1nonstrated during MC02. 

• To be demonstrated during PQT 
for MGS. Army has accepted two 
MGSs from the contractor that are 
currently undergoing contractor 
testing. 

Legend: = On Track ~ Improved from lasl review 

A Not on Track but PM/SS0/RSO Solvable Q No ch:ingc from last review 

Not un Track. Need help JJ. Degraded frnm laM review 

11-L-0559/0SD/12857 

11111 
Status/ 
Trenil 
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• 
UNCLASSIFIED 

(U) 

System 

KPP#5 
Howitzer 
Rounds, 
Range, 

Rate Of Fire 

Key Performance Parameters (Cont.) 

Operational Logic 

• The SP Howitzer will integrate a 
155mm cannon system w,th 
capabi lit1es equal to or greater than the 
Lightweight l55 (M777) on a common 
chassis within the lBCT and be 
capable of firing all currently fielded 
and developmental US and NA TO 
standard 155mm munitions and 

propellants. In addltion the system 
must be able to achieve a range of 30 
kilometers (assisted) and achieve a 
maximum rate of fire of not fewer than 
five rounds per minute for three 
minutes in low angle (less than 800 
mils elevation) indirect fire. 

Demonstration Status 

• Mar 00 JROC approved baseline ORD that 
included all five KPPS, mcluding the 
Howitzer. Also in Mar 00, the Anny 
decided against pursuing the howitzer 
initially due to technological infea~ibility 
and inadequate funding support in the FYOl 
PB. The 6 Apr 00 Request for Proposal 
(RFP) did not include a requirement for an 
IAV howitzer. In Nov 00 the DAB 
reviewed the IAV program and the USD 
(ATL) signed an acquisition decision 
memorandum that approved the acquisition 
program baseline for all IAV variants with 
the exception of the howitzer. The Army 
has retained the howitzer as a valid 
requirement in the baseline ORD, but is 
fielding a surrogate capability, the M198 
towed howitzer. 

Legend:= On Track i) Improved from last review 

A Not on Track but PM/SSO/RSO Solvabk Q No change from last review 

Not on Traci.;. Need help ..!} Degraded from last review 

11-L-0559/0SD/12858 

•11111 
Status/ 
Trend 

NA 

UNCLASSIFIED 
(U) 



TO: 

/

,FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

Gen. Pete Pace 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

September 14, 2002 

I would like to see what the requirements were for Stryker that it was measured 

against and what the requirements oughfto be post-9/11. 

Thanks. 

DHR/am 
091402.16 

11-L-0559/0SD/12859 

SECDEF HAS SEF~ 

/_ c')O O . 

Tab A 
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September 19, 2002 

TO: Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'\JL .. 

<:J ~':-·/ SUBJECT: CVN-X Questi~n 

.. <,¢0( 
':\ Somebody, I think it was Congresswoman Davis of Virginia asker! ·1out the 

Defense Science Board study on CVN-X and asked when ;. "'ould be released. I 

would like to know when it will be released and wh~· lS going on. 

Please get me a report. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
091902-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(.arrv Di Rile -.. ~ 
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LEGISLATIVE 
.-.FF AIRS 

FOR: 

/FROM: 
SUBJECT: 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-l300 

INFO MEMO 
SECD~!fAS SEEN 

1~ :] ?.002 

October 21, 2002 5:00 PM 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE \n 
Powell Moore, Assistant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Aff~s/J~ 

Rep. Davis request for the Defense Science Board study on CVN-X 
Reference Snowflake# 091902-9 

• The Defense Science Board study was hand delivered by my staff to Rep. Davis' 
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September 19, 2002 

TO: Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'\JL .. 

<:J ~':-·/ SUBJECT: CVN-X Questi~n 

.. <,¢0( 
':\ Somebody, I think it was Congresswoman Davis of Virginia asker! ·1out the 

Defense Science Board study on CVN-X and asked when ;. "'ould be released. I 

would like to know when it will be released and wh~· lS going on. 

Please get me a report. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
091902-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

(.arrv Di Rile -.. ~ 
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11:08AM e,10(~ 

TO: Gen. Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

DATE: October 12, 2002 

SUBJECT: Early Bird Article 

Could you look into the highlighted portion of this article from Newhouse.com on 

spending $51,000 on cappuccino machines for the war on terror and report back. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
101202.04 

Attach: "The US Doesn't Travel Light in going to War", 10/10/02 Nevvhouse.com 
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- • ;I'lie tl.S. Doesn't Travel Light In Going To War 

Newhouse.com 
October 10, 2002 

The U.S. Doesn't Travel Light In Going To War 

By David Wood, Newhouse News Service 

Page 1 of 3 

BLOUNT ISLAND, Fla. -- Bound for the Persian Gu1f and a probable war with Iraq, the piles and bags 
and crates of stuff cover 17 acres, all waiting to be loaded on ship, all to help sustain U.S. troops in 
combat: 

Tanks, rockets, machine gun ammo, extra boots, spare radios, bomb cradles, trucks, field rations, 
surgical dressings and body bags. 

Jackhammers, tongue depressors, communion wine and wafers, tire chains for trucks driving in snow. 
Portapotties, of course. 

A radio repair shop built into a large steel container, with drawers fuI1 of tools and with plug-in electric 
lights, air conditioning and telephones. 

And a 3,800-foot portable airfield for jet fighters and cargo planes that can be set up anywhere, complete 
with landing lights, arresting gear, a control tower, firetrucks and tow tractors. 

Does anyone go to war like the U.S. military? 

Not even remotely. Being the world's unmatched military superpower not only means the United States 
can boast about its combat,punch. It means it can take along pretty much whatever it wants. 

Like the sumo wrestling suit ($3,395), cappuccino machines ($51,200) and white beach sand ($4,638) 
the Air Force recently purchased to support its combat operations against Iraq from air bases in the 
Persian Gulf region. 

When young Americans are sent into harm's way, no one, of course, would deny anything that could 
help them to prevail, to save Jives, to ease what is inherently difficult and risky. 

As President Bush said earlier this year, "We're asking a lot of our men and women in unifonn and we'll 
be asking more of them in the future. In return, they deserve every resource, every weapon needed to 
achieve the final and full victory." 

But taking along every resource -- and a few frills and baubles -- carries a price. All this stuff has to be 
purchased, shipped, sorted, repacked, transported, unloaded, counted, guarded and distributed. 
Discarded packing material leaves a long trail behind units on the move. 

"Why do we take all this stuff? Because we can, 11 said James Jay Carafano, a retired Anny artillery 
officer and historian who teaches at the Naval War College. 

The furious activity here -- where the Marine Corps is preparing to load one of 13 giant cargo ships 
crammed with war materiel that float near the world's bad neighborhoods -- is only part of the picture. 

http://ebird.dtic.mil/Oct2002/e20C, lf)JI!._ f10S-00/ Q SD/ 12 865 10/12/2002 
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At the end of this month the MV Anderson, a 750-foot-long vessel, will sail for the Persian Gulf to join 
four sister ships that carry enough stuff to keep a 17,000-man Marine Air Ground Task Force in combat 
for 30 days. 

The ships are designed to offload their cargo near the battlefield as Marines fly in to man the equipment. 

The Anny has seven such ships pre-positioned near the Persian Gulf. 

But in wartime the Pentagon can launch an additional 1,400 ships and 360 heavy-lift cargo planes. If 
that's not enough, it can draft around 650 planes out of the commercial air fleet to load with soldiers and 
gear. A standard phrase in military travel orders: "Excess baggage is authorized." 

Then there are trucks. Nobody knows how many the military has. In 1990 the Army moved 114,000 of 
them to the Persian Gulf for Desert Storm, but the Air Force and Marines had their own, and there were 
all those rentals procured in Saudi Arabia to boot. 

Military planners figure it takes 2,000 tons of materiel a day to keep a division -- roughly 20,000 people 
-- supplied in combat. The math looks like this: Four divisions in Iraq equals 16 million pounds a day, 
carried in five-ton ( I 0,000-pound) trucks, equals a traffic jam of overloaded vehicles growling over the 
400 miles of sand between Kuwait and Baghdad. 

Military operations chew up an astounding amount of "consumables" like fuel, water, ammunition, 
grease, filters, gaskets and spare parts. 

An M-1 A I Abrams tank eats $150 wonh of consumables an hour -- not including fuel. A CH-47 
Chinook helicopter bums up $2,000 worth of non-fuel consumables an hour, Air Force planes around 
$7,000 per flying hour, according to a Congressional Budget Office analysis. 

Other consumables being packed at this port run from massive gas turbine engines that propel Abrams 
tanks to 746 cases of the infamous field rations, "Meals, Ready to Eat." These are stowed in 20-foot 
refrigerated steel containers -- not because they need to be refrigerated, but because the huge containers 
double as morgues to preserve bodies of battlefield casualties, said Marty Lussier, Blount Island's 
container manager. 

Other stuff waiting to be shipped is carefully labeled in the military's irritatingly obsessive 
nomenclature: "can, water, military," and "siren, hand operated, w/ carrying strap." 

Lying around somewhere is 776,146 pounds of ammunition ranging from flares, hand grenades and 
linked machine gun rounds to I 05 mm howitzer shells, stinger missiles and 500-pound bombs. 

Explosives get packed in the bottom of the ship. Abrams tanks, Humvees and other wheeled and tracked 
combat vehicles go in above, along with a 116-bed hospital, spare truck transmissions, cartons of boot 
laces, firefighting suits with suspenders, concertina razor wire, barbells, finger splints and a motorcycle 
or two. 

On this one ship will be 40,000 separate types of sniff Vehicles are stowed ''three fingers tight" to make 
room, said Marine Corps Maj. Lyle Layher, operations officer at Blount Island. 

''Basically, you got just about everything," said Rick Miller, a retired Marine who oversees packing of 
medical supplies here. 

http://ebird.dtic.mil/Oct2002/e200f tpJ L t:DO"S5S/ Q SD/ 12 866 10/12/2002 
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With good reason, some say. 

"It sounds excessive, but the rationale is that you can put people into combat and sustain them and 
recuperate people and put them back in," said Carafano, a historian and author of several books on 
World Wa:r II. 

In the first several weeks after D-Day in 1944, he said, U.S. forces landed 1.5 million men and millions 
of tons of supplies on the beaches and were enjoying Jimmy Cagney movies and USO shows even 
before they began the long attack inland into France and Gennany. 

"The Germans could kick hell out of us for seven weeks and in the end we won the battle in large part 
because we were growing stronger," Carafano said. 

Still, it's not surprising that some sniff gees lost or is "borrowed" by a shifty-eyed sergeant who needs 
that widget nobody seems to be using. 

Investigators for the General Accounting Office found "billions of dollars at risk of fraud, waste and 
abuse" from shipments the Air Force made to bases in southwest Asia in fiscal year 2000. 

And the stuff the GAO did account for opens an interesting window on the American way of war. 

According to a GAO report to Congress in May, the Air Force's needs for its combat forces in Kuwait 
and Saudi Arabia included such items as a $2,205 designer coffee table, a $35,000 golf cart, a $49,500 
bingo console, $4,896 worth of cowboy hats, $ I 8,980 worth of decorative rock, a$ l, 775 "executive 
pillow" and a $14,835 "nostalgic juke box" -- as well as 1he white beach sand, cappuccino machines and 
sumo wrestling suit mentioned earlier. 

In a statement, the Air Force said the white beach sand was needed to build barriers around ammunition 
bunkers. The other items, it said, were authorized "in support of troop morale, welfare and recreation 
activities." 

http:// ebird. dti c. mil/Oct2002/ e20<f 1Q.\! tr©§!,~ Q SD/ 1 2 8 6 7 10/12/2002 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CttEFS OF STAFF 

WASHtNGTON, D.C. 2031Mffl 

INFO MEMO CM-567-02 
24 October 2002 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJcfp« 10 
/ pf 

SUBJECT: Early Bird Article 

SECDEE HAS SEf i · 
r1rK:1 fl ;O(J/ 

• In response to your question(~) regarding the article from the Web site 
Newhouse.com, the following information is provided. 

• The article leads one to believe cappuccino machines are routinely shipped 
with deploying forces. In reality, these 12 industrial, restaurant-quality 
machines costing a total of $37,000 were purchased from November 1999 
through May 2000 for use in dining facilities for Air Force deployed units. 

• Responding to the 12 May 2002 GAO report, "Need to Strengthen Guidance 
and Oversight of Contingency Operations Costs,° the Secretary of the Air 
Force defended these purchases as permissible under applicable fiscal rules and 
laws, and initiated a review of policies for the use of contingency funds at the 
semi-permanent deployed locations ( C ~ . 

• The Air Force is talcing positive steps to strengthen internal controls, make proper 
use of appropriated fimds and promote prudent use of taxpayer dollars. 

COORDINATION: TAB C 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: VADM G. S. Holder, USN; Director, J-4~ ..... <b_><
6_>_ ...... 

11-L-0559/0SD/12868 Ul 7 7 59 / 02 
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FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJcfp« 10 
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SUBJECT: Early Bird Article 

SECDEE HAS SEf i · 
r1rK:1 fl ;O(J/ 

• In response to your question(~) regarding the article from the Web site 
Newhouse.com, the following information is provided. 

• The article leads one to believe cappuccino machines are routinely shipped 
with deploying forces. In reality, these 12 industrial, restaurant-quality 
machines costing a total of $37,000 were purchased from November 1999 
through May 2000 for use in dining facilities for Air Force deployed units. 

• Responding to the 12 May 2002 GAO report, "Need to Strengthen Guidance 
and Oversight of Contingency Operations Costs,° the Secretary of the Air 
Force defended these purchases as permissible under applicable fiscal rules and 
laws, and initiated a review of policies for the use of contingency funds at the 
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11:08AM e,10(~ 

TO: Gen. Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

DATE: October 12, 2002 

SUBJECT: Early Bird Article 

Could you look into the highlighted portion of this article from Newhouse.com on 

spending $51,000 on cappuccino machines for the war on terror and report back. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
101202.04 

Attach: "The US Doesn't Travel Light in going to War", 10/10/02 Nevvhouse.com 
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- • ;I'lie tl.S. Doesn't Travel Light In Going To War 

Newhouse.com 
October 10, 2002 

The U.S. Doesn't Travel Light In Going To War 

By David Wood, Newhouse News Service 

Page 1 of 3 

BLOUNT ISLAND, Fla. -- Bound for the Persian Gu1f and a probable war with Iraq, the piles and bags 
and crates of stuff cover 17 acres, all waiting to be loaded on ship, all to help sustain U.S. troops in 
combat: 

Tanks, rockets, machine gun ammo, extra boots, spare radios, bomb cradles, trucks, field rations, 
surgical dressings and body bags. 

Jackhammers, tongue depressors, communion wine and wafers, tire chains for trucks driving in snow. 
Portapotties, of course. 

A radio repair shop built into a large steel container, with drawers fuI1 of tools and with plug-in electric 
lights, air conditioning and telephones. 

And a 3,800-foot portable airfield for jet fighters and cargo planes that can be set up anywhere, complete 
with landing lights, arresting gear, a control tower, firetrucks and tow tractors. 

Does anyone go to war like the U.S. military? 

Not even remotely. Being the world's unmatched military superpower not only means the United States 
can boast about its combat,punch. It means it can take along pretty much whatever it wants. 

Like the sumo wrestling suit ($3,395), cappuccino machines ($51,200) and white beach sand ($4,638) 
the Air Force recently purchased to support its combat operations against Iraq from air bases in the 
Persian Gulf region. 

When young Americans are sent into harm's way, no one, of course, would deny anything that could 
help them to prevail, to save Jives, to ease what is inherently difficult and risky. 

As President Bush said earlier this year, "We're asking a lot of our men and women in unifonn and we'll 
be asking more of them in the future. In return, they deserve every resource, every weapon needed to 
achieve the final and full victory." 

But taking along every resource -- and a few frills and baubles -- carries a price. All this stuff has to be 
purchased, shipped, sorted, repacked, transported, unloaded, counted, guarded and distributed. 
Discarded packing material leaves a long trail behind units on the move. 

"Why do we take all this stuff? Because we can, 11 said James Jay Carafano, a retired Anny artillery 
officer and historian who teaches at the Naval War College. 

The furious activity here -- where the Marine Corps is preparing to load one of 13 giant cargo ships 
crammed with war materiel that float near the world's bad neighborhoods -- is only part of the picture. 

http://ebird.dtic.mil/Oct2002/e20C, lf)JI!_ f.IOS-59/ Q SD/ 12 8 71 10/12/2002 
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At the end of this month the MV Anderson, a 750-foot-long vessel, will sail for the Persian Gulf to join 
four sister ships that carry enough stuff to keep a 17,000-man Marine Air Ground Task Force in combat 
for 30 days. 

The ships are designed to offload their cargo near the battlefield as Marines fly in to man the equipment. 

The Anny has seven such ships pre-positioned near the Persian Gulf. 

But in wartime the Pentagon can launch an additional 1,400 ships and 360 heavy-lift cargo planes. If 
that's not enough, it can draft around 650 planes out of the commercial air fleet to load with soldiers and 
gear. A standard phrase in military travel orders: "Excess baggage is authorized." 

Then there are trucks. Nobody knows how many the military has. In 1990 the Army moved 114,000 of 
them to the Persian Gulf for Desert Storm, but the Air Force and Marines had their own, and there were 
all those rentals procured in Saudi Arabia to boot. 

Military planners figure it takes 2,000 tons of materiel a day to keep a division -- roughly 20,000 people 
-- supplied in combat. The math looks like this: Four divisions in Iraq equals 16 million pounds a day, 
carried in five-ton ( I 0,000-pound) trucks, equals a traffic jam of overloaded vehicles growling over the 
400 miles of sand between Kuwait and Baghdad. 

Military operations chew up an astounding amount of "consumables" like fuel, water, ammunition, 
grease, filters, gaskets and spare parts. 

An M-1 A I Abrams tank eats $150 wonh of consumables an hour -- not including fuel. A CH-47 
Chinook helicopter bums up $2,000 worth of non-fuel consumables an hour, Air Force planes around 
$7,000 per flying hour, according to a Congressional Budget Office analysis. 

Other consumables being packed at this port run from massive gas turbine engines that propel Abrams 
tanks to 746 cases of the infamous field rations, "Meals, Ready to Eat." These are stowed in 20-foot 
refrigerated steel containers -- not because they need to be refrigerated, but because the huge containers 
double as morgues to preserve bodies of battlefield casualties, said Marty Lussier, Blount Island's 
container manager. 

Other stuff waiting to be shipped is carefully labeled in the military's irritatingly obsessive 
nomenclature: "can, water, military," and "siren, hand operated, w/ carrying strap." 

Lying around somewhere is 776,146 pounds of ammunition ranging from flares, hand grenades and 
linked machine gun rounds to I 05 mm howitzer shells, stinger missiles and 500-pound bombs. 

Explosives get packed in the bottom of the ship. Abrams tanks, Humvees and other wheeled and tracked 
combat vehicles go in above, along with a 116-bed hospital, spare truck transmissions, cartons of boot 
laces, firefighting suits with suspenders, concertina razor wire, barbells, finger splints and a motorcycle 
or two. 

On this one ship will be 40,000 separate types of sniff Vehicles are stowed ''three fingers tight" to make 
room, said Marine Corps Maj. Lyle Layher, operations officer at Blount Island. 

''Basically, you got just about everything," said Rick Miller, a retired Marine who oversees packing of 
medical supplies here. 

http://ebird.dtic.mil/Oct2002/e200f tpJ L t:DO"S5S/ Q SD/ 12 8 72 10/12/2002 



- · ·.The li.S. Doesn't Travel Light -In Going To War Page 3 of 3 

With good reason, some say. 

"It sounds excessive, but the rationale is that you can put people into combat and sustain them and 
recuperate people and put them back in," said Carafano, a historian and author of several books on 
World Wa:r II. 

In the first several weeks after D-Day in 1944, he said, U.S. forces landed 1.5 million men and millions 
of tons of supplies on the beaches and were enjoying Jimmy Cagney movies and USO shows even 
before they began the long attack inland into France and Gennany. 

"The Germans could kick hell out of us for seven weeks and in the end we won the battle in large part 
because we were growing stronger," Carafano said. 

Still, it's not surprising that some sniff gees lost or is "borrowed" by a shifty-eyed sergeant who needs 
that widget nobody seems to be using. 

Investigators for the General Accounting Office found "billions of dollars at risk of fraud, waste and 
abuse" from shipments the Air Force made to bases in southwest Asia in fiscal year 2000. 

And the stuff the GAO did account for opens an interesting window on the American way of war. 

According to a GAO report to Congress in May, the Air Force's needs for its combat forces in Kuwait 
and Saudi Arabia included such items as a $2,205 designer coffee table, a $35,000 golf cart, a $49,500 
bingo console, $4,896 worth of cowboy hats, $ I 8,980 worth of decorative rock, a$ l, 775 "executive 
pillow" and a $14,835 "nostalgic juke box" -- as well as 1he white beach sand, cappuccino machines and 
sumo wrestling suit mentioned earlier. 

In a statement, the Air Force said the white beach sand was needed to build barriers around ammunition 
bunkers. The other items, it said, were authorized "in support of troop morale, welfare and recreation 
activities." 

http:// ebird. dti c. mil/Oct2002/ e20<f 1Q.\! tr©§!,~ Q SD/ 1 2 8 7 3 10/12/2002 



October 16, 2002 7:53 AM 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Gen. Myers 

DovZakheim 
Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfeld ))\. 

SUBJECT: PAC-Js 

What is the status of PAC-3s, the latest and best? What do we have, where are 

they, who is going to want them and are we short? 

What is in the budget for them? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
101602-8 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ___ ,_._._; _) .....-_· ___ _ 
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October 31, 2002 6:57 AM 

TO: Tom White 

CC: Honorable Paul O'Nei11 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ''){\... 

SUBJECT: M-1 Tank Facility 

Would you please call Secretary O'Neill and get his views on the M-1 tank facility 

he visited, and let me know what your reaction is. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
103102-S 
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October 30, 2002 5:32 PM 

TO: Honorable George Tenet 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld' ·-----;-) 

fa'---
SUBJECT: Finance Briefing 

\' t\ 

The briefing l received on finances was world-class. Those folks seem to be doing 

an excellent job. Congratulations. 

I am delighted you insisted I get the briefing. 

DJIR:dh 
\()3()01-15 

11-L-0559/0SD/12876 Ul 7 8 09 / 0 2 
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Snowflake 
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M1rch20,ll02 7:12AM 

· TO: Gen. Mym 

CC: PaulWoJfowitz 

FR0'4; ~Rmmfdd ~4 
. SUBJECT: Colombia Policy 

I don't know what is ~I to ',appm with respec:t to U.S.-Colombia poUq. It i8 
. . 

clear 1hae are dift'amt views in both the Congress and in 1he Executive B111Dd1, 

which is not smpisma. It poses some tough iaucs. 
' . .. -

. . 
I wonder if it might make scme for S0U1H~M and SOCOM to be tasked~ 

establishing a joint_ working group to dunk through~~ might do in Colombia .. 

if we arc asked. It ICCl11S to me we would have to decide 1Vbat 'ricby WODJd be, 
. . 

and then trunk through a plan 10 ~ 'Whit we decide to cbaradcrize u 'Yict«y. 

· 'lbc group mipt be in comac:t wiCh folb It CIA, DEA, Treasury IDd State.. aud 

also probably cocrdinate with Wl)'DC Dowmn1 It NSC. 

Theze is' a· lot of history in def'~g insurgeaciN---in the PhiJipph. fiom 1898-

.. · · 1~ in lflcaraaua wfth 1bc Marbles in tbe 1920a, dmiDg the Gn:ck: civil war in 

the 1940s, in Malaysia in the 1950, and even m some pe.r.ificadmi effora m So1itb · 
· .. 

Vietnam that worked during Che 1960s and,1970s. 

~f, ifwe aid up <loins somethio& it would fit int9 the nation-building 

catc&ory, which the administration has nee favored. On the other 1-d, it could . . . . 

use the ~~;>lcs of enueprcneurial nation-building thd ~ O'Neill and 

others are beginning to develop. -. 
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· The wondng group migbt wmt to talk to D.ARP A to see what proarams ~ being 

developed for survdllance, intelligence, etc. that might be usefb1. They might also 
want· to talk to Cebrows1d ·on network-centric wmfare as applied to junsksi UJbm 
mas and fnsurgmcies. 

I suspc:ct this should be a very small cell that wouJd report back to us in 90 da)is. 

: ·My view is that Colombia is a hard cue, but, ncmetbelcss, I think we ought to be 

seeing what; if anything, might be done. 

Please let me know what you tbint. 

Thanks . 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

· Pll!Be rupond by __ o_.i_/ 2-_1_(_0_;_ __ 

2 Tab A · 

11-L-0559/0SD/12878 



Snowflake C 10!:f 

-0~~ ). 
October, ~2 ~. \.., 
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... 

TO: Doug Feith ;( / y .j . , 
<r-W g~ \ , \ . v _; t \V 

Q' FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·--,rl ~ ~ './'\ (1 .Y' 
'~1 ~ J ~.r C\~ ~f\ \ 

\ o \\..., SUBJE.CT: Italian Parliament \ j l \ 

· Please take a look at this note on Martino and the Parliament. Isn' hat-,~.;J~>- ) 'L 

omeone in your shop should draft a letter from me to Martino about? 

Attach. 
I 0/03/02 AFP-ui, story e0683: "Italian Parliament Backs Troops for Afghanistan" 

DHR·dh 
100702-38 
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Please respond by __ 1_0_/_1;....:..1 ""*""f _i>_L--__ _ 
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P17598' Thu Oct 03 12:48:31 2002 

AFP-ui Italy-Afghan-Iraq 
Story: e0683 

Time: 2002 10/03 16:42 GMT 
Ref: 
Italian parliament backs troops for Afghanistan 

Page 1 

SECDEF HAS SEEN 
OCT 1 200a 

ROME, Oct 3 (AFP) - Italy's parliament on Thursday voted to 
approve deployment of 1,000 combat troops in Afghanistan to help US 
units hunt down al-Qaeda forces along the border with Pakistan. 

The Chamber of Deputies voted by 266 votes to 151 to approve the 
government's decision to send the elite troops from Italy's Alpine 
force in March next year, with 65 abstentions. 

The move divided the centre-left Olive Tree opposition. 
Its leader Francesco Rutelli voted for deployment, saying it was 

"the right thing for my country." 
However, Greens leader Alfonso Pecoraro Scanio said Rutelli had 

betrayed the centre-left by voting yes. 
The vote was also easily carried in the upper-house senate, but 

seven left-wing senators abstained. 
Defense Minister Antonio Martino told parliament that the 

deployment was not in any way linked to a possible conflict in Iraq, 
but was about Italy's ability to live up to its international 
commitments. 

"A war against Iraq is not under discussion here today,• said 
Martino. "Military action is neither imminent nor inevitable." 

Washington last month sent an official request for mountain 
troops to help track al-Qaeda fighters in the mountainous border 
area near Pakistan. 

Italy currently supplies 450 troops as part of the international 
peacekeeping force in Kabul, as well as a naval frigate and fighter 
aircraft. 

csg/d.b/gk 

AFP 
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August 5, 2002 7:29 AM C,,t! 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Torie Clarke 

Donald Rurnsfeld 

Cartoon 

Please see if you can get this cartoon. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Washington Times political cartoon 

OHRdh 
08050'.'-~ 
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Letters 
Even a poor lab rat is entitled to some happiness 

Christopher J. Heyde's column 
· ~,fies in the laboratory'' (Op

'11>•·) <lP~Prves serious at
~-.,ns. 

~11y 

Finally, Mr. Heyde's reasonable used for the p>'"'" • 
arguments show how grave a mis- and extr< · 
talce we scientists have made in . ~anri · 
alienating moderate groups such as 
Mr. Heyde's, which support amr 
research in the context of r· 
• · .. tment. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Honorable Mitchell Daniels 

Donald Rumsfeld ?A... 

November 4, 2002 11:01 AM 

' I 

SUBJECT: Funding 

We are going to have to figure out how to fund the war. For '03, we decided to 

put in a plus $10B. I don't know what to do this year. Let's talk about it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110402-10 

Ul7940 /02 
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TO: Jim Haynes 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Y "-. 
SUBJECT: Posse Comitatus 

October 17, 2002 9:15 AM 

Do you think we ought to get somebody to take a look at Posse Comitatus 

seriously, and see ifwe may need some changes or at ]east know what kind of 

changes we would want if it happened? It keeps getting raised on the Hill by 

liberals, even Feinstein. 

Thanks. 

OHRdh 
101702-7 

····················~···················································· 
Please respond by _ __._._H +/-"-o...;..1 ....... /_!l _'l--___ _ 
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November 5, 2002 7:25 AM 

TO: ADM Giambastiani 

CC: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \A' 
SUBJECT: Including Allies 

How do we make sure that you not only do a good job on transfonnation for the 

US and NA TO, but in addition we hook in our other friends and allies around the. 

world, like Australia? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110502-5 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CIUFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D,C. 2031 MIii 

ACTIONMEMO 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE ( 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJ~ 4 / 't, 
SUBJECT: Copo.hilities in the Gwird cind Reserve 

r«J. 144 I-'. 1~ 

Cll-280-02 
18 April 2002 

• The following is submitted in response to your 29 Ma:rch request (f AB) for infonnation 
regarding c.apabilitics in the Guaro and Reserve. In kocping with the spirit of the long
standmg Abrams Doctrine (known today as the ''Tot.al Force Policy''), today's Anny 
relies e,ttensively on the Reserve Components (RCs) to accomplish its missions. In doing 
so, the Anny benefits from the peacetime economies of a smaller standing force, while 
reaping the benefits of engaging America through the mobilization of RC soldiers. 

• Anny force structure requirements are formally reviewed every 2 years to validate, 
~sign, apponion and resource requisite mission capabilities. Force composition 
decisions are made to leverage the strengths of each component. Certain functional areas 
and associated &kills sets (information technology, medical, civil affairs, psycbolosica.l 
operations) can be easily maintained in the RCs thrqugh civilian acquired skills. These 
types of skill sets are frequently in demand as evidenced by operations in Bosnia, Kosovo 
and Afghanistan. The Army is currently reviewing the existing active-reserve mix to 
make determinations as to how best to balance its fort,e. 

• Force structure reductions have made the Almy increasingly dependent on the RCs to 
accomplish its missions. The issue of the appropriate active/RC mix should be addressed 
in theDPG. 

YI\ RECOMMENDATION: That llie Defeos• ~~~:::-:~~£':tnn~~t ~ 1 !7 ,V~ 
J.; study to ~ how it can execute ~,;;;;n, without mobilizing the Reserve Components.// 

Approve .JJ-L-L---r>isapprove Other ( F (0 /<.. ?'Ee, M.;.,iy) 
APR 18 m 

~ RECOMMENDATION: That the Anny, in conjunction with Army National Guard and United 
~ States Anny Reserve, provide you with an information briefing on its force composition flrategy. 

Approve Disapprove Other __ _ 

COORDINATION: None 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

Prepared By: MG Gerald A. Rudisill, Jr., USA; A~e Cbaitman for National 
Guard Matters and Reserve Matters;~ 
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""' 
OFFICE OF THE ASSIST ANT SECRET ARY OF QE;F.E.NS~ 

! q '"'I~ .. ""' 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20301 -2500 - ·' .. , ·-;tl,M'J f _ Q. 5 1.1 

USDiP ~-H'C "ov 2lJIJ2 

SPECIAL OPl!:f<Al'IONS/ 

l.OW· INTiiaNSITV CONF'LICT 

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

1#-02/010426-HA&APL 
EF-2222 

OCT 3 0 2002 

FROM: Marshall Billingslea, Principal Deputy Assistant~~·et fDefense for 
Special Operations and Low fntens ity Contlic~--/' f · \6/-:,o/62-,, 

SUBJECT: Afghan Refugees and Internally Displaced Persons (ID s) 

• Current numbers: 

• Afghan refugees (people in camps outside Afghanistan) number 
approximately 1.5 million. The bulk of refugees are in Pakistan and 
Iran. Approximately 2.0 million refugees have returned home. 

• Afghan IDPs number approximately 700,000. Approximately 630,000 !DPs 
have returned home. 

• UNHCR has assisted the return of 1.6 million refugees and 230,000 IDPs. 
The others have returned home on their own. 

• Winterization: 

• As winter approaches, there is a concern that inadequate winter shelter will 
cause a migration to the cities. UNHCR is stockpiling tents, stoves, 
blankets, plastic sheeting and charcoal to meet emergency needs. 

• UN agencies report progress in pre-positioning food and non-food items in 
for winter. Some concerns remain regarding the pace of these efforts. 

• US Assistance: 

• USAID has provided $138 million in emergency food assistance. State has 
provided the UN and non-governmental organizations $ 124.5 million in 
refugee assistance funds for repatriation of refugees and IDPs. 

COORDlNA TION: None 

Prepared by: COL Mark Zanin, Stability OperationsJ ..... (b_H_6_) ___ ...., 

10-; 1-ri~ : -1018001-02 
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Snowftake 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1/l., 
SUBJECT: Internally Displaced Persons 

f:f' 2.., -z. c.. 1.. 

o~/o Io Lf;l/, 
July 15, 2002 9:51 AM 

Here is some material on internally displaced persons and refugees. It is garbage. 

It is not clear, and it does not have any structure in it. It is not something that can 

be tracked week-to-week or month-to-month. There is nothing in there we can use 

to prove that things are calmer in the country, if they are, or to learn if they are 

calmer. 

Please have someone put his head into it and put some order into it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Undated CCJ5 Infonnation Paper re: IDP Movement and Trends between 3 June and 3 July 

2002 

DHR:dh 
071S02-18 

·······················································~················· 
Please respond by __ o_e....1../_0_1_/_· D_ .. -i-__ _ 
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UNCLASSrFrED 
CCJS INFORMATION PAPER 

SUBJECT: Internally Displaced Persons (IDPs) Movement and Trends 
between 3 June to 3 July 2002 

1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY. APPROXIMATELY 170,300 IDPs HAVE L~HAS5EE,v 
CAMPS DURING THE PERIOD 3 JUN TO 3 JUL 02I. DPANCAMESPTSIMAHATVEEDBE3EN77!jLJ(. 1 5 20Q'J,. 
IDPs REMAIN IN CAMPS. APPROXIMATELY 210 ~ 

VACATED AS OF THE DATE OF THIS REPORT. 

2. DISCUSSION 

a. Returns: 
• Estimated 170,300 IDP returns (to areas of origin) took 

place between 3 Jun to 3 Jul. 
• UNHCR adjusted spontaneous return figures from 

previous months to show 146,000 additional returns in 
this past month's data. 

• 24,300 assisted returns reported by International 
Organization of Migration (IOM). 

• Approximately 377,120 IDPs remain in camps in AFG. 

b. Significant events over past month: 
• IOM temporarily suspended transportation of IDPs for 

the second time on 27 May due to funding shortfalls, 
but resumed the week of 17 June 2002 after it received 
additional funding. 

Impact: IOM appealed for a total of $74.BM for 2002 
but only received approximately $41M. As a result, IOM 
is now focusing its efforts to provide transportation 
from IDP ca.mps in western Afghanistan. 

• Approximately 10,500 IDPs from the two IDP camps at 
Mahkaki and Mile-46 located along the Southwest Iran -
AFG border near Zaranj relocated lSOKM northeast to a 
new camp near Delaram just southeast of Farah. The 
Mahkaki and Mile-46 camps are now closed . 

.DD,pa.ct: IOM continues to provide support to these 
IDPs. 

• UNHCR is still working to identify long-term sites .in 
Qandahar Province for up to 50K IDPs currently residing 
in overcrowded camps at Spin Boldak and Chaman along 
the Pakistan-Afghanistan border. Unfortunately, UNHCR 
reported that a recent mission to survey sites in 
Qandahar was postponed due to safety concerns. Another 
UNHCR mission is planned to occur next week. 

Iiqpact: IDPs are living in overcrowded and 

UNCLASSrFIED 
11-L-0559/0SD/12889 



UNCLASSIFIED 
unsanitary conditions; movement into longer-term camp 
sites would be expected to minimize disease and other 
negative effects from overcrowded conditions. 

APPROVED BY=~~~~~~~~
C. A. D'Angelo 
COL, USA 
Chief, J5-CMO, 

PREPARED BY:~~~~~~~~
M. W. MARTIN 

MAJ, USA 
CCJ5-CMO, 7-2207 
03 July 02 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Paul Wolfowitz 
Dov Zakheint 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Funding for War 

October 28, 2002 8:21 AM 

We need to figure out how we are going to fund the war in the next year. 

Are the funds for the war specifically in the budget? Are the things we already 

know we are going to be spending in there? We certainly can't try to do that plus 

$10 billion again, because it won't work. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
102802-17 
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Please respond by __ ,_i/_o_i_,_/_ov ___ _ 
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Snowflake 

S::i~-.·~:·.:-; - -: ~'·--=- February 21, 2002 10:53 AM 

2~2 r:ov -7 f\ ~"1 Pi/ 2= 59 o 

TO: Gen. Myers , 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Haiti 

Do we stil1 have any U.S. troops in Haiti? ] ,vas told over the weekend that we do, 

and I thought we didn't. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
022102-15 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ c_.· _:·.""""(_· :_-_.,,_/ o_-:... __ 
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INTERNATIONAL 
SECURITY 
AFFAIRS 

UNCLASSIFIED 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301·2400 

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Assistant Secretary of Defense International Security 4JfM~ 
(Peter w. Rodman, rb)(5) I I/ v fUl 

SUBJECT: Guidelines When Considering Committing U.S. Forces 

OCT 2 9 2C02 
(}~ 

USDP~ 

__ _. ~ 0 6 NOV 2002 

EF-3096 
I-02/014945 

• You requested a paper showing how your guidelines apply to possible military 
engagement in Iraq (next under). 

• The paper at Tab A states your guidelines (updated Oct 02) and how they apply to 
Iraq. 

Attachments: As stated 

Prepared by: Col. Kevin Jones, OSD/SP/NESA,l(b)(
5

) 

DASD~tg ocr zeaz ....._ _ ___, 

UNCL~ED 
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Snowflake 

AJ&5-A- ~F .al) 'i L, 

//() I&-lh:-nt1 /fA::1 I o t '1-9 lf!5. 
September 30, 2002 1 :24 PM 

TO: ,D~~g~~th 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld T1'--
SUBJECT: Guidelines 

Here are my guidelines. Will you or somebody please prepare a paper that shows 

my guidelines and then answers the question for Iraq-that says, ~~Here is the 

answer to each of the guidelines with respect to the possible involvements and 

military engagement in Iraq." 

Let's do the same for the global war on terrorism. Needless to say, some of the 

questions will be the same. 

Thanks. 

Attach. flt~ U9 I 
ieptefft1'er 2992 SecDef"Guidelines To Be Weighed When Considering Committing U.S. 

Forces" 

DHR:dh 
093002-56 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by _____ lo_J_i. ..... s:_J_v_~---
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March 2001 

Guidelines to Be Weighed When Considering Committing U.S. Forces 

Is the proposed action truly necessary? 

A Good Reason: IfU.S. lives are going to be put at risk, whatever is to be done must be 
in the U.S. national interest. If people could be killed, the U.S. must have a dam good 
reason. 

Diplomacy: All instruments of national power should be engaged before resorting to 
force, and they should stay involved once force is employed. 

Legal Basis: In fashioning a clear statement of the legal underpinning for the action and 
the political basis for the decision, avoid arguments of convenience. They may be useful 
at the outset to gain support, but they will be deadly later. 

Is the proposed action achievable? 

Achievable: When the U.S. commits force, the task should be achievable-at acceptable 
risk. It must be something the U.S. is capable of accomplishing. We need to understand 
our limitations. The record is clear; there are some things the U.S. simply cannot 
accomplish. 

Clear Goals: To the extent possible, there should be clear, well considered and well 
understood goals as to the purpose of the engagement and what would constitute success, 
so we can know when we have achieved our goals and can honestly exit or tum the task 
over to others. 

Command Structure: The conunand structure should be clear, not complex and one the 
U.S. can accept-not a collective command structure where key decisions are made by a 
conunittee. If the U.S. needs or prefers a coalition to achieve its goals, which it most 
often will, we should have a clear understanding with coalition partners that they will do 
whatever might be needed to achieve the agreed goals. We must avoid trying so hard to 
persuade others to join a coalition that we compromise on our goals or jeopardize the 
command structure. The mission should determine the coalition; the coalition should not 
detennine the mission. 

Is it worth it? 

Lives at Risk: If an engagement is worth doing, the U.S. and coalition partners should be 
willing to put lives at risk. 

Resources: The military capabilities needed to achieve the agreed goals must be 
available and not committed or subject to call elsewhere halfway through the 
engagement. The U.S. cannot do everything everywhere at once, 

11-L-0559/0SD/12896 
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Public Support: If public support is weak at the outset, U.S. leadership must be willing 
to invest the political capital to marshal support to sustain the effort for whatever period 
of time is required: Ifthere is a risk of casualties, that should be acknowledged at the 
outset rather than allowing the public to believe the engagement can be done 
antiseptically, on the cheap, with zero casualties. 

Impact Elsewhere: Before conunitting to an engagement, consider the implications of 
the decision for the U.S. in other parts of the world-if we prevail, ifwe fail, or ifwe 
decide not to act. U.S. actions or inactions in one region are read around the world and 
contribute favorably or unfavorably to the deterrent and U.S. influence. We need to think 
through the kind of precedent a proposed action, or inaction, would establish. 

If there is to be action-

Act Early: Ifit is worth doing, U.S. leadership should be willing to make a judgment as 
to when diplomacy has failed and act forcefully, early, during the pre-crisis period, to 
alter the behavior of others and to try to prevent the conflict. If that fails, be willing and 
prepared to act decisively to use whatever force is necessary to prevail. 

Unrestricted Options: In working to fashion a coalition or trying to persuade Congress 
or the public to support an action, the National Command Authorities must not dumb 
down what is needed by promising not to do things-not to use ground forces, not to 
bomb below 20,000 feet, not to risk U.S. lives, not to pennit collateral damage, not to 
bomb during Ramadan, etc. That simplifies the task for the enemy and makes the U.S. 
task more difficult. Political leadership should not set arbitrary deadlines as to when the 
U.S. will disengage, or the enemy can simply wait us out. 

Finally-

Honesty: U.S. leadership must be brutally honest with itself, the Congress, the public 
and coalition partners, we must not make the task sound even marginally easier or less 
costly than it could become. Preserving U.S. credibility requires that we promise less, or 
no more, than we can deliver. It is a fact that it is a great deal easier to get into something 
than it is to get out ofit! 

Note: 

Guidelines, Not Rules: Finally, while these guidelines are worth considering, they should 
not be considered rules or a simple formula to inhibit the U.S. from acting in our national 
interest. Rather, they are offered as a checklist to assure that when the U.S. does engage, it 
does so with a full appreciation of our responsibilities, the risks, and the opportunities. The 
future promises to offer a variety of possible engagements. The value of this checklist will 
depend on the manner in which it is applied. 

Decisions on engagement always will be based on less than perfect information, often under 
extreme pressure of time. These guidelines will be most helpful not in providing answers, 
but rather in helping to frame and organize available information. 

Donald Rumsfeld 

2 

11-L-0559/0SD/12897 



October 2002 

Secretary of Defense Guidelines When Considering Committing U.S. Forces in Iraq 

Following are Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld's guidelines for assessing whether or not 
the United States is should use military in any given instance. Possible military action in 
Iraq is assessed in the light of each of the guideline questions. 

Is a proposed action truly necessary? 

• A Good Reason: If U.S. lives are going to be put at risk, whatever is proposed to be 
done must be in the U.S. national interest. If people could be killed, ours or others, 
the U.S. must have a darn good reason. 

• Diplomacy: All instruments of national power should be engaged before, during and 
after any possible use of force. The interaction between effective diplomacy and the 
potential use or use of force can be a powerful influence. 
0 

• Basis for the Action: In fashioning a clear statement of the underpinning for the 
action, avoid arguments of convenience. They can be useful at the outset to gain 
support, but they will be deadly later. Just as the risks of taking action must be 
carefully considered, so too the risk of inaction needs to be weighed. 

As applied to Iraq: 
• Iraq's pursuit of weapons of mass destruction and its support for terrorism threaten 

the security of the United States. 
• The possibility that Iraq will use WMD against us, either directly or via terrorists, 

makes it imperative that the USG take action to avert this threat. Iraq may believe 
that an attack conducted by terrorists would not be attributed to itself - and hence 
such an attack may not be deterrable. 

• Inaction, as the President has stated, is not an option - if Iraq were to acquire nuclear 
weapons, it would feel emboldened to engage in aggression against its neighbors, 
confident that regional states would be deterred from cooperating in any international 
effort to reverse that aggression. 

• The USG is using all instruments of national power in relation to Iraq. This is 
evidenced by the President's address to the United Nations and the attempt to obtain 
an acceptable UN Security Council resolution on inspections. 

• U.S. military action against Iraq would be based on our right of self-defense, as 
recognized in article 51 of the UN Charter. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12898 



October 2002 

Is the proposed action achievable? 

• Achievable: When the U.S. commits force, the task should be achievable-at 
acceptable risk. It must be something the U.S. is capable of accomplishing. We need 
to understand our limitations. The record is clear; there are some things the U.S. 
simply cannot accomplish. 

• Clear Goals: To the extent possible, there should be clear, well-considered and well
understood goals as to the purpose of the engagement and what would constitute 
success, so we can know when we have achieved our goals. To those who would 
change what is falls the responsibility of helping provide something better. It is 
important to understand that responsibility and accept it. 

• Command Structure: The command structure should be clear, not complex-not a 
collective command structure where a committee makes decisions. If the U.S. needs 
or prefers a coalition to achieve its goals, which it most often will, have a clear 
understanding with coalition partners that they will do what might be needed to 
achieve the agreed goals. A void trying so hard to persuade others to join a coalition 
that it compromises our goals or jeopardizes the command structure. Generally, the 
mission will determine the coalition. 

As applied to Iraq: 
• The goals are achievable. The Iraqi military is much weaker than it was during the 

Gulf War, while the U.S. armed forces have made tremendous technological progress 
since then. In addition, the current Iraqi regime is a brutal tyranny, whose support 
base is extremely narrow - under assault, the regime should provide quite fragile. 

• Clearly stated goals: 
• Disarm the Iraqi regime. 
• End Iraq's sponsorship of terrorism around the globe. 
• End Iraqi regime's brutalization of their own citizens. 
• End Iraq's threatening of neighbors and violation of treaties. 
• End oppression of Iraq's citizens. 
• Aid the rebuilding of Iraq's economy and create institutions of liberty in a unified 

Iraq. 
• The command structure is forming as the coalition partners come on-board for this 

operation. U.S. CENTCOM will retain effective command and control of whatever 
coalition emerges, just as it has done in Afghanistan. 

Is it worth it? 

• Lives at Risk: If an engagement is worth doing, the U.S. and coalition partners should 
recognize that lives will be put at risk. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12899 



October 2002 

• Resources: The military capabilities needed to achieve the agreed goals must be 
available and not committed or subject to call elsewhere halfway through the 
engagement. Even with a broad coalition, the U.S. cannot do everything everywhere 
at once. 

• Public Support: If public support is weak at the outset, U.S. leadership must be 
willing to invest the political capital to marshal support to sustain the effort for 
whatever period of time may be required. If there is a risk of casualties, that fact 
should be acknowledged at the outset, rather than allowing the public to believe an 
engagement can be executed antiseptically, on the cheap, with few casualties. 

• Impact Elsewhere: Before committing to an engagement, consider the implications of 
the decision for the U.S. in other parts of the world-if we prevail, if we fail, or if we 
decide not to act. U.S. actions or inactions in one region are read around the world 
and contribute favorably or unfavorably to the U.S. deterrent and influence. Think 
through the precedent that a proposed action, or inaction, would establish. 

As applied to Iraq: 
• The Administration has made clear that U.S. and coalition lives will be put at risk. As 

the President stated, "there is no easy or risk-free course of action." 
• A careful review of overall U.S. force posture has concluded that the U.S. armed 

forces can conduct an Iraq operation while still meeting other requirements on a 
global basis. 

• The President has taken the case to the American citizens through the Congressional 
hearings and vote. By passing the resolution, Congress has spoken for the people. 

• Regime change in Iraq will eliminate an important source of support for international 
terrorism. In addition. it will open up the possibility of democratic reform in a key 
country of the Middle East. These will be very positive implications of success in 
Iraq. 

• On the other hand, failure to act in Iraq will damage U.S. credibility worldwide, given 
the President's statements on the necessity of regime change. Inaction will lead to the 
eventual abandonment of sanctions by the UN, allowing Iraq to accelerate its WMD 
programs. 

If there is to be action-

• Act Early: If it is worth doing, U.S. leadership should make a judgment as to when 
diplomacy has failed and act forcefully, early, during the pre-crisis period, to try to 
alter the behavior of others and to prevent the conflict. If that fails, be willing and 
prepared to act decisively to use whatever force is necessary to prevail, plus some. 
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• Unrestricted Options: In working to fashion a coalition or trying to persuade 
Congress, the public, the UN or other countries to support an action, American 
Leaders should not dumb down what is needed by promising not to do things (i.e., not 
to use ground troops, not to bomb below 15,000 feet, not to risk lives, not to permit 
collateral damage, etc.). That may simplify the task for the enemy and make the task 
more difficult. Leadership should not set arbitrary deadlines as to when the U.S. will 
disengage, or the enemy can simply wait us out. 

As applied to Iraq: 
• The current effort at the United Nations to obtain an acceptable resolution on 

inspections represents a final attempt to use diplomacy to avert the necessity of force. 
If it fails, we should be willing to use decisive force quickly. 

• American Leaders are not setting arbitrary deadlines or restrictions on the use of any 
military force asset in reference to possible military action in Iraq. 

Finally-

• Honesty: U.S. leadership must be brutally honest with itself, the Congress, the public 
and coalition partners. Do not make the effort sound even marginally easier or less 
costly than it could become. Preserving U.S. credibility requires that we promise less, 
or no more, than we are sure we can deliver. It is a great deal easier to get into 
something than it is to get out of it! 

As applied to Iraq: 
• The Bush Administration has publicly stated the policy toward Iraq through 

Congressional hearings, press release, press conferences, news talk shows, and 
national speeches. There has been no effort to downplay the magnitude of the task. 

• Administration spokesmen have honestly confronted the possibility that Iraq will 
resort to use of WMD in case of U.S. military action against it. 

• The State Department is in communication with potential coalition partners daily. 

Note: 
Guidelines, Not Rules: While these guidelines are worth considering, they should not be 
considered rules to inhibit the U.S. from acting in our national interest. Rather, they are 
offered as a checklist to assure that when the U.S. is considering the use of force, it does 
so with a fu11 appreciation of our responsibilities, the risks, and the opportunities. Our 
future promises to offer a variety of possible engagements. The value of this checklist 
will depend on the wisdom with which it is applied. 

Decisions on military engagements always will be based on less than perfect infonnation, 
often under extreme pressure of time. These guidelines can be helpful not in providing 
specific answers, but rather in helping to frame and organize available infonnation. 
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Snowflake 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

/()~4 ~FJD<fV 
01 fl,, /rCr1 t) 4,bl I O I tf-Cf '(-5. 

Doug Feith 

Donald Rumsfeld T"'/'
Guidelines 

September 30, 2002 1 :24 PM 

Here are my guidelines. Will you or somebody please prepare a paper that shows 

my guidelines and then answers the question for Iraq--that says, "Here is the 

answer to each of the guidelines with respect to the possible involvements and 

military engagement in Iraq." 

Let's do the same for the global war on terrorism. Needless to say; some of the 

questions will be the same. 

Thanks. 

Attach. fl\~ UO I 
~el'~ffl1'er 29Q2 SecDef"Guidelines To Be Weighed When Considering Committing U.S. 

Forces" 

DHR:dh 
093002-56 
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March 2001 

Guidelines to Be Weighed \Vben Considerine; Committin2 U.S. Forces 

Is the proposed action truly necessary? 

A Good Reason: IfU.S. lives are going to be put at risk, whatever is to be done must be 
in the U.S. national interest. If people could be killed, the U.S. must have a dam good 
reason. 

Diplomacy: All instruments of national power should be engaged before resorting to 
force, and they should stay involved once force is employed. 

Legal Basis: In fashioning a clear statement of the legal underpirming for the action and 
the political basis for the decision, avoid arguments of convenience. They may be useful 
at the outset to gain support, but they will be deadly later. 

Is the proposed action achievable? 

• Achievable: When the U.S. commits force, the task should be achievable-at acceptable 
risk. It must be something the U.S. is capable of accomplishing. We need to understand 
our limitations. The record is clear; there are some things the U.S. simply cannot 
accomplish. 

Clear Goals: To the extent possible, there should be clear, well considered and well 
understood goals as to the purpose of the engagement and what would constitute success, 
so we can know when we have achieved our goals and can honestly exit or tum the task 
over to others. 

Command Structure: The command structure should be clear, not complex and one the 
U.S. can accept-not a collective command structure where key decisions are made by a 
committee. If the U.S. needs or prefers a coalition to achieve its goals, which it most 
often will, we should have a clear understanding with coalition partners that they will do 
whatever might be needed to achieve the agreed goals. We must avoid trying so hard to 
persuade others to join a coalition that we compromise on our goals or jeopardize the 
command structure. The mission should determine the coalition; the coalition should not 
determine the mission. 

Is it worth it? 

Lives at Risk: If an engagement is worth doing, the U.S. and coalition partners should be 
willing to put lives at risk. 

Resources: The military capabilities needed to achieve the agreed goals must be 
available and not committed or subject to call elsewhere halfway through the 
engagement. The U.S. cannot do everything everywhere at once. 
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Public Support: If public support is weak at the outset, U.S. leadership must be willing 
to invest the political capital to marshal support to sustain the effort for whatever period 
of time is required: Ifthere is a risk of casualties, that should be acknowledged at the 
outset rather than allowing the public to believe the engagement can be done 
antiseptically, on the cheap, with zero casualties. 

Impact Elsewhere: Before connnitting to an engagement, consider the implications of 
the decision for the U.S. in other parts of the world-if we prevail, if we fail, or if we 
decide not to act. U.S. actions or inactions in one region are read around the world and 
contribute favorably or unfavorably to the deterrent and U.S. influence. We need to think 
through the kind of precedent a proposed. action, or inaction, would establish. 

If there is to be action-

, Act Early: Ifit is worth doing, U.S. leadership should be willing to make a judgment as 
to when diplomacy has failed and act forcefully, early, during the pre-crisis period, to 
alter the behavior of others and to try to prevent the conflict. If that fails, be willing and 
prepared to act decisively to use whatever force is necessary to prevail. 

Unrestricted Options: In working to fashion a coa1ition or trying to persuade Congress 
or the public to support an action, the National Command Authorities must not dumb 
down what is needed by promising not to do things-not to use ground forces, not to 
bomb below 20,000 feet; not to risk U.S. lives. not to permit collateral damage, not to 
bomb during Ramadan, etc. That simplifies the task for the enemy and makes the U.S. 
task more difficult. Political leadership should not set arbitrary deadlines as to when the 
U.S. will disengage, or the enemy can simply wait us out. 

Finally-

. Honesty: U.S. leadership must be brutally honest with itself, the Congress, the public 
and coalition partners, we must not make the task sound even marginaUy easier or less 
costly than it could become. Preserving U.S. credibility requires that we promise less, or 
no more, than we can deliver. It is a fact that it is a great deal easier to get into something 
than it is to get out of it! 

Note: 

Guidelines, Not Rules: Finally, while these guidelines are worth considering, they should 
not be considered rules or a simple formula to inhibit the U.S. from acting in our national 
interest. Rather, they are offered as a checklist to assure that when the U.S. does engage, it 
does so with a full appreciation of our responsibilities, the risks, and the opportunities. The 
future promises to offer a variety of possible engagements. The value of this check.list will 
depend on the manner in which it is applied. 

Decisions on engagement always will be based on less than perfect information, often under 
extreme pressure of time. These guidelines will be most helpful not in providing answers, 
but rather in helping to frame and organize available information. 

Donald Rurnsfeld 
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f>ERS0NN£L. AND 
READINESS 

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-4000 

INFO MEMO 

November 7, 2002 - 5 :00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: DAVIDS. C. CHU, UNDER SECR~ARY OF DEFENSE 
(PERSONNEL AND READ1~Sf7Ja::-ct J . ( t:.>{~-- / /\, ', · t · - ~ 

..... -
SUBJECT: Ordering the National Guard to Federal Active Duty 

• After the first briefing by the Joint Staff on reserve mobilization, Dr. Cambone 
asked if Nacional Guard mobilization by state governors could preclude federal 
use. The short answer is, no. 

• Involuntary mobi lization of National Guard members has precedence over 
state active duty or any other form of military duty. 

• Under the involuntary order provisions ( l O USC 1230 I ( a), 12302, and 12304 ), 
consent of the governor is not required. 

• Voluntary orders to active duty 10 USC 1230l(d), or involuntary order to 
active duty for up to 15 days under 10 USC 12301(b), require the consent of 
the governor. But these provisions are not at issue in the present 
circumstances. 

COORDINATION: OGC (attached) 

Attachment: As stated 

l
(b}(6} 

Prepared by: ....._ ____________ ____. 

cc: br. Cambone 
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June 25, 2002 7:51 AM 

TO: Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1)\ 

SUBJECT: Siege Operations 

Please take a look at this note from Newt Gingrich on mortars and howitzers and 

let me know what you think about it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
03/10/02 Gingrich e-mail to SecDefre: Siege Operations 

DHR:dh 
062502-13 
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Please respond by __ C_1 ?...,/F-0_2.-_/_<1_c-.-__ _ 

U 1 81 16 0 2 :~,l 
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SECDEf •s f,v,oso 

·---4JUI-MN.&-4-l 4-9RfD----
From: Thirdwave2@aol .com 

Sent: 

To: 

Sunday, March 10, 2002 1:14 PM 

!(b )(
6

) ~osd.pentagon.mil; Ed.Giambastianr@osd.pentagon.mil; 

Cc: bluti@mail.policy.osd.mil 

Subject: Fwd: Some quick thoughts on recent events 

for secdef, depsecdef 
from newt 

I am attaching a note from MacGregor which makes the case in a siege operation 
you want 120 mm mortars and 155 howitzers to suppress the 82mm mortars which 
seem to be doing the most damage. 
both are available from europe or campbell and in small quantities would have 
made a big difference in a siege operation (which is what we are running in the 
mountains). 
If they are not there now you might ask why they have not been shipped in. 
As I understand it for accuracy and speed the ground based systems are more 
reliable in suppressing enemy fire than airpower. 

3/11/2002 11-L-0559/0SD/12908 
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From: .... !(b_)(_6) ____ ____, 

Sent: Wednesday, March 06, 2002 8:17 AM 

To: Thirdwave2@aol.com 

Subject: Some quick thoughts on re<:ent 

Sir, a picture is slowly emerging from fragmentary reports provided from friends in the field. As 
suspected, our troops in Afghanistan went in with no counterfire radar, no artillery or mortars. 
The few AH64s employed (4?) were engaged with RPGs as in Somalia. For reasons that are 
unclear, our troops were deposited on a hot LZ that intelligence presumably missed. Perhaps, 
there was an assumption that air force fires would be good enough to suppress/neutralize 
these fleeting, mobile targets that included numbers of 82mm mortar systems. Sadly, the 
82mm mortars seemed to have killed most of our Troops. Mortars also destroyed the brigade 
tactical operations center. If you can, you should ask the DEPSECDEF for permission to read 
the CENTCOM sitreps. Only then will you be able to determine the accuracy of any of these 
reports, but from the looks it seems to fit the pattern of "America's First Battles." 

When you read these reports, it is important to keep in mind that this operation is different in 
character from earlier encounters. In many ways, it is a form of siege warfare or similar to 
attacking a static target area like a village or city. In siege warfare, time is on the side of the 
attacker. 

In this setting, the enemy numbering 8-900 was static in the mountain side. This means that 
the first action involves sealing off the area by blocking all the potential escape routes on the 
ground. Ideally, some number of armored vehicles with heavy fire power should be used at 
critical points for this purpose, but there do not appear to be any available. Second, at least a 
battery of 8 guns (In the 101st towed 155mms) should be emplaced at a location from which it 
can engage the enemy fairly quickly. A firefinder radar designed to quickly identify any enemy 
indirect fire capability should be nearby to provide coordinates for enemy systems. In addition, 
high angle mortar fire from 120s or 81mm mortars with white phosphorous and HE need to be 
on hand to both suppress and mark hard-to-find targets, as well as join the counterbattery 
fight. Third, AH64Ds (Longbows) can sit some distance from the target area and still launch 
accurate rockets and hellfires on command. Laser designators for the hellfires can be 
employed. (lfwe had TAIFUNS, we would put two in the air over the enemy's positions to 
instantly attack target groups of enemy as they are identified.) Having positioned these assets 
in advance, then concentrations of our infantry would be flown to secure areas from which the 
supported infantry can begin moving to the attack. This is not retrospective analysis. These 
are standard tactics that are well known and presumably still taught in the Army's school 
system. 

This approach will not guarantee that none of our troops is killed or wounded, but 
counterbattery radars and pre-positioned guns and mortars are much more responsive in this 
environment of fleeting targets than an ATO. Remember the slide on the post-Cold War target 
set in the airborne reorganization briefing? The point of the slide is to show that ground forces, 
if properly organized, can discover and destroy these types of targets much more efficiently 
and effectively than air power alone. 

I am attending a meeting near Tyson's Corner until 1100, then I will be in the office in Crystal 
City. V.R. Doug Macgregor 

3/11/2002 11-L-0559/0SD/12909 
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From: Thirdwave2@aol.com 

Sent: Sunday, March 10, 2002 1:23 PM 

To: !(b)(6) ~osd.pentagon.mil; Ed.Giambastiani@osd.pentagon.mil; 

Subject: predator and the current fight 

for secdef and depsecdef 
from newt 

The more I think about the recent fights the more I wonder if predator and similar 
assets were used to prepare for entry and to monitor fights, for example, was a 
predator used over the zone the troops were put into and was it used to monitor the 
fight as it evolved 
mountains should not be an asset to our opponents if we can get situational 
asareness on a realtime basis because with the right assets there are no over the 
hill places to hide 
newt 

3/11/2002 11-L-0559/0SD/12910 
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Snowflake 

• --------

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

---~·---~------

Gen. Dick Myers 
Donald Rumsfeld '7/1._. 
June 8, 2002 

N0.300 

-· -·---. 
----- -- -

11:32 AM 

Let's find out why CIA is taking those folks out of Ralston's area because we are 

soins to nt'!ed them for PIFWC and we are giving CIA a lot of people. They can't 

keep pulling people out. 

Thanks . 

• 
u· 1 l r 

P~ase respond by: __________ \ __________ _ 

• 

P .. 2 

Ul81 l/ 
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March 21, 2002 7:38 AM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '\)f\ 
SUBJECT: Fort Drum Incident 

I do want to know why in the world in New York at Fort Drum if a round falls 

short, it would strike a mess facility. Why in the world would people be firing 

over a mess facility? ~ . ~. 

Thanks. ~ ~ ~~ 4Mf . 
j~~'f-4~ 
J;~<?~~iAt~ 

Attach. 
Incident Note 

DHR:dh 
032102-1 
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.. UNCLASSIFIED 

20 MAR ARMY ARTILLERY MISHAP AT FT 
DRUM, NY (UPDATE #2) 

• Issue 

- At 0700 EST, 2-15th FA BN, 10th MTN DIV, 
fired two 105mm rds that impacted 1300 
meters short of intended impact area striking 
the.flfild_mess facility of 110th Ml BN, 10th 
MTN DIV at FT Drum, NY 

- Total of 15 soldiers were wounded, 2 have / 1 

died vt PJA-1£ 
- 4 soldiers remain listed as "seriously ill" 

- 7 soldiers are in stable condition 

- 2 soldiers were treated as outpatients 

- One of the 14 wounded suffered a traumatic 
amputation of the left thumb 

- Some wounded were evacuated to Good 
Samaritan Hospital outside of Ft Drum 

- Next of Kin notification in progress 

• Comment - National Media attention has 
occurred 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Gen. Pace 

Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen.Myers 
Steve Cambone 

Donald Rumsfeld <y~ 
SUBJECT: Requirements System 

March 19, 2002 7:17 AM 

!' 

As Chairman of JROC, please think through what we al eed to do, individually 

or collectively, to get the requirements system fixed. 

It is pretty clear it is broken, and it is so power and inexorable that it invariably 

continues to require things that ought not to required, and does not require 

things that need to be required . 

Please screw your head into that, an et's have four or five of us meet and talk 

about it. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
031902-1 
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March 19, 2002 2:09 PM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "J )'.. 
SUBJECT: Comments by Gen. Kernan 

I think you probably ought to talk to Gen. Kernan about saying that the troops are 

tired. That bothers me. 

Please let me know what he says. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
OJ l<xl2·30 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
/ I 

Please respond by __ ''_, ~_/_1.._(_I /_o_·._:... __ 

Ul8120 02 
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March 19, 2002 2:08 PM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: CENTCOM 

Where do we stand on the Franks' headquarters move and all of those proposals he 

had? It seemed to just dribble away. 

I said "yes" on some and "come back to me" on the others, and no one ever came 

back. 

Thanks. 

DI-IR:dh 
031902-29 

• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ o_:~_-· /_1 1_ 6
_1 _/ O_t.--__ _ 

• 

Ul8121 02 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Gen. Myers 

Doug Feith 
Gen. Pace 
Gen. Franks 

Donald Rumsfeld } 

SUBJECT: MOA 

Who has the action on the MOA? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
022802-2 

• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by _______ _ 

Ul8122 02 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Gen. Pete Pace 

Donald Rurnsfeld U \\ 
March 4, 2002 

SUBJECT: Newt Gingrich 

4:27PM 

You might want to sit down with Newt Gingrich some time. He's worth talking 

to. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
030402, 16 

Please respond by: __________________ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/12918 
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Snowflake 

March 14, 2002 11:49 AM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

CC: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1 f\ 
SUBJECT: Location of Northern Command 

lt is becoming increasingly clear that some Members of Congress and political 

figures in states are maneuvering to get the new Northern Command in their areas. 

We need to get going, find out the right place for it and get it announced fast, 

before the pressure builds. 

Thanks . 

DHR:dh 
031402-20 
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Please respond by 0 3 / 2-q / o-..-
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Snowflake 

·-

I 
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March 18, 2002 12:40 PM / 
/ 

TO: Gen. Myers 

b 
~,{Y ~v 

_/.'/ 
r"\J "¢ 

Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Pacific Command 

Please take a look at this memo from Senator Inouye, an 7 ......... ;,;,;;,..;.;..;.;.....;..;,,~ 

roundtable. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
03/07/02 Inouye ltr to CNO re: Pacific ComDJllnd 

DHR:dh / 
031802-39 /' 
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2000 Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20350-2000 

Dear Admiral Clark: 

1anittd ~races ~rnatr 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510--6025 
www.senate.gov/-approprlations 

March 7, 2002 

HOO. _____ ~-· 

NOOA~--...-::::::~ 
ROOM. __ .-= ........ -· 

·-~ 1., )_, · ~ 'OO? 

I want to thank you for taking the time to explain your vision for the 
Navy and your reasons for wanting to make certain changes as we discussed. 
1 have used the last 24 hours to reflect upon your views and wanted to let 
you know that while I support your intent, I cannot agree with your 
recommendation to shift control of naval forces and activities on the West 
Coast from the Pacific Fleet to another entity. 

It is my view that the Pacific Command has been the cornerstone on 
which our foreign policy with Asia has rested. For the past thirty years, our 
nation has been at peace in the Pacific. I believe most of the credit for this 
goes to Pacom, and, in great measure, to our maritime forces which have 
been the underpinning of the Pacific Command. Our peacetime engagement 
activities and our unwavering commitment to strong military presence in the 
region has deterred all adversaries and aliowed us to strengthen our relations 
with old and new allies. 

When word of the proposed changes in the Unified Command Plan 
and the Navy's actions began to be made public, I was immediately visited 
by key representatives of one of our c1osest allies in the region. They were 
quite concerned that these changes would be seen as a pulling back from our 
commitment to the region. They argued that it would be extremely 
destabilizing in Asia. I share that view, and believe that any change in the 
forces assigned to the Pacific Command would be viewed as a lessening of 
our resolve. I do not think we can afford for this to happen. 
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Last year, you and I discussed your desire to create super type 
commanders for the Navy warfare communities. You made a strong case 
that this would allow you to get more consistent training standards and 
improve readiness across the Navy's fleets. With your assurance that this 
would not involve a diminishing of the role that the Pacific Fleet commander 
played in either resource allocation or fleet readiness, I agreed to support 
yourreconunendation. 

Let me be clear that I remain committed to your goal of ensuring 
consistent training and readiness standards for the Navy. You have my 
assurance that I will support your efforts to achieve these goals. However, I 
believe this can be accomplished without shifting the control of forces from 
the Pacific Fleet to another entity. 

I sincerely appreciate your willingness to discuss this matter with me 
and to accede to my recommendation. I have every confidence that you 
have the best interest of the Navy and the nation in mind, and I hope you 
understand that I do as well. If there is anything I can do to support your 
goaJ of ensuring that the Navy is trained and equipped in a fair and 
consistent manner please do not hesitate to ask. 

Da iel K. Inou 
Chairman 
Committee on p ropriations 
Subcommittee on efense 

cc The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 
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Dear Senator: 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding our proposed changes to the 
Unified Command Plan. 

As you know, we share a goal of protecting our important security interests 
in the Pacific region. Our proposed changes to the Unified Command Plan seek 
both to support that commitment and strengthen our organizational approach to 
defense in light of our new strategy and the dangerous challenges we face. 

With regard to your specific concerns, let me assure you of our intention to 
continue to assign Alaska-based forces to U.S. Pacific Command as well as to 
associate the Alaska NORAD region to any successor to NORAD. 

As you know from our discussions, the assignment of West Coast forces is 
not specifically addressed in the Unified Command Plan. We will reevaluate OHf 

position in light of continue to work with you to address your concerns and-will 
contiA1:1e to consult ·with you on this matter as we move ahead \vith the Unified 
Command Plan. 

Again, let me thank you for your suppo11 on these important changes to the 
Unified Command Plan. 
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Snowftake 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Gen. Pace 

Doug Feith 
Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld 1)(\ 

SUBJECT: Georgia 

--

February 27, 2002 1:53 PM 

Please pull together some talking points for me on what we 

I have agreed to call MoD Ivanov and walk him through · . 

Larry, please set up a phone appointment for me to k to Ivanov sometime this 

week. 

• Thanks. 

• 
I 

DHR:dh 
022702-17 

•.••••.........•.................•.................................... , 

I 

I 
I 

II 
/ ,.. 
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THE VICE CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STA4sr,·~, --. r-,- , 
• ',. I ( ~ : • •, '- • I I • 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 . 

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Peter Pace, VCJCS ~ f? I f )fr-. 

SUBJECT: Talking Points for Georgia Train and Equip Program 

• For your infonnation (TAB A), attached talking points (TAB B) are provided 
should you call Russian Minister of Defense Ivanov to discuss Train and Equip 
Program in Georgia. 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachments: 
As stated 

. l(b)(6) Prepared By: LTG George Casey, USA; Drrector, J-5 ____ _ 
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TAB 

28 February 2002 

TALKING PAPER 

Subject: SECDEF Phone Call with Russian Minister of Defense (MoD) Ivanov 
on Georgia Train and Equip Program 

Purpose: Provide talking points for planned SECDEF phone call to Russian 
MoD Ivanov 

Talking Points: 

• (U) I'm calling to inform you of where we stand on working with the 
Georgian Ministry of Defense to increase their ability to conduct effective 
counterterrorism operations. 

• (U) As we have discussed with members of your government. the United 
States is committed to Georgia's sovereignty, independence and 
territorial integrity. 

• (U) We understand your concern regarding terrorists in the Pankisi 
Gorge and believe combating terrorism and organized crime on Georgian 
territory is in both our interests. 

• (U) We are committed to assisting the Georgians to develop a credible 
capability to address internal security problems themselves resulting 
from terrorist activity and organized crime. 

• (U) Our proposed Train & Equip will not be a new program; rather, it 
will be a continuation of our military-to-military cooperation with 
Georgia. Train & Equip will involve short-term training conducted by a 
limited number of U.S. personnel. 

• (U) Although the plans are not finalized, We are discussing with the 
Georgian government a proposal to train and equip several select units 
of the Georgian MOD forces to better control their territoiy and borders. 

• (U) We want to avoid any misunderstandings on this issue. We are 
prepared to discuss the issue further during our upcoming meeting in 
March after the Georgians and we have reached agreement on a final 
plan . 

• 

TABB 
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February 25, 2002 10:49 AM 

TO: Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld -~ 

SUBJECT: GTMO Cells 

1 am certainly cool to the idea of doubling up two to a cell in GTMO. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
022502-21 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ O_?_.:>_/_o_) _/ _m_'--_· _ 
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February 25, 2002 12:38 PM ,/ 

TO: Gen. Pace ~ 
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·i 
SUBJECT: Ceramic Plates 

This article talks about some ceramic plates that seem to be ·n short supply. Do 

you know anything about that? Please let me know. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
03/04/02 Naylor, "Not So Bulletproof' Army Tim 

DHR:dh 
022502-31 

II]~ 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

,.I 
,· 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-1999 

INFO MEMO Ctt-216-02 
7 Karch 2002 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Ricbard B. Myers, CJc(!tKf/ ;(7 
SUBJECT: Ceramic Plates 

• For your information (TAB) concerning the Anny Times article, "Not So 
Bulletproof," which highlights the apparent short supply of ceramic body armor 
plates. 

• Requirements 

• Two ceramic plates (I set) are required for each outer tactical vest (OTV). 
The OTV alone provides protection from fragmentation and 9-mm rounds. 
The addition of ceramic plates increases protection up to 7 .62-mm machine 
gun rounds. 

• The Anny fielding plan requires 75,914 ceramic plate sets by the 4th 
quarter FY03. 

• Anny fielding issues one set per every three vests based on Army analysis 
oflikely threats. Units may request additional sets as operational needs 
dictate. The growid commander ultimately determines which soldiers will 
wear the vest with the ceramic plates inserted. 

• Fielding to the 101st Airborne Division requires 5,609 sets and will be 
completed in the 3rd quarter FY02. They currently have 802 sets on hand 
and require an additional 1,600 sets to completely equip all soldiers in 
Afghanistan. The Army authorized release of the 1600 additional sets from 
contingency stocks on 5 March. These sets should arrive in Kandahar 
within 7 to 12 days. 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachment: 
As stated 

Prepared By: VADM G. S. Holder, USN; Director, J-4;l ... ' b-)(_6> _ ___, 
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........_ • Ali said. M os1 of the strikes 

were "bang, on 1arget. ;\lobody 
could .. imagine Jt could be so 
1zood. 

• 
~ On :"Jov. 9, 1he ~onhern 
Alliance captured Mazar-i
Sharif. l t>~~ 1han a v.,eek la1er, 
the Taliban abandoned Kabul. 

Kanai. aided by the U.S., 

• 

• 

gathered a few hundred fight
ers and moved south 1oward 
Kandahar. On Nov. 15, Shir
zai, also wi1h the help of 
Americans, crossed into Af
ehams1an from Paki~1an with 
ibout 1.000 figh1n~. 

Over the next few weeks, 
according 10 commanders from 
both amues. each received 
dozrns of calls from opna1ives 
in K~ndahar and other rnuth
ern ci11e<, who provided notifi
ca11on wh(cn a Talibn regi
ment dtparted to confront 
them OJ 1carnm~ed Its dr
femes. 

"Our guys we1e infmmmg 
us cverv hour. at 1imes," said 
Khalid Pushtoon, one of Shir
zai's commanders and now a 
10p aide. "Our guys would call 
md SH. 'A hundred more 
troops ;,e cc,min!'.' We ,;.,ere 
alwavs 1radv for thl'm" 

if the Taliban fmccs had 
bten receiving the ,ame qual
ity of in1elligence. tbey could 
havt:> anacked and probably 
devastated 1heu adversaries, 
anti-Taliban commanders aC· 
knowledee. 

The ·Taliban hierarchy in 
Kandahar had limited knowl
edee of Jts enemies without but 
re;lized quickly that it was 
also fi~htmg enemies withm. 
Omar b,gan interrupting radio 
broadcam of KOJan rec11a1ions 
to tlu eaten anyone working for 
ann- Taliban fore es and to en
courage Kandahar residents to 
report anyone with a satellite 
phone. 

Around 1\ov. 14, Shirzai 
phoned Khyal--rather tl1an the 
other way around--just bdore 
the appomted hour, Js:azak 
savs. Sh1rzai brisk.Jv told Khval 
thit he should gather his fa~
ily and leave immediately for 
PakJstan. 

"OK, we will see you 
soon, God willing," Kllyal 
said. ''Don't worn·." 

"See vou soon. God will
ing," Shirzai replied. "Be care
ful." 

Without 1ellmg any reJa. 
t1ves, Nazak and Khyal packed 
all the family's documents, cur-

rem;y, Jt·welry and 01her \'alu
ables mto a ragged Jea1her 
briefcase. The next mornmg, 
Khyal sent Nazak 10 pick up 
the Tovota from a relative's 
house. °Khval 1hen went out. 
perhaps 10 ·pass on insrruct1ons 
or warmngs to other opera
tiveE. 

As he walked along Shikar 
Pur Darwaza meet, dodging 
richhaws and mule cans, a 
pickup mick roared up Jnd 
slammed on its brakes. Se,·eral 
Taliban policemen leaprd from 
1he back, aiming theiI nOrs at 
Khyal and declaring him under 
arrest for spying. 

'''1;en N;izak returned 
with the car and walked 
through the wooden gate into 

the courtyZird of his home, po
lice v.ere wait mg for him too. 

Thev alrc.idv had 1,1one 
through ·che bnefcase. Among 
the valuables he and Kh\'al had 
packed were pjpt'rS cuntammg 
handv.1i11en GPS coo1dmates, 
sketches of Taliban buildings 
and thr phone number with the 
telltale 873 prefix mdicating a 
satellite phone. 

The bea11n1'S be fan a ]most 
as soon as they got to the pi) 

\\'orking t'll,<o at a nme 
with mmchrons or cables, 
Nnak says, p(Jlice reat the 
bonom.s of his feet until the 
skin \\ as rone. Thev orde,ed 
him 10 co;frss to 1,;a~on and 
10 reveal where the oate ll11c 
phone: was. When he refused, 
they poured ~alt on his feet. 

The next night, guards 
moved 10 his back; the night 
after, to his head, using 1he ca
ble 10 amid crushing his skull. 

From his lightless cell, 
Nazak limned to the bombing 
and tried to guns what was be
ing lut--the ammuni1ion depot 
on th!' easiem edge of the city, 
the aupon eight miles past 
that, the barracks for Taliban 
Refiment No. 2. Beatings usu
ally followed bombings, with 
the proximity of the explosions 
dictating the severity of the 
blows. 

"They told me, 'You and 
your uncle are spies for Amer
ica,' " N'azak said. " 'You are 
bringing trus bombing.'" 

"We are Taliban." Nazak 
would say. · 

A.round De,. L after more 
than two weeks of daily beat
ings, Khyal, a nusband and fa
lher of three, died of the tor
ture. He never talked. 

The Taliban hung his body 
in Martyrs' Square in K,mda
har, Jr,n mg it dangling for 
three davs to teach the citi
zemv a - lesson. Part of the 
time: his body was wrapped m 
a banner 1ha1 read: "Abdullah, 
rnn of H abibullah, inhabi1ant 
of Salehan. who had a '.,atellite 
1elephone and was gi\'ing in
formation to the Americans, 
Jnd was killing \1uslims 
1ruough the Americans." 

Nank's b1:"a1ings contin
ued. He knew nothing about 
the dea1h of his uncle. He was 
grnwmg weak, but so was the 
Taliban. He could tell. 

Several of the spies fled 
the city after learning of 
Klival's death. Ali took his sat
elhic phone and headed nonh, 
linking up with Karzai. So did 
ano1her member of his cell, 
named Hamdullah. 

Fai:z \fobmmrd and Ai
mal. who worked for Khyal, 
made 1hrn wav east and joined 
the rroops of 1hrn tribal leader, 
Sh1rzai. 

The number of phone calls 
then dropped precipitously, 
both camps say. But the spies 
had ah eadv done thtir iob. The 
Taliban was collapsint. 

'They kep1 saymg, 'We 
won', leave vou alive v.·hen we 
go.'" Nazak recalled. 

The Taliban forces fled 
Dec. 7 without ,arry.ng out 
their trueat, after a fierce battlr 
be1ween Shirzai's rroops and 
mostly Al Qatda fig lners at the 
Kandahar airpon. 

Two davs la1er, soldiers 
and farnilv ·memhers canied 
~azak f1om his cell. He asked 
about his uncle. Thev told him 
that Abdullah Khval was all 
right, that he should sleep. The 
next dav the familv took Nazak 
10 his uncle's ~rave. 

"Ht never told them a 
thing." Na:zak said proudly. 
"The satellite phone was still at 
my uncle's house. We buried 
the GPS in the dirt. The video 
camera was still underneath 
the hood of ow nu. My uncle 
didn't tell them anything.'' 

Nazak s1ill walks gingerly, 
his feet perhaps permanently 
damaged. His eyesight, which 
deteriorated badlv from the 
beatings, has largely returned, 
thou11.h his heanne has not . 

The break ~ his aquiline 
nose is still visible. He seems 
to forget the names of friends. 
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Shirza1 rewarded !\azi. 
with the command of J 5 so\ 
diers. Most are several yean 
his senior. He takes them to tht 
familv home and shows them 
picru;es of his uncle: the ones 
before the Taliban, when 
Khyal 5ported only a mUS· 
1achc; the ones with him m the 
middle of a flock of doves m 
Hnat; the one, ~napped by a 
cousm and prmted in Pakistan, 
of a crowd watching Khyal'~ 
body hang mg in the square and 
twisrmg m the dusty wind. 

'The Taliban are gone,'· 
J\azak said. "J\1v uncle 1s verv 
happy." • · 
Few dewil.s of 1he war in Af 
ghamsran emerged as !I wQj 

being fought. This 1s one 1n an 
occasional series chron 1chng 
untold stories from the conjl1cr 
Tunes staff wmer Enher 
Schrader in Washing/On con
tribured 10 1h1s reporr 

Army Times 
March 4, 2002 
Pg. 8 
18. Not So Bulletproof 
Troops on tlie front lines lack 
1•ital pitce of bod.r armor 
By Sean D. Naylor. T 1rne~ 
staff \\'Tl ter 

KANDAHAR 
INTERN A TJONAL 
AIRPORT, Afghani~1an ~ As 
the Kalashnikov rounds mined 
in on his machine-gun position 
Feb. 13, Spc. Timothy Bates 
sheltered hi1115e\f behind the 
sandbags, then poked his head 
up and rerumed fue with his 
M-4. 

"You could hear the 
rounds popping overhead, you 
could hear them smacking the 
sandbags," he ~aid. 

Had one of the 7 .62 mm 
rounds hit Bates in the chest, 
his brand-new "Interceptor" 
body armor was designed to 
stop it cold, 

But it's unhkelv that 
Bates' vest would· have 
stopped the 7 .62 mm rounds 
because it was missing critical, 
potentially life.saving compo
nents. 

The vest!: the rroops wear 
are designed to have two, high
tech ceramic plates insened 
front and back. Each plate can 
stop three 7.62 mm rounds, ac. 
cording to Bates' banalion 
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c~mmander. LL Col. Charles ordered would have been ~uf· 
"Chip" PH':;sle1 ficienl for the Fl:mnf'd number 

Bates and m . ~n of troops. But,, Fnzpmick ;:aid. 

• 
platoon d" t ha\·e the ce'...,, the misswn kept changing and 

me pl s du1 ing 1he fire- \/;he number of noops got ahead 

~
ht,/ of the supply of bulletproof in

rums out 1lia1 tl1e S~OO ,ei;ts. Fnzpatrick said th3t t:r 
pl, es are m slwn ,upply the\end ofMarch. each rnld1er 
unou1"hout the Arnw. eYen m J\foharn~tan \,ould have a 

/among 1he mm and· ·women fu_H set of ceramJc plate~. 
thrust 01110 the fiont lrnes m · hrn wl1en the 101st and 
1he war a~,mst tenonsm other Armv dh·isions re,ei,·e 

Bv 1he 1ime 1he J 01 s1 all the cei aimc i::la1es the Army 
sianed shipping noops.-10 Af- plans 10 buy, 11 will ,till be 
ghanistan. for e>:aipp1e, it had enough to equip only one in 
received plenty. ,of the $450 e\·erv three soldier~ 
wst-s but onW WO set~ of the · .. That ratio allows fol peo
pla1es. accord.mg 10 David '\'el. pie likely 10 go into harm·s 
$on, acting prnduct manager- way 10 get plate~," "!\'ehon 
rnldier equipment at Fort Bel- ~aid. "One hundred percent of 
,or. Va. that banahon i~ not m harm·'. 

· Accordin!,! 10 :\1ai. Pilul w,1v at anv 2i-Yen time." 
Fnzpatrick, spokesman· for the . W1er~insk1 pulled out his 
101st. al] 800 p,irs of pla1es vest 10 show 1ta1 it cc,m;,med 
J1e m Kandahar. There a,e no plmes, and added 1ha1 sol-
1.700 ~c,ld1ers of 1he !Olst's dim in umts like his Head-
3rd Brigade m Afgliams1an. quaners and Headquarters 
meamng there aie pla1es for Company and the 626th For
less than half the troops. ward Support Banalion. "·ho 

hen wi1J1out 1he plates. are unlihelv to face direct en
the vern alone ,till offer emy foe, do not have plates ei-
1 oughly the same pro1ernon ther. 
afamst sluapnel and 9 mm Prevsler ,aid his aim \,a~ 
JlllJTIUnille>n as the Jlack YeS1S 10 en~ure that as rnanv of h15 

-

ey replace, Pitysler said. All noops on the hne as possible 
h15 noops have 1he vern. had at least a front plate. Bu1. 

"I'd rat}1er ha,0e 1his [vest) be acknowled1ied. "Theie maY 
now and have rnme form of be a few sc,ld~ers that still do 
pr 01ec11on .igamsl fragment.a• not have plaies " 
lion." he said Bates, on the f10n1 lme 

, The problem is simply one without the plates, was lucky. 
of supply, accor dmg to 3rd The onlv 1 ound to hit him 
Bri£ade commander Col. missed V:-hat the militarv likes 
Frank \\,-ieicinski. "'We are get- to euphemistically 1efer to as 
tmg them as they are being ''cen1er bodv mass" and nicked 
p1 oduced. and as they are be· the pinkie oi-i his right hand. 
mg slupped." he ~aid. In tl1e montime. rnldiers 

Nelrnn said. "All of 1he going without the added pro
pre<enl p1oduct1on !of plates) tection will h;ne 10 display the 
1s for 1he I OJ st." The three same fortirude as 1hose \vho 
compame~ 1ha1 make 1he plates faced WJ\herme fire Feb. 13. 
are turning out about 2,500 10 Pfc. Will Davis, who \\a~ 
5,000 sets per month, which is firing the M-240 machine gun 
all the Armv bud2et allows for, next to Bates, said he "didn't 
he said. · • even think about" the fact that 

There is some finger his vest was missing the plates. 
pointing about the apparent Bates echoed his buddv. 
shorta12e. An official at the "After the fact. I thourht about 
:Pentagon imolved in supply- it, and 11 m,de me feel a little 
mg the pla1es said the 101st bit uncomfonable." he said. 
had gonen all of the pla1es it "But ii wasn't an issue at 1he 
asked for. lt requested and got time." 
385 pairs m !'Jovember, and 
another request in 417 in De-

•

ember. said !he official. '-'·ho New York Times 
,ked not 10 be quoted by February 25, 2002 

am;itzpatrick 5aid that when 19. Speak Clear!~·, Soldier. 
1he 101st made its initial re· And Carry A Spare Bauery 
quests, the number of plates By Andrew Zipem 

Peaceketj'.HllF n oops m 
Afrhani,1an will ~oon be relv
ing' on 1he ~on of tnhnology 
more ofien 2~~nc 1a1ed w11h 
,, eahhv Amencan toUJJ8ts 1han 
with the rnihtan·. 

In earl•; i1arrh. a hand
held t,n1:ua~e namla1or denl
ored b); a ·former \' avy Seal 
will be 1s~ued 10 more than :,QO 
Amencan ,old1ers in Afahani
rian. The dn-ice, called 1he 
Phrn~elator, 1s enczstd m rug
ged weatherproof rubber, pow
ered bv a rechar2eable lithium
polymer banery~ I OJ four AA 
a]kalme ban en es I and can 
nan~Ja1e more than 1,000 spo
ken English phra~es with the 
press of a bunon. 

Desi2.ned bv -' ohn Sari ch. 
a 20-, tar~ armed· fol ce~ veteran 
,,ho ~tr,ed as a '>;an Seal m 
the Y1emarn War. tlie device 
cm m'1anily T:ran,J31e phrases 
like "J ~m h.cre 10 help you" 
and ··,bow me vour idrni1fica-
1ion·· mto Pa<h10. l1rdu. Arnbic 
or Dari. 1_· <ers can also cl1oose 
from a 1n1 menu of common 
phra~es. 

For example. ML Sarich 
mid. "If vou're a doc1or. vou 
can ~ay. ''12nd up' or "where 
does n hu111 ' and the device 
will sprak tile apprnpriate 
11ansla1rcd ph;-a,e" by playing a 
~ound file of a name ~peak er. 

like the elecrromc n-ansla-
110n de,·i(es 1}·1at have been 
aYailable 10 rnmumers the last 
few ,;ears. 1he Ph1a~ela1or 1s 
not foo]prriof. Jt JS a "one-way" 
systtm: it ran under,1and ,po
ken Em:Jish. 'but 11 is of little 
use in' n ,m,latin~ other lan-
2ua2es mto En[!lish, So if an 
Afghan offers' important m
forma11on. ,!\mencan ;oldiers 
mll need 10 fornre out how 10 

make seme of ;1. 
The Defen~e Advanced 

Ruearch Pr01ects A2encv. or 
Darpa, which devoted ;nore 
than SJ million 10 the Phrasela-
1or's technology, 1s ·workmg 
toward a nvo-\\'JV s,•flem. "lt's 
"herrc we want to eo." said \.tr. 
5arich. hut "real- two-wav is 
probably 10 ~Tars m 1he· fu. 
ture." 

John E. PiKe, a military 
analvst :,nd dnec1or of Global
Secumy org. a military policy 
Web sue. Faid that despi1e its 
drawbacks. 1he device was 
likely to l_-,e a big improvement 
over 1he urnal rou1ine of sol
diers' fumblmg 1h.rough phrase 
books "lt's obviously less ef-
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fective than havmg an ime1-
preter \\~th you." !\1J. Pike 
said, "but lingui$t1c ,kills have 
never been a sn om, suit of the 
American militarv." 

lts developers say 1hat UJ 

most evervdav encounters the 
Phraselatoi- should work quite 
well. Unlike some comumer 
nanslation devices. the Phrase
lator translate~ ~vords very 
quickly. Fast enough, !\1r 
Sarich said, to blurt out, "Stop, 
or I'll shoot" in time for it to 
make a difference. 

\Vashington Post 
February 2 5. 2002 
Pg. 17 
20. Detainees Ca~e to Be 
Taken To OAS Right~ 
Comrnis~ion 
By John Mintz, Washmg1on 
Post Staff Writer 

Human riehts laW\•en; will 
lake their kgal argument lhat 
the U.S. government is violat
ing the rights of the 300 p:ris
oners at Guaman.imo Bay, 
Cuba, to a new forum: an ob· 
scure seven-member panel of 
the Organization of American 
States (OAS). 

The anomeys are expeC'ted 
to file a petition today with the 
OAS's lnter•American Com
mis~ion on Human Rii;,,hts ask
ing that the al Q~eda and Tali
ban detainees be declared pris
oners of war. and that thev be 
given immediate access" to 
lawvers and consular officials 
of their home countrie~. 

The documents also con
tend that all imenoi;,ations of 
the captives should~ end, and 
that they ~hould not be tried 
before military tribunals 
planned by the United States. 

A norneys filing the pro
ceeding, led by the New York
based Center for Constitutional 
Rights, acknowledge privately 
that their goal is as much to put 
public pres~un: on the Bush 
administration as it is to wage 
a legal anack. Even if the panel 
grants all their requests, the 
U.S. government is certain to 
reject the ruling because it Jris
torically has insisted it is not 
legally bound by the commi~
sion's actions. the Jawvers said. 

"The U.S. has been sine-u• 
larly disdainful of the commis
sion's findings," said Richard l 
Wilson, an international law 
professor at American Univer-

page 29 of 57 



Snowflake 

TO: Gen. Dick Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfe1d ~ 
DATE: February 14, 2002 

SUBJECT: Duke Cunningham (R-CA) 

Duke Cunningham mentioned that he knows a lot of people in the ,Pnilippines and 

speaks some of the language. You might want to tell Dennis BJak that so he is 

aware of it. 

Thank you. 

DHR/aw 
021402.02 

/ / z/z~2 
,. 

A /1,,AAhA. 4A/d k U)~ 

Mf 'a:::::~ . 
M~ 

Please respond by: __ _ 

' 

-···- -

,-....:-_·· 

( 

U18129 02 
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/ 

TO: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·))._ 

SUBJECT: Brief for Gov. Ridge 

February 15, 2002 7:51 AM 
/ 

I 

! 

' 

,,./ 

Someone ought to brief Tom Ridge on the UCP. / 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
021502·2 

/ 

I 

/ 

( 

······································-'································· I 
I 

Please respond by __ o_/_2-..... [ ...... ,,...,_~ _·L-_/....,? ..... 1.i2.._/, __ 

I 

I 

I 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON. O.C. :20318-t991 

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

OM . C CS "~{K ,_hoh" FR : General Peter Pace, Actmg J r ,~r" I T 

SUBJECT: Brief for Governor Ridge 

• Reference your memorandum (TAB) directing Governor Ridge be briefed on the 
UCP. 

• On 5 February, we briefed Governor Ridge using the UCP brief that we gave to 
the President. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachment 
As stated 

.~ 
Prepared By: L TG John P. Abizaid, USA; Director, Joint StaffL__J 
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• 
TO: Gen. Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld l::t\ 
SUBJECT: Red Flag 

'*-11=,

February 21, 2002 10:33 AM / 

Please find out ,vhat the Red Flag people use as their gou for deciding which 

countries they will allow to participate. Apparently th 

slots. 

I would be curious to know how they make th r decisions. For example, I notice 

they did not include the Turks, which I wo d have thought would be a higher 

priority than some of the people they ha . 

• Thanks. 

•I / 
i 

DHR:dh 
022J02-9 

•••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 

/ 

/' 
// 

I 
/ 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 

INFORMATION MEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ~ 
1 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJc1Jt!,tJ 
SUBJECT: Participants in the USAF Red Flag Training Program 

CM-217-02 
7 March 2002 

• For your Infonnation, per your question on how participants are decided in the USAF 
Red Flag Training Program (Tab A). 

• Of seven red flag training periods in FY02, three have been designated "US only" to 
fully integrate special access program training. For the four periods open to foreign 
participation, USAF Air Combat Command requests Deputy Under Secretary Air 
Force, International Affairs (SAF-IA) identify foreign participants. SAF-IA then 
solicits foreign participation for available periods. 

• Germany and the United Kingdom are given the highest priority, and may participate 
in multiple exercises each year. Other allies are limited to one exercise per year and 
are selected based on their capability and how their participation contributes to both 
USAF training and Allied combined operations. 

• Turkey did not request to participate in FY02. 

• The attached USAF memo provides more detail , if needed (Tab B). 

Prepared by: John P. Abizaid, LTG; USA; "-!(b_)(_6l __ ...., 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AJR FORCE 

WASHINGTON, DC 

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTOR, JOINT STAFF 

SUBJECT: RED FLAG INVITEE CRITERIA (DJSM-0182-02) 

5 Mar 02 

AFODM 04~-0~2"--~~ 

HQ Air Combat Command (ACC) uses USAF training requirements to determine how 
many and which Red Flag periods are available for allied participation. "US Only" Red Flag 
periods are reserved to fully integrate Special Access Programs / Special Access Required 
elements of the DoD. In FY02 there were three Red Flag periods designated "US Only" and 
three periods open to allied participation. For FY 03, there are three "US Only" periods and four 
periods open to allied participation. 

In November of each year, HQ ACC forwards to the Deputy Under Secretary of the Air 
Force, International Affairs (SAF/IA), the Red Flag periods available for foreign air forces' 
participation. SAF/IA solicits foreign participation through their respective country desk 
officers. Allied participation is then established by SAF/IA and coordinated with representatives 
from ACC and Pacific Air Force HQ at an annual SAF/IA hosted scheduling meeting. The 
United Kingdom and Germany are given the highest participation priority. Both countries may 
participate in multiple Red Flag exercises annually. All other allies are limited to a maximum of 
one Red Flag period per year. In general, allied selection is based on consideration of aHics' 
operational capability to perform the requested mission type, how allied participation enhances 
USAF AEF combat capability, and how participation enhances ability of allies to support 
combined operations. SAF/IA has final determination authority when a conflict exists between 
two allies competing for the same exercise mission type or on whether a country other than the 
UK or Gennany participate in multiple Red Flag exercises. 

For those Red Flag periods open to international participants in FY02, the following 
foreign air forces participated: UK, Canada, Australia, Germany, Netherlands, Spain, France, 
ltaly, NATO (AWACS), Singapore, and Israel. For FY 02, Turkey did not submit a request to 
participate in any international Red Flag periods and Nmv.:ay cancel!ed, at their request. 

CHARLES F. WALD, Lt Gen, USAF 
Deputy Chief of Staff 
Air and Space Operations 
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Snowftake 

October 7, 2002 10:19 AM 

TO: Jim Haynes 

,$· FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '9A 
,t,(!I <i}7 SUBJECT: Geneva Conventions 

~¥ 
In Sunday's New York Times, page 13, there was an article saying the Swiss are 

calling a meeting to reexamine the Geneva Conventions. You might want to make 

sure that DoD gets involved in that. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
100102-27 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by Io J 2. ~ / o '--
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May 6, 2002 9:15 AM 

<;.1v-·. ~ , 
~e,$ ~ d:1/1 

4:t FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1, _._w,_ 0 ~ . . :-.... 
TO: Torie Clarke 

~( ~~/ ~) 

../ , SUBJECT: Former Military TV Commentators y -<2-(' <}-- l"- . 

'.,;ii\ Please give me a list of all of the retired military people doing television who ar~ ·\ O b 
.,__. \ . 

doing a good job. ~i . \ \ ~ _(" 
(\- 0-r' ~\J '\,\ > 

, 
I would like to see their names and something about them, so that at some point I ?, 
can write them a note. \, (__"" -: 

..... , ... +/ 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
' 050602·8 
\ 

\ 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by C ---------
.; 

--·,,. ·-1 
/ 
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Military Commentators 

CNN 
General Wesley K. Clark (USA, Ret.) 
Maj. Gen. David Grange (USA, Ret.) 
Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd (USAF, Ret.) 

ABC 
Anthony H. Cordesman (CSIS) 

NBC/MSNBC 
General Barry McCaffrey (USA, Ret.) 
Lt. Gen. Bernard Trainor (USMC, Ret.) 
Col. Ken Allard (USA, Ret.) 

CBS 
Gen. Ronald Fogelman (USAF, Ret.) 

Fox 
Col. Timothy Eads (USA, Ret.) 
Capt. Chuck Nash (USN, Rel.) 
Brig. Gen. Tim Mcinerney (USAF, Ret.) 
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MORE ARCHIVES: CNN ACCESS I EACT SHEET I IN FOCUS 

(MILITARVDESKBRIEFINGiJ;l4:IM4 

DECEMBER 2001 
' Mm. Gen. Don Shepperd: Re-examining Tora Bora I December 21, 2001 

' Maj Gen. David Grange: Searching the caves I December 17, 2001 

• Gen Wesley Clark Pakistanis' role critical I December 14, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange: The challenge 01 peacekeeping I December t3, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange: Cutting ott al Qaeda I December 10, 2001 

• Gen. Wesley Clark: Taliban 'rats' bolt [ December 7, 2001 

• Mai. Gen. David Grange. Fratricide common in W@r I December 5, 2001 

• Mai Gen. David Grange: Kandahar not final objective I December 3, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Taking care of Kandahar I December 2, 2001 

NOVEMBER 2001 
' Maj. Gen. David Grange Breaking bin Laden I November 30, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd Entering dangerous times J November 29, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange Marines pacK a punch I November 28, 2001 

' Mai Gen Don Shepperd Coalition closes in I Novemt>er 27. 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd Here come the Marines I November 26, 2001 

• Maj Gen. David Grange The international role I November 25, 2001 

• M<ii. Gen. David Grange: Connecting the dots I November 24, 2001 

' Gen. Wesley Clark: Tribal politics come into play I November 23, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange Forces celetJrate holiday I November 22, 2001 

• Maj Gen. Don Shepperd Great deal left to do I November 21, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange F,gnt to the death at Konduz I November 20, 2001 

• Gen. Wesley Clark: End approaching at Konduz I November 19, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Taliban face final defeat I November 18, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange: U.S. should aggressively pursue its mission I November 17, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. David Grange: Keeping the momentum I November 16, 2001 

' Mai. Gen. Don Shepperd: Noose tightening on al Qaeda I November 15, 2001 

' Ma,j. Gen. Don Shepoord: Get Taliban first, al Qaeda later I November 14, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd· A surprising retreat I November 13. 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd Advances encouraging to U.S. cause I November 11, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. David Grange: Morale bQOst for Northern Alliance I November 10, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Holding cities the key I November 9, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. David Grange: Bearing down on Mazar·e Sharif I November 8, 2001 

• Mai. Gen. Don Shepperd: Fine start for campaign I November 7, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: 6ig bombs, bad news for Taliban f November 6, 2001 

' Maj. Gen David Grange: Syncnronization key to success I November 5, 2001 

' Maj Gen. Don Shepperd· New bases could aid effort I November 4, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: A logical pattern lo U.S. strategy I November 3, 2001 

' Maj Gen. David Grange: Clearing a path for the Northern Alliance I November 2. 2001 

11-L-0559/0SD/12941 5/J0/2002 3:41 PM 
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' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Close cooperation key I November 1, 2001 

OCTOBER 2001 
' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: More intelligence information I October 31, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Seizing air base key I OctOber 30, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Victory will come slowly I October 29, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Expect more frontline attacks I October 28, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd· Royal Marines add to alliance I October 27, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Digging out Taliban difficult I October 26, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Frustration building I October 25, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Toppling forces takes time I October 25, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Wesley Clark: Questions abound for U.S. forces I October 24, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Diplomacy plus more bomos I October 24, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Focus on Taliban front lines/ October 23, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Protecting Northern Alliance advances I October 22. 2001 

' Maj Gen. David Grange: I October 22, 2001 

' Maj Gen. Don Shepperd Joint training pays off I October 21, 2001 

' Maj Gen. Don Shepperd Soecial Operations in and out I October 20, 2001 

' Maj. Gen Don Shepperd: 'Exceedingly dangerous· mission I October 19, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Rumsfeld sets the conditions I October 18, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Broadcasts hint at ground troops I October 18, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Wesley Clark: Military campaign adds to diplomatic pressure I October 17, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: u.s. gets help I 0cto1>er 17, 2001 

• Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Intense attacks weak.en Taliban I October 16, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Wesley Clark: Air campaign intensifying I October 16, 2001 

' Mai. Gen. pan Shepperd: Taliban not an easy target I October 15, 2001 

' Maj Gen. Don Shepperd: Noose tightening around Taliban I October 14, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd; New weapons for new war I October 13, 2001 

' Maj Gen. Don Shepperd: Winter will slow terrorist war in Afghanistan I October 12, 2001 

' Mai. Gen. Don Shepperd: Bombing bunkers. going deep I October 11, 2001 

• Gen. Wesley Clark: Attacks deliberate and patient I Octol>er 11, 2001 

' Ma1. Gen. Don Shepperd: Diplomacy behind scenes key I October 10, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. David Grange Get 'up front and personal' I October 10, 2001 

' Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: There is no sanctuary anymore I October 09. 2001 

Search r--
-------------------------

© 2002 Cable News Network LP, LLLP. 
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Gen. Wesley Clark: U.S. military retaliation 
options 

September 18, 2001 Posted: 1:21 PM EDT (1721 GMT) 

General Wesley K. Clark was the 
Supreme Allied Commander 
Europe from 1997 to 2000, and was 
also the Commander-in-Chief, , 
United States European Command. ! 
General Clark is an Armor Officer 
who bas commanded at every level 
from Company to Division. He 

0 joined the CNN.com chat room 
from Washington D.C. 

(!@ SA.VE THIS E ISZI EMAIL THIS 

(!:~ PRINTTHIS (!tr MOST POPULAR 

CNN: General Clark, some say that 
military retaliation could come at any 
moment, others believe it may not 
start for weeks. What are your 

____________ thoughts? 

CLARK: Well, I wouldn't speculate because it really depends on the decision i 

of President Bush. He has to weigh three considerations. First, he has to '1 
consider the significance of whatever targets might be struck in view of 
advancing our long-term interests. Second, he has to consider the impact on 
his diplomatic efforts to form a coalition. Many around the world are fearful 
that an American attack that kills innocent people will fuel more terrorism. 
And the third consideration is the expectations of the American people. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Thank you for your 
honorable service. In this chat room, there are 
pe-0ple from all over the world and many of 
them express a concern that the U.S. will act 
irresponsibly. Can you give them some 
reassurance that we will not be wanton in our 
response? 

CLARK: Well, the response will be 
determined by the president of the United 
States, but he will consult with allies around 
the world. The president has said that this is a 
different kind of war and he wants to build a 
coalition. I think there's every reason to 
believe he will consider when to strike. 
However, the overriding concern will be the 
safety of Americans and others around the 

\\ rn AGAINST TERROR 

CNN COM SPE,::;IAL REPORT 

om NewsPass V,ceo + 
o Gama show raises mooo.191 

Afghan women 

MORE STORIES 

• UK marines 1eag new a1 Oaeda hunt 

• U.S and coalition troops mount new 
Afghan offensrve 

EXTRA lt,FORMATION 

• u.s servicemen killed 

• Al Qaeda documents 

• Most wanted terrorists 

world. And if he determines the strike is necessary now in order to disrupt 
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preparations for an ongoing terrorist attack against us, he might well decide I 
that it is necessary to strike. i 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: What will happen to the Afghan people who are I 
opposed to the Taliban if the U.S. decides to attack? I read yesterday that the ! 
Afghan people will support the U.S. with 15,000 men and a few helicopters, ! 

as their resources are limited. Should the war be fought on their grounds? 

CLARK: The answer is that the U.S. will probably encourage others to 
increase their support to the Afghan forces opposed to the Taliban. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Will Saudi Arabia pennit coalition troops to be 
based there? 

CLARK: We will ask the Saudis for whatever support is necessary. Right 
now it is not required to move troops to Saudi Arabia. ! 

I 

1 
CHAT PARTICIPANT: Are there any plans to support Pakistan long tenn if j 
they continue to assist us? i 

I 
CLARK: Yes, the U.S. government will undoubtedly increase its support for I 
the government of Pakistan. I 

i 
CHAT PARTICIPANT: Given the terrain of Afghanistan, wouldn't sending I 
ground troops there be like sending them into a firing squad? I 
CLARK: Our soldiers can take care of themselves in any terrain. But, we I 
also know that there is no inherent advantage in occupying Afghanistan. Our I 
objective is to end international terrorism, not to conquer countries. I 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: What kind oflessons can we learn from the Russian 
conflict with Afghanistan? 

CLARK: The Russians attempted to occupy the major cities, mistakenly 
believing that control of the cities would give them control of the 
countryside. It became clear that they could control neither the cities nor the 
countryside. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Judging from the recent mobilization of 35,000 
reservists, how much farther do you think the commitment of U.S. forces, 
particularly conventional forces, could go? 

CLARK: This is unknowable at this time. But this war will be largely be 
fought by diplomatic personnel and intelligence forces. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: What other countries are housing terrorist 
organizations? 

CLARK: Terrorist cells have roots in perhaps as many as 60 countries 
including the U.S., most countries in Europe, many in Africa and, of course, 
the Middle East and Asia. The question is the degree of government 
comp1icity in support for these acts of terrorism. That remains a major 
intelligence issue. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Why isn't covert activity the major thrust of our 
retaliation? 
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CLARK: Covert activity probably will be a major part of U.S. action. But 
because it is covert, it won't be discussed. 

CNN: Who is the actual enemy here? Will this be all over when Osama bin 
Laden is either captured or killed? What happens if we attack and be still 
isn't handed over? 

CLARK: Well, our objective is to dismantle the terrorist network. But, we 
will quickly find that the network that directed this tragic attack is connected 
to many other networks. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Hello, and greetings from the United Kingdom. 
What do you think will be the 1ong-tenn implications of this, say 20 years 
down the line, for relations with the Middle East and the surrounding area? 

CLARK: We don't know that yet. It depends on the nature of this campaign. 
The possibilities range from a resolution of the Middle East dispute and 
tranquility, to the most nightmarish visions of regional conflict. We're 
engaged in an action/reaction cycle with terrorists in Middle Eastern 
countries, and both sides, or all sides, will have an impact on the outcome. 

CHAT PARTICIPANT: Do you think that the followers of bin Laden have 
already infiltrated into the four comers of the world, and that in the event of 
a strike against bin Laden, his followers will be able to strike into the hearts 
of many cities in the world? 

CLARK: Yes. There is great concern about follow on terrorist attacks. 

CNN: Do you have any final thoughts for us today, General Clark? 

CLARK: I hope that people will understand that this is a threat to Western 
civilization, not to the U.S. And it is a threat that cannot be appeased by 
apologies or changing policies toward Israel. It is derived from fundamental 
conflicts within Islam itself, and the impoverishment and tragedy that has 
befallen Afghanistan. 

CNN: Thank you for joining us today. 

CLARK: Thank you very much. I've enjoyed being with you today. 

Gen. Wesley Clark joined the CNN.com chat room by telephone, and CNN 
provided a typist. This is an edited transcript of the interview which took 
place on Tuesday, September 18, 2001. 
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Maj. Gen. David Gra'1ge: Keeping the 
momentum 
November 16, 2001 PC1Sted: 8:05 PM EST (0105 GMT) 
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• ~I!· ~-4' -~. 
David Grange is a retired U.S. Army 
major general and a military analyst 
for CNN. 

Update: The next couple of weeks are 
key. Most of the key cities in 
Afghanistan have fallen to 
anti-Taliban forces. And the United 
States, I'm guessing, will be putting 
more troops in. We're getting closer to 
the areas where we think these bad 
leaders are. It's a transition phase, so 

_ if we back off we'll lose that 
~ momentum. 

The infonnational warfare is also 
important, especially with Ramadan 
starting today. We have to get people to 

-------------understand that we're this war isn't 
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against [slam, but it's a war against 
terrorists. And by the way, Muslims have 
fought during Ramadan throughout 

____________ history when they thought they had to, 
and we think we have to right now. 

We really have to watch the border with Pakistan, because that country may end 
up being a more safe haven for some of these leaders than Afghanistan. In fact, a 
report out of Iran this morning says bin Laden is already there. We're not really 
searching anywhere in Pakistan, although I'm sure we have agents, because of 
the delicate political situation in Pakistan and the number of pro-Taliban 
Pashtun living there. The more pro-Taliban (forces) get into Pakistan, (it) turns 
the ti de against Musharraf, so it's in Islamabad's best interest to keep it 
stabilized. The problem is that the border is so porous, and a lot of the 
pro-Taliban folks are already in Pakistan. 

Impact: You're going to add more ground forces 
and continue with the air means to find bin Laden 
and his cronies. The flow of information will pick 
up, as we get more people spilling their guts and 
start paying off people. Plus, people will start 
readily giving infonnation, because there are a lot 
of people who were on the fence before that have 
changed sides. You really need to have people to 
sort the info out, analyze and report it. Special 
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WAR ROOM 

Join the War Room strategy 
debate on CNN. 

Send us your military strategy 
questions and tune in to Wolf 
Blitzer Reports at 7 p.m. EST 
Monday through Friday to 
hear the experts respond. 
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ops Will a1so 100K ror oocumencs ano sucn ana 
send them onto intelligence guys. A little piece 
here, a little piece there puts together this puzzle. 

We have totally mobilized all our assets so that 
we have better awareness of what's going on. 
We've changed some of our laws. We've declared 
a state of emergency to give President Bush 
powers to act immediately and react to 
intelligence. 

So we're on alert, watching. Everybody has to 
keep their guard up on the rear areas as well as 
the front lines. There are no front lines in this 
fight. The area of operations is the world. 

Tactics: It's very important that we get American 
assessments of the situation, and not just rely on 
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this local commander said this or that. The other issue is that we can't get hung 
up on bin Laden being in a cave somewhere. He could have bad a series of tapes 
made, and all the while be in a villa in Pakistan or Yemen or someplace like 
that. These guys spend years setting up safe houses. 

Most of his communication is very rudimentary, as in Somalia and Vietnam. 
They know we can intercept messages, so the info is sent in very short, say, 
IO-second bursts, or via human messengers and non-technical communication -· 
messages that are open source but hidden in some sort of code. We just have 
expect the unexpected, because we're dealing with people who are very nasty, 
very innovative. You've got to think, ifl was a bad guy, what would I do? And 
then, how would I prevent it? 

Saying all that, we still have got to keep the pressure on in Afghanistan because 
they're starting to crack. We've got to keep being on the offensive. 

Strategy: There are a couple of scenarios with bin Laden. One, he's not in 
Afghanistan -· maybe he's in Pakistan, probably the only country bordering 
there where he can get away with staying right now. The other scenario is, he 
says, "Hey, I'm going to die as a hero with my Arab legions around me." He 
wants to suck in Americans, setting up not only mines but rigging the place with 
demolitions or a chemical weapon. In other words, he's a terrorist, so he wants 
psychological impact -- he wants media, he wants recognition because of his 
ego. He'll go out in a bang. 

The other possibility is he's completely out of the region and, as we're hwtting 
for him in these caves, he plans to hit us in the rear. He'd do something in the 
United States or Europe or somewhere else H if not himself, then some of his 
people will. And he's planned that very well ahead of time, assuming he's been 
out of the country for a while. Is it far-fetched? Maybe. But some of the stuff 
he's done has been pretty far-fetched. 

US. Army Gen. Wesley Clark (ret.), a former NATO supreme commander, US. Army Maj Gen. 
David Grange (ret) and Air Force Maj Gen Don Shepperd (rel.) are serving as CNN military 

analysts during the war against terror Their bnefmgs will appear daily on CNN.com 

EDITOR'S NOTE: CNN is sensitive to reporting any information that could 
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November 16. 2001 
• UK, U.S. forces on air base mission 
November 16, 2001 
• Ridge: Nuclear weapons documents found 
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Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd: Taking care of 
Kandahar 

December 2, 2001 Posted: 9:08 pm. EST (0208 GMT) 

Oon Shepperd is .,,1 fomier U S Air 
For,:;e major general arid now a military 
analyst for CNN 

UPDATE: In Kandahar, Pashtun 
forces under Hamid Karzai are 
moving in from the north, the Marines 
are down 10 the southwest, and 
another Pashtun tribesman, Gui Age, 
ls moving his fighters from the south. 
With the exception of the Marines, all 
of these forces are slowly encircling 
the city, while intense bombing is 
hitting remaining Taliban and al 
Qaeda po!.itions:. 

Many southern Pashtun tribes are now 
realizing they made a marriage with the 

------------- devil when the Taliban came in. They 
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became disaffected with the government. 
a.nd only now do they have the means lo 
do something about it·· with U.S. air 

_____________ power and the antiterrorism coalition on 
their side. 

It also looks as if the Afghan leaders are nearing a political solution for a future 
government in Bonn. There appears to be some agreement among all four 
factions. They would set up an interim government to last six months until a 
loyajirga [or traditional Afghan council] can be held. at which time a solution 
for a final government will be explored and pursued. 

IMPACT: The bombing and troop movements will continue until the remaining 
Taliban are in the same situation that they were in Konduz -· encircled with no 
supplies, no communications and no way lo gel out other than to surrender or 
fight to the death. The remaining Afghan Taliban will most likely surrender or 
switch sides. As to foreign al Qaeda fighters there, the incident in Mazar-e 
Sharif seems to indicate many of them won't surrender. So there may be some 
hard, pitched battles to come. 
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A few days ago, we were predicting Kandahar 
would fall the first of this week. Now it seems the 
pro-Taliban pockets in Kandahar won't be 
cleaned up until next week or the week after. 

The political developments are very encouraging, 
but now the real cha11enge comes. That includes 
implementing an interim government in Kabul, 
getting airfields around the country repaired so 
humanitarian aid can be brought in~ getting the 
country safe under a rule of law so you can 
distribute aid on the ground -- all as you pursue a 
final political solution while pursuing al Qaeda 
and Taliban holdouts loyal to Mullah Omar. 

TACTICS: You want to avoid house-to-house 
fighting. As pockets of resistance are identified in 
Kandahar, you may see precision U.S. strikes so 
that you don't have to take it building by building. 
Still, it will be tough to take Kandahar. It is a 
reasonably sized city and there are desperate 
people inside. 

The Marines are there to set up a forward 
operating base so more forces can come in ifwe 
need them to take Kandahar, mop up southern 
Afghanistan, or pursue bin Laden and al Qaeda. 

WAR ROOM 

Join the War Room strategy 
debate on CNN. 

Send us your military strategy 
questions and tune In to Wolf 
Blitzer Reports at 7 p.m. EST 
Monday through Friday to 
hear the experts respond. 
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They also have significant air support with them in the way of helicopters, so 
they can also be a quick reaction force. They're very flexible. 

But with these troop movements and strikes, you'll see reports like those coming 
out of towns being bombed near Jalalabad. I can tell you U.S. forces did not 
intentionally bomb towns just because al Qaeda may have been in the area. 

They may be errant weapons or maybe there was mistaken intelligence. Or the 
buildings may have been intentionally hit because they had been identified as 
holding al Qaeda cells and supporters, because we've said all along we'd target 
those supporting, housing, feeding or financing al Qaeda. 

STRATEGY: [f and when anti-Taliban forces take Kandahar. we tum to 
mopping up and routing any remaining and defecting Taliban around the 
country. When they have defected, you want to make sure they've laid down 
their arms, so they won't shoot you in the back or regroup and re-attack. That 
takes some time, and could get messy. It's going to be the responsibility of 
Pashtun tribal leaders in the south and the Northern Alliance in the north. 

There's many reasons why Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld has said this 
is a dangerous and difficult time. You've got Kandahar, hunting down the 
remaining al Qaeda and bin Laden, ironing out a political solution, dispensing 
humanitarian aid and stabilizing the country. All five things will be going on at 
once, whereas before all you had to do was fight. 

US Army Gen Wesley Clark (rel), a former NATO supreme commander, U.S Army MaJ Gen 
David Grange (rel.) and Air Force Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd (rel.) are serving as CNN military 
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analysts durmg the war against terror. Their bnefmgs will appear daily on CNN com 

EDITOR'S NOTE: CNN is sensitive to reporting any infonnation that could 
endanger lives or operations. 
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Illusions and Realities 
Among the Lessons of Gardez: On 
Intelligence, Technology and Proxies 

Analysis 
~ Anthony H. Cordesman 
UNE\VS.rom 

Anthony Cordesman, of the Center for 
Strategic lntematfonal Studies, has 
provided extensive advice and analysis 
for ABCNEWS. (ABCNEWS.com) 

March 18 - It takes time, sometimes 
months, to actually analyze and characterize 
a battle. MIiitary historians, particularly 
detailed tactical analysts, can take years to 
separate fact from fiction and detennine 
which accounts and impressions are 
credible. 
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The fighting In the Gardez and the Shah-e-Kot mountain 
area of Afghanistan will probably prove to be no 
exception. Any rush to judgment produces errors, and this 
is particularly true when there are no reliable estimates of 
the forces engaged, casualty estimates are largely 
guesses, and there are few historical parallels. 

That said, some preliminary judgments and guesses may 
be in order, if only to try to put the baffle in perspective 
and provide some cautions about rushing to the wrong 
kinds of judgments. 

The Human Dimension, Surprise, and Intelligence 
'Failures' 

Since the Gulf War, Americans have Increasingly 
accepted the illusion of perfect wars in which the United 
Slates is never surprised, there are few or no casualties, 
U.S. forces act on the basis of perfect knowledge, and 

anything that goes wrong is a mistake or failure. The reality is very different, particularly 
in a case like Shah-e-Kot. 

U.S. forces have major intelligence and reconnaissance problems in tracking the 
movement of individuals and infantry. For all of the advances In UAVs (unmanned aerial 
vehicles), satellites, and sensors on our aircraft, U.S. forces cannot hope to accurately 
count the number of people Infiltrating a given area, how scattered troops position 
themselves, the nature of their shelters, and how many and what kinds of man- and 
crew-portable weapons they have. This may someday be possible, with more UAVs, 
better sensors, and the ability to provide nearly constant coverage, but the Pentagon 
doesn't have anything like the numbers, night vision capability, and poor weather 
capability to do this today. 

Human intelligence rarely helps. Barring access to the opposition leadership, 
impressions from locals, allies, defectors, and prisoners of war can produce as much 
confusion as additional data. In this case, the United States had some local allies 
reporting 400 opposition fighters and some reporting 4,000 - an order of magnitude 
difference. The United States also chose to let the al Qaeda and Taliban forces move 
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into the area in numbers and dig in. This made tracking their positions almost 
impossible, although it also made them a key target and made the battle worth fighting. 

By the time the fighting started, U.S. forces faced the tactical reality that they were 
entering a highly distributed battlefield with many ambush points and possible areas of 
engagement. This is typical of at least the first set of engagements in mountain warfare, 
as well as urban warfare and jungle.forest warfare. There simply is no current 
technology to avoid limited tactical su,pnse, and ii is not a failure on the part of the 
planner or intelligence analyst. War is based on intelligent risk.taking, and risk·taking 
means surprise, failures, and casualties. 

For the same reasons, U.S. forces have no way to develop an accurate picture of how 
large the forces engaged were unless they capture a high level POW, and they have no 
way to estimate enemy casualties and how many of the enemy escaped. The media can 
force the Department of Defense to issue guesstimates, and winners tend to exaggerate 
their success. A guesstimate, however, is a guesstimate. 

What can be said is that U.S. and Afghan casualties were very small for the forces 
engaged, and given the enemy's tactical position and ability to achieve surprise. They 
were ver; small in terms of weather and visibility, and the fact the enemy have many 
tunnels and dug in positions. In comparative fighting at Manie Casino. in the Pacific 
campaign of World War II, and Korea. the United States would have take at least 10 
times more casualties. Even in Vietnam. the U.S. military would have had higher 
casualties in many roughly similar tactical situations. 

No one can predict how much of this is the result of more advanced reconnaissance 
systems, better tactical equipment, traming, air mobility, a new air-land ability lo work in 
close partnership, or help from our allies. It is clear, however, that U.S. forces dealt 
quickly with initial surprise, reacted faster than the enemy, and were able to counter 
many of the advantages terrain and position have given similar enemies in past wars. 

The Problem of Distributed Warfare 

Even before this battle began, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld had approved 
planning guidance that lhe war could easily last to 2008 and beyond. U.S. military 
planners and counter-terrorism experts had warned that the struggle in Afghanistan 
would teach U.S .. Bntish, and friendly force!i a!i well as the enemy. 

The planners were speculaling that one key lesson for future terrorist and asymmetric 
opponents will be to create far looser an(j more broadly distributed nelwori(.s and groups 
of cells that have a high degree of individual independence and survivability and which 
do not have a rigid hierarchy and headquarters and physical facilities Iha\ can be 
located and attacked. 

They argue Iha! a key lesson of Afghanistan lo such enemies will be the need for more 
anonymity, more emphasis on a cover organization and proxies. and on creating a 
campaign plan of sequential or multiple attacks from isolated cells and elements so that 
no victor; in any one area can halt the overall campaign. 

The battle of Shah.e.Kol showed these warnings apply to more than terrorist 
organizahons. like other movements defeated in conventional battles, the many al 
Qaeda and other forces that escaped were able to regroup and choose a more 
favorable area to fight In the process. they also developed superior initial situational 
understanding and dug-in positions and were able ta farce U.S. forces to change their 
tactics and fighting on terms more favorable lo them. 

Fortunately for Washington. !he Taliban and at Qaeda forces seem to have been too 
rigid in holding their posilions. counted too much on the advantages of similar positions 
and strong points in pas! wars, and to have concentrated too much in a single area. 
They also fought too determinedly once superior farces engaged them. 

The next time around, enemies are likely lo be more disperse, to try to fight in several 
different places at once, and retreat more quickly. They also may not operate under 
conditions where much of the local population is hostile. 

If so, they can fight in towns and cities Where U.S. forces will face much sharper 
constraints on using artillery and airpower, and where it will be far more difficult la know 
who the enemy really is. 
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It also may be possible to combine such asymmetric warfare with terrorism to create a 
series of asymmetric attacks, phased over time, that would not depend on the existence 
or survival of some central or easily locatable command structure. It can be organized to 
focus on the most lethal, cosUy, or disruptive means of attack, and to avoid repeating 
past forms of attack. 

In fact, it Is still possible that al Qaeda will reorganize and go on with its attacks in the 
future. Alternatively, elements of al Qaeda may go underground, reconstitute 
themselves and emerge with new names and possibly new leaders, changes in goals 
and Ideology, and changes In method of attack. 

Jt has become a cliche to say that death and defeat cannot deter a suicide bomber. lt 
may be equally true that any given defeat of a terrorist or asymmetric opponent simply 
forces the opponent to adapt. 

A Presence on the Ground and a Willingness to Take Casualties 

This lesson should be obvious. Air power is incapable of holding territory, dealing with 
political Issues, gathering human intelligence, and destroying dug-in enemy positions. It 
cannot seal off territory or deal with highly dispersed forces. In fact, the success of U.S. 
air power earlier in the war was heavily dependent on both Afghan ground troops and 
Afghan political bargainers on the ground, who arranged for most potential battles to 
end in defections and retreats, rather than large-scale fighting. 

The current fighting also reveals something that tended to be lost during coverage of the 
previous fighting. Reporting focused on the lack of U.S. and British casualties, and paid 
little attention to the casualties of the Afghan forces opposing the Taliban and al Qaeda. 
Putting U.S. forces on the ground has shown that war still means casualties - this time 
U.S. casualties. This does not mean that such casualties are not low by the standard of 
past wars, but the "Teflon-like" image of casualty free war was never real and the 
current fighting brings this fact home. 

Yet, a sub-lesson is that every time U.S. forces do take minimal losses, the American 
media almost panics and starts talking about the unwillingness of Americans to take 
casualties. Americans may have a media that is unwilling to take them, or which has 
trouble understanding military realities. 

Virtually every serious study I have seen, however, indicates that ordinary Americans, 
and most politicians, expect such casualties and are willing to accept them if (a) they 
believe In the conflict, and (b) believe U.S. troops are properly led and equipped and the 
engagement they are fighting in is justified. 

The Limits of Super Toys and New Weapons 

The media seems to be fascinated with super toys: Daisy Cutters, "thermobaricb 
weapons and other things that produce a large bang. So far, the U.S. military has not 
issued one word on successful hard target kills or caves destroyed by alrpower. If there 
is a case where such attacks produced large casualties except by chance, It has not 
been reported. 

This Is not an argument against advances In airpower and weapons, but the most that 
exists to quantify how much alrpower has improved in terms of actual physical battle 
damage are anecdotes. This is partly the result of a deliberate Department of Defense 
refusal to provide any of the BOA (bomb damage assessment) provided in past wars. 

At the same time, It Is a little striking that the first uses of any new weapon get so much 
coverage but no one has gone back to try to determine the result. 

Moreover, it is unclear how much of the impact of airpower is the cumulative result of 
psychological effects, barriers to movement, and sheer shock and how much is the 
impact of actual killing and physical destruction. This is particularly true in the case of 
Taliban and al Qaeda forces hiding in caves. 

Most of those troops seem to have survived the most glamorous weapons and required 
ground troops to Illuminate or find them or even to get clean air hits on the entrances of 
the caves. 
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Similarly, it is far from clear how effective any ordnance was against well dug-in infantry. 
U.S. forces have much more ability to target, and therefore kill, vehicles, buildings. etc. 

Allied Farces Are Only a Limited Substitute for U.S. Military Power 

Shah-e-Kot again shows that allied proxies are an uncertain answer to many tactical 
situations in this war and may well be of even more limited value in conflicts like Iraq. 
Those who have argued that Afghanistan provides broad lessons about the value of 
mixing U.S. air power with friendly ground forces and forcing the rapid collapse of weak 
opposition forces should rethink their judgments. 

The Afghan factions supporting us have different goals. and a different willingness to 
take casualties and persist in combat. They are not fighting a war on terrorism. They 
want lo serve their own factional interests, and having the Taliban largely disperse and 
al Qaeda leave Afghanistan is perfectly acceptable. 

At the same lime, it simply is not reasonable to condemn allied forces for being 
unreliable or lacking courage. The Afgtian troops lack air mobility and modern 
equipment, and they need to be cautious and slow moving to win and survive. (They do 
not have U.S. medical services, or technologies like body armor.) 

They also generally have limited training and little relevant experience. The factional 
fightlng in Afghanistan rarely involved sustained pitched battles, particularly against 
well-equipped troops and it has been a long time since the Afghans fought the Soviets. 

While Afghanistan is not Iraq, this battle is an important lesson regarding the risks 
inherent in trying to use air power to create sanctuaries and allow weak infantry forces 
like the Iraqi National Congress takes over a modem stale with heavy divisions and 
2,200 main battle tanks. 

Anthony H. Cordesman is a military analyst for ABCNEWS. 

~ PRINT THIS PAGE 181 SEND THIS TO A FRIEND 
EMAILED 

11-L-0559/0SD/12960 

.48 VIEW MOST 

5110/2002 3:35 PM 



Anthony H. Cordesman- Directory of Scholars - Center For Strategic & lnternatic.. Page 1 of 

I, ; ' 

ij~ Regipn 

By Topic 

Alph~petically 

MiliJary Ff:!llpws 

Alumni 

Anthony H. Cordesman 

Arleigh Burke Chair and 

Senior Fellow, Strategic Assessment 

Phone: (202) 775-3270 
E-mail: acordesm@cajs.org 

Expertise: Middle East and South Asian security 
issues; national security: lessons of modern war: 
defense budgets; defense intelligence; military 
balance 

- - ··-··a-- - -·-·-- Anthony Cordesman joined CSIS from Senator John McCain1s office, 
CSIS 
1800 K Street, NW 
Suite 400 
washington. DC 20006 

P: 202.887.0200 
F: 202.775.3199 

where he served as assistant for national security. He Is also an 
adjunct professor of national security studies at Georgetown University 
and a military analyst for ABC-TV. He has held senior positions in the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense. the State Department, the 
Department of Energy. and the Defense Advanced Research Projects 
Agency. His overseas posts included Iran and other Middle Eastern 
states. Great Britain. the U.S. delegation to NATO, and as a dir:ector in 
the NATO International Staff. Gordesman has written and lectured 

Contact t~e \Neb master extensively on NA TO. the Middle East, the U.S. and Soviet military 
balance, U.S. forces and defense budgets, and the lessons of war. Of 
his many books. the most recent Include The Arab-Israeli Military 
Balance and the Middle East Peace Process (v\lestview. 1996), Iran's 
Military Forces in Transition (Praeger, 1999). Iraq and the war of 
Sanctions (Praeger, 1999), and as author/coauthor of the series CSIS 
Middle East Dynamic Net Assessment (Westview. 1997). He w,as 
formerly the international editor of the Armed Forces Journal and U.S. 
editor of Armed Forces (UK). 

© 2001 , 2002 The Center for Strategic & International Studies 

http://www.csis.org/html/4cord~~a()559/0SD/12961 

Search 

In lhe process 
CSIS /\lum111 Dr 
nave 11,9111,gt, te 
a1umn1 who hav 
particular d1sl111 
raspac11vc field 
expand this 11st 
working toward 
comprehens1•e 

Albright. Madel 
Allen, Rlc}1ard 
Allen, Wllram 
ftaJal$, Ehud 
Berman. Weyn 
CUlutto. Frank 
c1~i.~Uillro 
Crowe. Wlll11m 
Feulner. Edwin 
Haig, Alexande 
Hunter. Rob en 
Lubin, Oa.nlel 
Mazzar, Micha 
Pharr, Susan 
$811J.(IE!1S, Mli:;h 
Sestanovlch, St 
Taylor, Vvllllam 
~oc~.~1~01), .Joh 

5/9/02 



TAB 

5 

11-L-0559/0SD/12962 



General: Action will come 'without warning' 

October 4, 2001 Posted: 3:50 PM EDT (1950 GMT) 

By Frank Sesno 
CNN Washington Bureau 

WASHINGTON (CNN) -- Retired Army 
Gen. Barry McCaffrey, who was drug 
czar during President Clinton's second 
tenn, said in an online exchange last 
month that those against the United 
States in its war on terrorism would 
"be killed suddenly, in significant 
numbers and without warning." 

McCaffrey, who commanded the 24th 
Mechanized Infantry Division in the 
Persian Gulf War, offered his blunt 
assessment on the mission and the 
strategy confronting the United States and 
its allies in an e-mail exchange with a cadet 
at West Point, where McCaffrey teaches. 

The exchange took place September 19 --
a little more than a week after the deadliest 
terror attacks on U.S. soil. McCaffrey and 
others have since distributed the e-mail 
widely to friends and associates in the national security 
community. 

Mccaffrey told CNN he is not displeased the exchange 
became public, because he is eager to articulate the likely 
multi-faceted course of action. 

McCaffrey identified multiple objectives -- to increase domestic security, build 
a strong coalition and finally "take the gloves off and use integrated military 
power to find, fix and destroy" terrorist organizations. 

He told the cadet, "We are going to disrupt these 
people through preemptive attack ... we will deceive 
them, we will run psyops on them, at selected 
points and times they will be killed suddenly, in 
significant numbers, and without warning." 

"Tomahawk missiles, 2000 pound laser guided 
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weapons dropped from B2's or F22's at very high 
altitude, remote control, booby traps, blackmail and 
at places, small groups of soldiers or SEALs will 
appear in total darkness, blow down the doors and 
kill them at close range with automatic weapons and 
hand grenades, 11 the e-mail message read. 

McCaffrey went on to say: "We will find their 
money and freeze it. We will arrest their front 
agents. We will operate against their recruiting and 
transportation functions. We will locate their 
training areas and surveil or mine them. We will isolate them from their 
families. 

"We will try to dominate their communication function and alternately listen, 
jam or spoof it. We will make their couriers disappear. If we can find out how 
they eat, or play or receive rewards, or where they sleep -- we will go there 
and kill them by surprise." 

McCaffrey said the military component would be "a supporting but lesser 
aspect of a strategy that will be based fundamentally on diplomatic and 
economic leverage to compel cooperation with international law." 

The retired general said there would need to be substantial and costly efforts to 
reduce the "environmental factors" that feed "extremist madness." 

That would include "dramatically increased" international aid to address the 
poverty of Palestinians, Afghans, Sudanese and others, he said. 

A U.S. military official who was shown McCaffrey's comments said they were 
The "insights of a very smart guy." 

Another official said they do not contain any national secrets, but they do 
accurately reflect the strategy the United States has adopted. 

In the words of this official: "It's the plan." 
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The Korea Society Quarterly - Portfolio - Summer 2000 

An Excerpt from "On Going to War" 

By Lt. Gen. Bernard E. Trainor, USMC (Ret) 

F rorn t11e classrooms of The Basic School to the frozen l1ills of the Korean 
War. the author tells his story of how a 'student officer' (or was 11 officer 
student?} 1s transformed into a combat leader. This series is aimed at 
Basic School graduates going to their first duty. plagued with the 
uncertainties experienced by legions of officers preceding them. 

It was deadly silent and lighl snow fell as I made my way to the forward slope and into the fighting trenches. There was 
nary a soul above ground. I stood in the trench line looking north across the Soyang Gang at the hills opposite hosting 
the North Koreans. Little could be seen; no sign of trenches or bunkers. I had yet lo learn that our enemies dug deep 
and were masters of camouflage. The only signs of war were the dirty scars on the snow-covered slopes lo my front 
caused by our artillery and air strikes. Off in the distance, a pair of Corsairs were dropping bombs on a rear area 
position. I could not see the explosions, but I could hear them well in arrears of the pullout of the aircraft. I tried to 
remember how to gauge distance by lhe flash bang method, but for the moment the formula eluded me. Looking down 
our zig-zag trench line, I could see fighting positions with flimsy overhead cover. Periodically, a head would emerge 
from one of them lo sniff the air and glance al me before returning to obscurity. My Marines, I thought. I would gel to 
know them in the coming weeks, mostly by eccentricities of their attire, because their dirty faces made them 
indistinguishable. Weeks later, when we came off the line and they showered up and were issued clean clothing, it was 
as though I had never seen one of them before. Before returning to the platoon CP, I gazed northward beyond the 
Korean main line of reslstance. It was a panorama of ever higher snow-covered mountains etched against a leaden 
sky and stretching to eternity. Jesus, Mary, and Joseph, I thought, if we go on the offensive this spring, we'll all die out 
there somewhere. With that happy thought, I retreated back down the communication trench. The snow was getting 
heavier. The hospitality within the platoon bunker was only a few degrees warmer than the outside temperature. I was 
being studiously ignored. I had never thought about what sort of reception I would gel upon taking over my first 
platoon, but unconsciously I assumed it would be a bit more cordial than the reality that faced me. 

It was aboul 2300 that first night when I visited the piss tube just down from the CP. Af. I stood there, I saw a flash from 
the lorward slope reflected in the falling snow. An explosion immediately followed. Other explosions followed along with 
a sound Iha! was to become all too familiar, the zapping of a Chinese burp gun. I could hear M-1 and automatic 
weapons lire responding. Ricocheting tracers wiggled off into the night. A parachute flare exploded overhead, followed 
by others in succession, casting an eerie light over the hillside and reflecting off the snow flakes like so many tiny 
strobe lights. The heavy flash and crump of mortar rounds added greater substance to the cacophony of a fire fight. I 
stood mesmerized. As a light and sound show, it was beautiful to witness. I came out of my reverie with the shocking 
realization that we were under attack. Hastening back to the CP, I fumbled through the folds of the shelter half 
entrance to find a scene of amazing calm and orderliness. The corpsmen were layering out their kils, and the radio 
men were making comm checks. The platoon guide was taking hand grenades out of their tubes and putting them into 
sandbags. My platoon sergeant, who was a gunnery sergeant. sat on an upended case of C-rafions. Around his neck 
was a dirty strip of cloth with either end tied to a sound-powered phone. One phone was connected to the company 
mortars, the other to the automatic weapons positions out on the line. When I entered, he was arguing with the mortar 
NCO who, well removed from the fire fight outside our door, wanted to check fire in order to find out why some of the 
rounds we were firing were duds. The Gunny demanded continuous fire, even duds "coukl hit !hem on the head," he 
argued. Alternately, he would speak into the other phone admonishing the BAR (Browning Automatic Rifle) men not lo 
fire unless they had a target. He reminded them, "They're trying to find out where our automatic weapons are at, you 
know." 
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I just stood there. With that, a dirty face appeared through the canvas asking the guide for a resupply of hand 
grenades. The response was explosive: 'More grenades? What are you doing, wasting them or eating them. I just 
gave you some yesterday.' There ensued a debate between the two to them over the justification for more grenades. I 
couldn't believe it. Here was the fiercest battle since lwo Jima taking place just yards away and they were bean 
counting grenades. Under my breath I took up the mantra, 'Give him the grenades, give him the grenades, for God's 
sake give him the grenades.' My silenl importation apparently worked. At any rate, the guide reluctantly handed over a 
sandbag with about a dozen grenades clacking inside, accompanied by a warning not to waste them. Up to this point. 
nobody had glanced my way. Wait a minute, I thought I'm the platoon commander and my platoon is under attack. I 
remembered the golden rule from TBS: 'Even if you don't know what to do, do something." It didn't work that night on 
Hill 749. In my best command voice, I said something to the Gunny that to this day escapes me. Bui I will never forget 
the response. He took the phones from his ears and let them hang from his neck by their cloth umbilical. The silence 
was suffocating. I had the sense that the war was caught in a state of suspension, with grenades, mortars, and tracers 
halted in mid-flight. Time stood still. Then fixing me with a stare I can still see, the Gunny said, "Lieutenant, why don't 
you make yourself a cup of coffee?' The war immediately resumed in all its fury while I slinked to my corner of the 
dugout in shock. Within twenty minutes, the North Korean probe was history and life returned to normal in CP. I 
remained numb the rest of the night, not knowing who to hate more, me or the Gunny. 

Lt. Gen. Bernard E. Trainor became military correspondent for The New York Times after his 
retirement from the Marine Corps in 1985. He is now an associate at Harvard's Kennedy School of 
Government and an NBC News military consultant. 

The account from which this segment was excerpted appeared initially in the April 1996 issue of the 
Marina Corps Gazette. 

11-L-0559/0SD/12967 s110noo2 3:49 PM 



Google Search· Lt. Gen. &mard Trainor AND NBC http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&q=Lt. +Gen. +Bernard+ Trainor+ AND-I-NBC 

I of2 

Advanced Search Preferences Language Tools G- O, \,ote·'-' 
1 

Lt. Gen. Bernard Trainor AND NBC 

\.....JO Google Search 

Search Tips 

I 

The "AND" operator 1s unnecessary -- we include all search terms by default. 
[details] 

TKSQ Portfolio Summer 2000 Trainor 
... Lt. Gen. Bernard E Trainor became military correspondent for The New York ... s Kennedy 
School of Government and an NBC News military consultant. ••• 
www.koreasociety.org/TKSQ/Portfolio/ Portfolio_Summer2000_ Trainor.him - 12k · Cachecj - Similar pages 

War Over Kosovo: Edited by Andrew J. Bacevich and Eliot A Cohen 
... all who seek the Rosetta stone for present-day American foreign and military policy."-Lt. 
Gen. Bernard E. Trainor (USMC, ret'd.), NBC News military analyst. •.. 
www.columbia.edu/cu/cuplcatalog/ data/023112/0231124821.HTM - 9k- Cached - S1m1lar pages 

Who Really Won the War 
... a Wall Street Journal/NBC News poll found 87 ... our mission. ?Marine Lt Gen. Calvin 
Waller ... Retired Marine Gen. Bernard E. Trainor, co-author of The ... 
www.vfw orglmagazme/1an01/12.html - 16k - Cached - Similar pages 

Joint Air Operations Must Be Joint 
... nuclear, biological, and chemical (NBC) capability, in accordance with ... of Experience: 
Interview with Lt. Gen. Bernard E. Trainor, USMC (Ret)," Sea ... 
www airpower.maxwell afmil/a1rchronicles/ apJtredor html - 34k. Cached - Similar pages 

Opportunity Lost: Public Affairs 1 Information Operations, and the ... 
... to the Balkans conflict. Nol surprisingly, NBC's wall-to-wall approach ... who covered 
the war. Lt Gen Bernard Trainor, US Marine Corps, Retired .•. 
www.airpowermaxwell.af mil/airchronicles/ apJ/ap100lsumOOlpounder.h\rn - 94k - Cached - Similar 

~ 
[ More results from www.airpowermaxwell.af.m1I ] 

Transcript for Thurs., March 7, 2002 
... 1 been on are ABC news, NBC News, and CBS News. And ... now. involving those two parties? 
LT. GEN. BERNARD TRAINOR (RET), US MARINE CORPS: Alan ... 
www.msnbc.com/newsl721266.asp - 83k - Cached - S1rmlar pages 

FreeRepublic 
... Bernard E. Trainor, Adjunct Senior Fellow .... Bg F. Brown U Col W. Clark ... Mg J. Welch 
Gen J. Wickham ..•. Sloan Sch., MIT Bernard Harleston, City College ... NBC/RCA Jane ••. 
www.alamo-girl.com/04562A3.htm - 48k - Cached - Similar pages 

FreeRepublic 
•.. B STEIN PAULE - Lt Gen DOD· Univ Prof ... RUSSELL E - Foundation TRAINOR BERNARD E 
(GEN) 
Defense and national ... present); Military Analyst, NBC News (1993 ... 
www.alamo-girl.com/0456ZA2.htm - 58k - Cached - Similar pages 

IPDFJ Air University Air War College Air University Press Please send ... 
File Format: PDF/Adobe Acrobat - View as HTML 
... of Lt Gen Bernard E. ~Mick" Trainor ... technology, Yet. General Trainor and Mr. Johnson 

11-L-0559/0SD/12968 5/10/2002 3:49 PM 



Google Search: Lt. Gen. Bernard Trainor AND NBC http://www.google.com/search?hl=en&q"-Lt.-+Gen.+Bernard+Trainor+AND+NBC 

2 of2 

. . 
also ..• base is credible. Lt Gen James F ... and chemical (NBC) attacks. Instead ... 
www.au.af.mil/au/awc/awcgate/maxwell/mp17.pdf - Similar pages 

Theater Missile Defense 
... component commander (JFACC), Lt Gen Charles ... with Iraq's NBC program, were to ... immortalized 
by Gen Merrill McPeak ... Gordon and Bernard Trainor, The General's ..• 
www.milnet.com/milnet/pentagon/lheamiss.htm - 77k - Cached - Similar pages 

GOi.J\J\jg IC .. 
Result Page: 1 , ~ .1. Next 

_L_1_. Ge_n_. B_e_m_a_rd_l"_r_ai_nor __ A_NO ___ N_B __ C _______ _.I I Google Search Search within results 

Dissatisfied with your results? Help us improve. 

Try your query on: Altavista Excite Lycos Yahoo! 

~ - Advertise with Us - Search Solutions - News and Resources -~ -
Jobs Press Cool Stuff 

©2002 Google 

11-L-0559/0SD/12969 5/10/2002 3:49 PM 



TAB 

7 

11-L-0559/0SD/12970 



CBS N~s I The Next Step I December 14, 200 l 19:26: 57 '>rysiwyg://66ibttp:/fwww.cbsnews.com/stories/200 I/ 12/14/atlacklmain321460.shtml 

I of2 

WAR ON TERROR •SectionFront 

The Next Step 

pee 14, 2001 

0 E-rna1I This Story B Pr1nt.;it>le Version 

(CBS) To President Bush, the end of the Taliban 
does not end the war. What comes next he says, 
is a hunt for al-Qaida terronsts hiding in dozens 
of countries. 

"And that is the reason this great nation with our 
friends and allies will not rest until we bring them 
all to justice." he said earlier this week. 

CBS News Correspondent Wyatt Andrews 
reports the CIA and Pentagon have already 
focused on five countries: the Philippines. 
Yemen, Somalia. Sudan and Bosnia that hart>or 

By land, sea and air, the United 
Stales and allies employ their military 
might to engage terrorist networks in 
combat. Discover the new battlefields 
and follow America's war on 
terrorism. 

Some hawks see Iraq as the ned 
terror target. (AP) al-Qaida or its allies. A U.S. intelligence team has ................ 

nEl'l·iAt 
"They have been warned, they are 
being watched. They will be held 
to ac1;ou nt." 
President Bush on rogue nations 
with weapons of mass destnJction 

just visited Somalia gathering information on the 
al-Qaida presence there. 

"The possibility of terror cells being in Somalia is 
real," visiting Assistant Secretary for African 
Affairs Walter Kansteiner told reporters in 
Pretoria this week. 

A Somali faction leader opposed to that country's 
transitional government acknow1edged Wednesday that he met this week with a U.S. 
military delegation to Somalia. 

"We have been continuously consulting since the September terrorist attacks on the 
United States with representatives or the U.S., the Ethiopian and Kenyan governments 
on the terrorist networks run by Al-ltihaad and al-Qaida." Hussein Motiamed Aidid told 
reporters. 'The visit by the American delegation is a continuation of that consultation." 

Aid id Is a member of the Ethiopian-backed Somali Reconciliation and Restoration 
Council, a group of faction leaders who oppose the transitkinal government of President 
Abdiqasim Salat Hassan and accuse it of having ties lo Al-ltihaad Al-lslamiya. a Muslim 
fundamentalist organization that appeared on a Bush administration list of 22 terrorist 
organizations issued Dec. 6. 

Kansteiner said Washington believes there are links between Osama bin Laden's 
al-Qaida, blamed for the Sept. 11 attacks. and Al-ltihaad, a militant Somali group, and 
that Washington wanted thOse links severed. 

However, Somalia's prime minister denied that followers of Osama bin Laden had 
sought refuge in his shattered African country following their defeat by U.S. forces in 
Afghanistan. 

"No absolutely. That is not true. No people fighting in Afghanistan are coming to 
Somalia. We would never accept that," Hassan Abshir Farah said. 

·1 think clearly there's going to be a phase two," said retired general and CBS News 
consultant Ron Fogelman. 

He says the first U.S. tactic will be to demand that local governments shut down 
al-Qaida themselves. U.S. forces would be kept to a minimum and countries like Sudan 
and Yemen, after seeing what happened in Afghanistan, won't see a choice. 

"For countries to see that this nation, this coalition has got the wherewithal and the will 
to go in and change a regime has got to have a big impact." he said. 

The terror attacks in the U.S. and air 
strikes on Afghanistan have forced 
the nation to toughen Its natlonal 
security. Find out what actions are 
being taken to protect our nation In 
the air, water and on land. 

,. ""4UL "l"IMEOlA 

(ID Video 

Wyatt Andrews reports on the 
future fronts In the war on 
terrorism. 

(W) Story 

Bombs By The Truckload 

(W) Story 

Experts: Faking Tape Tough To 
Do 

(W} Story 

EU To Lead Afghan Peacekeeping 

{11) Story 

Bush: War On Drugs Aids War On 
Terror 

(Ii) Story 

Ridge: U.S. Should Stay On Alert 
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But the pre$ident Is not Just focused on al-Qaida. His speeches also mention rogue 
states that hold weapons of mass destruction. 

"They have been warned, they are being watched. They will be held to account," 
cautioned the president. 

Where exacUy dos the president mean? In Washington there is a drumbeat to ta111et 
Iraq. 

The war on terrorism will not be over until we take down Saddam Hussein because so 
long as he's in power in Iraq. He's not just a thorn in our side he's a threat to American 
lives," said Sen. Joseph Lieberman, D-Conn. 

The Iraq question is being hoUy debated with the hawks arguing ifs now or never and 
the more cautious pointing out there is no international support to attack Saddam 
Hussein - these are discus$ions. Right now, officials insist no formal decisions on 
phase two of the war have been made. 

©MMI CBS Worldwide Inc All Rights Reserved Thts material may no1 l:Je published. 
broadcast, rewritten, or redistributed The Associated Press and Reuters Limited 
contributed to this report 
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NEWS ANALYSIS 

U.S. Took Time for This Afghan Raid 
By JOHN HENDREN, Times Staff Writer 

WASHINGTON -- In planning the current air and ground assault in 
the eastern Afghan mountains near Gardez, U.S. military strategists 
drew on the lessons of last year's disappointing campaign in Tora 
Bora, a mountainous region near the Khyber Pass. 

That battle began in November and ended after weeks of relentless 
airstrikes had killed hundreds of suspected Al Qaeda and Taliban 
fighters. But hundreds--if not thousands--escaped, possibly 
including Osama bin Laden. 

This time, defense officials and military analysts say, the Pentagon 
is doing it differently. 

Before the air assault that began Saturday morning, U.S. soldiers 
were deployed to block the roads, making sure that no one left the 
region. U.S. diplomats quietly worked with Pakistani officials to 
ensure that Afghanistan's border with Pakistan was sealed more 
thoroughly. Instead of relying on Afghan forces with sometimes 
competing interests, war planners put hundreds more American 
boots on the ground, taking weeks to train U.S. and Afghan forces. 

The difference, military strategists say, is time. The region had 
been under increasingly intense surveillance since early January 
after reports of a growing mass of pro-Taliban forces surfaced, an 
Afghan Interior Ministry official said. 

"This has been in the planning for a few weeks, quite a few weeks," 
a senior U.S. defense official said. In Tora Bora, "we didn't know 
the terrain very well, and we didn't have quite enough help from the 
locals .... But here, you had time to set it up, you had time to 
surveil, you had time to think about it." 

A week before hundreds of American soldiers descended on what 
Pentagon officials now describe as the last major redoubt of Al 
Qaeda fighters, U.S. officers attending a party in the southern 
Afghan city of Kandahar for warlord Gui Agha Shirzai murmured 
about "the big push up north." 

As they walked back to their base, a line ofHumvees and 
equipment used by special operations soldiers and the Army's 101st 
•• 1 T°"II,,. • ~ " ~ t . 11 " . • , 1 1 1 1 ~ . r, 1 ..,. 
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Over the last two months, in fact, special operations soldiers have 
been arriving in the vi[[ages and mountains of Paktia province and 
the city ofKhowst, to the southeast. Local Afghan commanders 
and defense officials said U.S. Special Forces soldiers trained at 
least one group of 500 Afghans for a search in the rugged, isolated 
mountains several hours' drive south of Afghanistan's capital, 
Kabul. 

The campaign required coordination with special operations and 
support soldiers from Australia, Canada, Denmark, France, 
Germany and Norway, the U.S. Central Command, which is 
running the war, disclosed Sunday. To achieve that coordination, 
U.S. commanders took a stronger hand in managing the campaign 
still dominated by the l,500 soldiers of three Afghan 
warlords--Kamal Khan Zadran, Zakim Khan and Gen. Zia. 

The ensuing battle has emerged as the fiercest since December, 
when a combination of U.S. air power, Afghan ground forces and 
U.S. special operations soldiers defeated the Taliban at its last 
major stronghold in Kandahar. A senior defense official described 
the target region as a haven for several hundred 
fighters--discounting estimates of up to 5,000--who have regrouped 
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to form the last major pocket of Al Qaeda and Taliban holdouts in the country. 

"These guys were either going to dig in and fight and finish it or they were going 
and run. So we had to prepare the size of force·-the weaponeering. the tactics--to 
either," the defense official said. 

"Now we've been down in the area," he added. "We've established some relations 
locals. We've learned the terrain very well. We have a better picture of how they 1 

about" 

Defense officials have declined to describe the Tora Bora campaign as rife with n 
have acknowledged that U.S. forces did not understand the porous terrain. The AJ 
soldiers who dominated the anti-Taliban forces in the campaign often led cave-b:y 
searches reluctantly, appearing more interested in looting than finding Bin Laden. 
analyst said. Although the Gardez-area campaign reverted largely to an air campa 
Sunday--the result, Afghan commanders said, of intense opposition from well-am 
pro-Taliban fighters--there are hundreds more Americans on the battleground, inc 
Special Forces and, for the first time, regular Anny soldiers from the 10 I st Airbo
in Kandahar. 

"The Defense Department has done a remarkably good job of learning on the fly,' 
Ralph Peters, a retired Army intelligence officer, said Sunday. "In Tora Bora, the1 
hopes that the Afghans would in fact do more for us than they actually did, which 
you're now seeing more U.S. forces on the ground." 
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The Pentagon has also dug deeper into its arsenal to ship 2,000-pound thermobari 
explosives to Afghanistan. The bombs, used at least twice over the weekend, senc 
explosive pressure of the bomb deep into cave and tunnel complexes. 

Another failing in Tora Bora came in coordinating with Pakistan, analysts said. T 
States relied almost exclusively on Pakistani soldiers to seal the border, by some : 
allowing thousands of Taliban and Al Qaeda fighters to cross to safety in Pakistar 
doing little more than removing their trademark black turbans. Some reports sugg 
Pakistani intelligence officials loyal to the Taliban aided the fugitives. This time, 
soldiers have reportedly blocked all roads out of the region and coordinated mucr. 
closely with Pakistan to guard the border. 

"We relied on the Pakistanis to do that at Tora Bora, and that was a mistake. The) 
it," said Col. Timothy Eads, a retired Anny special operations officer. "From wha 
understand, U.S. forces sealed the border this time." 

Notably, the suspected pro-Taliban forces are believed not to have fled before the 
attack, suggesting that Pakistani President Pervez Musharraf may have purged frc 
intelligence service the pro-Taliban elements who might have tipped off the oppo 

"We clearly hit them before they could move all their key people and supplies ou1 
area," Peters said. 

If you want other stories on this topic, search the Archives at latimes.com/archives. I Clh;k here for ~~icle li<;E;>nsinlil ~nd ri.,print options 

Copyright 2002 Los Angeles Times 
By viSiting this site, you are agreeing to our Terms of Servlu. 

Privacy Policy 

Powered by Genuity 

11-L-0559/0SD/12976 S/1012002 2:48 PM 



TAB 

9 

11-L-0559/0SD/12977 



-'. 

Media Beat: TV News: A Militarized Zone http://www.fair.org/media-beat/O 11008.html 

I of2 

Oct. 8, 2001 

TV News: A Militarized Zone 
By Norman Solomon 

When the bombing of Afghanistan resumed Monday night [Oct. 8], retired generals showed no fatigue 
at their posts under hot lights at network studios. On CNN, fonner NATO supreme commander Wesley 
Clark teamed up with Maj. Gen. Don Shepperd to explain military strategies; they were sharing their 
insights as employees of AOL Time Warner. 

Far away, missiles are flying and bombs are exploding -- but in televisionland, a sense of equilibrium 
prevails. The tones are calm; the correspondents are self-composed. News bulletins crawl across the 
bottom of the screen, along with invitations to learn more. "Take a 3-0 look at U.S. military aircraft at 
CNN.com." 

At Pentagon briefings, carried live, the secretary of defense bears a chilling resemblance to a 
predecessor named McNamara. But the language of Donald Rumsfeld is thoroughly modem, 
foreshadowing a war without end; "In this battle against terrorism, there is no silver bullet." But there 
will be many bullets, missiles and bombs. We hear the customary assurances that air strikes will be 
surgical, and Rumsfeld echoes the metaphor: "Terrorism is a cancer on the human condition." 

The reports about the bombing are laced with references to airborne food drops. Details have been 
sketchy. But self-congratulation has been profuse on television, now a free-fire zone for war 
propaganda. 

Sunday night (Oct. 7], on "Larry King Live," a bipartisan panel of senators affirmed their loyalty to the 
president. The ranking GOP member of the Senate Armed Services Committee, a fonner secretary of the 
navy, illuminated our goodness. Sen. John Warner said: "This, I think, is the first time in contemporary 
military history where a military operation is being conducted against the government of a country, and 
simultaneously, with the troops carrying out their mission, other troops are trying to take care of the 
innocent victims who all too often are caught in harm's way." 

Hours after Warner's explanation of American saintliness, the UN's World Food Program halted its 
convoys of emergency aid to Afghanistan because of the bombing campaign. Meanwhile, private relief 
workers voiced escalating alann. A news release, put out by my colleagues at the Institute for Public 
Accuracy (www.accuracy.org), quoted the president of the humanitarian aid organization Conscience 
International, Jim Jennings: "Food drops from high altitudes alone absolutely cannot provide sufficient 
and effective relief that is urgently necessary to prevent mass starvation." 

The U.S. government sent two C-17 planes to drop rations. Jennings, who has. been involved in 
humanitarian work around the world for two decades, was not impressed. At a single camp inside 
Afghanistan, in Herat, "there are 600,000 people on the verge of starvation," he said. "If you provide one 
pound of food per day, the minimum for bare survival, it would take 500 planeloads a month to supply 
the one camp in Herat alone, and Afghanistan is the size of Texas. The administration has stated that 
two aircraft are being used for food relief so far -- for all of Afghanistan." 
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Avowedly, the main targets of the bombing are the people in the Bin Laden network. But the rhetorical 
salvoes will be understood, all too appropriately, in wider contexts. "We will root them out and starve 
them out," Rumsfeld said, just before closing a news conference with a ringing declaration: "We are 
determined not to be terrorized." 

"That last quote says it all," MSNBC anchor Brian Williams interjected a moment later, before going to 
"NBC military analyst" Bernard Trainor, a former Marine Corps general. Like the other ex-generals on 
network payrolls, Trainor consistently uses the word "we" to describe U.S. military actions. ("We now 
have the capability ... ") High-tech maps and video graphics are profuse during the explications of 
war-game scenarios. 

Former diplomats can play too. On NBC, Richard Holbrooke -- a media favorite who engineered the 
diplomatic runup to the bombing of Yugoslavia in spring 1999 -- chatted with Tom Brokaw while using 
a pointer and a bright~lit map to elucidate geopolitical dynamics. 

Constantly crawling across TV screens, snippets of quotes blur together ... Bin Laden saying that 
believers will triumph, Bush declaring 11may God continue to bless America," the Taliban accusing the 
U.S. of "terrorist" attacks ... As time goes on, the adversaries increasingly seem to be talking each other's 
language. 

The on-screen logos, spangled in red-white-and-blue, exude pride in a nation resurgent. CBS has opted 
for "America Fights Back." NBC and MSNBC are using "America Strikes Back." At times, MSNBC 
switches to an alternate buzz phrase: "Homeland Defense." 

Supposedly, bombing Afghanistan is going to make us safer back here in the USA. Yet hours after the 
attacks began on Oct. 7, the FBI called for heightened alerts across the United States -- because the risk 
of another deadly attack in this country had just increased. If war can be peace, why can't greater danger 
bring us greater security? 

By Monday afternoon, networks were showing bombers taking off from aircraft carriers, en route to 
Afghanistan. MSNBC's viewers saw footage of warheads with "NYPD" scrawled on them; in the 
background, an American Flag fluttered on deck. 

And so, a bait-and-switch process of patriotic imagery is near completion. For weeks, in the aftermath of 
the horrendous events of Sept. 11, the public embraced Old Glory as a symbol of grief, human solidarity 
and love of country. Now the ubiquitous American Flag is being affixed to military means of 
destruction. 

"This will be a Jong war," George W. Bush promised on Monday. From all indications, the TV networks 
are ready to do their part for the military operation that has been named Enduring Freedom. But far from 
the comforts oftelevisionland, many people will be enduring our freedom to kill. 

Norman S0lomon1s latest book is "The Habits of Highly Deceptive Media." 

*** Note to readers of "Media Beat": If you'd like to see Norman Solomon's syndicated column appear 
in a local dai1y newspaper, you can help-- by contacting the opinion-page editors of papers in your area 
and urging that they give the column a try. Editors can make arrangements by phoning Creators 
Syndicate in Los Angeles or by sending an email note to mediabeat(iiiigc.org. 

More Media Beat I FAIR Home I Look for Solomon's work at the FAIR bookstore 
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S E G R E T A R Y OF T H E A ~M '.'y'i ! 3 
WASHINGTON 

INFO MEMO 

"' l" .., ;I .. ,. l· 7 
• \: ."L J 

November 12, 2002; 2:00 p.m. 

FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: M-1 Tank Facility 

I talked to Secretary O'Neill about his visit. He says the facility is being run very 

poorly (2 on his scale of 10); I am not happy and will attack the issue. The plant itself is 

mainly shut down, contractor-operated (General Dynamics), and overseen by a team from 

the Defense Contract Management Agency. 

I'll give you an update as we fix things. 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Ul8253 /02 
Pr,nted ,m (!) Recyc.led Paper 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Tom White 

Honorable Paul O'Neill 

Donald Rumsfeld ''/fl-

October 31, 2002 6:57 AM 

SUBJECT: M-1 Tank Facility 

Would you please call Secretary O'Neill and get his views on the M-1 tank facility 

he visited, and let me know what your reaction is. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
103102-5 

,· 
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October 1, 2002 8:44 AM 

TO: David Chu 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '\)} 

SUBJECT: Foreign Language Speakers/Training 

I don't really want to get into too much of a dialogue on this issue and take weeks 

and months-I want to get a template as to what we think the most important 

languages are going to be, set some targets and then tell the Services to get about 

it. 

The brains I want you to get on this are Andy Marshall, the Chairman or Vice 

Chairman and Director of the Joint Staff, Doug Feith and Paul Wolfowitz. Then I 

think we ought to get some advice from others, like the CIA. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
09/23/02 USD(P&R) Memo to SecDef re: Arabic, Chinese and Spanish Language Speakers 

[U\5403/02] 

DHR:dh 
100102·18 
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SnowRake 

November 12, 2002 10:54 AM 

TO: ADM Giambastiani 

CC: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'Vt\ 
SUBJECT: JFCOM Update 

Thanks for your 7 November Joint Forces Command Update. It was excellent. 

Do we have the right amounts in the budget for what you need to do in '04 and 

thereafter? If not, get on the horn with Steve Cambone and let's get it fixed. 

Regards. 

DHR:dh 
l 1 ]202·29 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by I 7,, / (p / D '-" 

11-L-0559/0SD/12983 Ul 8296 /02 



Snowflake 

TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Combatant Commanders 

Commanders ,,/ 

Gen. Myers vr 
Donald Rumsfeld 'Y { 

SUBJECT: Quarterly Reports 

November 12, 2002 7:18 AM 

In the past, the pattern has been for Commanders to send in a quarterly report. On 

reflection, I haven't found them very useful. They seem to come off as 

somewhat forced. Therefore, I recommend they be discontinued. 

Instead, I would suggest that if and when you have something you feel I should 

know, please put a single subject on a single piece of paper and send it to me. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
I !0802,12 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• -Please respond by ________ _ 
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Snowflake 

NoYember 13, 2002 7:07 AM 

TO: Franz Krapf 

VIA F ACSlMILE 
49-228-379981 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfc~ ~ 

SUBJECT: Visit 

l met \Vith Minister of Defense Struck. I am confident he was not in any way 
embarrassed. I was hospitable. 

Do express my appreciation to Minister Leber for his interest. 

With my appreciation and best wishes, 

Sincerely, 

DHR:dh 
111202-41 
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26/10/2002 15:18 
~ 

!(b)(6) 

Amb9rssadoc Franz Kraqf 
FAX:l(b)(6) I ---,---

Hon. Donald K Rumsfeld 
Secrctaty of Defense 
Rootn SE 880 
1000 .Pentagon 
Washington, OC 20301 

l> u.,.,. 1> ~ I 

FRANZ KRAPF 

Oct. 26, 2002· 

This is to repeai the essence of w~t I told J(b)(
5

) !yesterday 
over the telephone: . . 
Formci Secretary of Defcme Georg Leber who - as I - is very 
mu.ch coocemed over1hc'prescnt state of the relatiom between 
our two countries, asked me to tell you that he wou1d like to 

. sec you very urgently and well ·before the Prap summit. 
He would ·like, as a friend o{ your country • to discuss the 
,situation infonnallywith you to scc:k your advlce·about what 
could be done Qa our side to improve this situation 
He· informed S~ . . struck of bis plan and at the same time 

. · ~ him ~ongly,aptost trying himself at this time to 
talk _to you d.iJfflly. · · 

· St:Nc~ welcomed 'Lebers idea very much . 
. A Luftwa.ff-c pJ8" is at our.disposal at very short notice 
at any time: I would accompany Georae . 

. Of course we realue the tremendous burden of work you 
have to cope with. But we feel that we should spare no 
effort to help. 
Your opinion. Don, at this moment would be puticulady 
valuabl~ an4 I ·do hope that you can mange a vezy infonnal 
meeting. 

~~~Q'. 
. ·~~~ .. 
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10/31/02 

Sir, 

You may recall that Amb. Franz Krapf called a few days ago to make an appointment 
with you (copy attached). You requested that Dr. Wolfowitz or Doug Feith see him. 

Unfortunately, Dr. Wolfowitz does nor have the time available, and Mr. Feith will be 
TOY for the next week. 

Do you want to pass this down to De Crouch, who will be available? 

Amb. Krapf has called me daily asking about an appointment. He is a very sweet man. 
He feels strongly the a~pointment should be complete before MoD of Germany's visit 
here, on November I l t • 

Please advise. 

Thank you, 

V/r, 

Arlene 

I ~ I \ --+ ~t r- ~ . ~ 
.~ \ r:-r ~r f .J ~~ •• rtt~( f fa 

(I \ ~~ ~~J. t; l.,,,""" -h-17,-

Yes, Dr. Crouch should see Amb. Krapf 

Other 
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10/25/02 
7:30am 

SECDEF HAS SEEN 
fJC:T 2 5 700/ 

Ambassador Franz Krapf called from Germany. He would like an appointment to come 
to DC and have dinner or a long meeting with you. He intends to bring with him former 
Secretary of Defense George Lieber (Germany). He said you are a life~long friend of 
Lieber's. 

Discussion would be on how to improve current German/ American Relations. Secretary 
Lieber has already discussed bis intentions to meet you with the current German 
Secretary of Defense Schtock (sp?) who has unofficially approved of the meeting. 

LD has been advised, and requested I give you this note. 

Arlene 

Set Meeting 

Regret 
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November 14, 2002 8:10 AM 

TO: Honorable Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr. 

CC: Honorable Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen. Richard Myers 
Honorable Dov Zakheim 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?----4 /1_ -eh' 
SUBJECT: Pending Business 

We have several items pending. They are: 

l. Getting a Presidential decision on the inflation plus-$10 billion issue for DoD for 
FY '08 and '09. (See attached memo.) 

2. Sorting through with you any remaining issue on incremental funding for R&D on 
some major shipbuilding. 

3. Coming to an early understanding about a supplemental appropriation to go to 
Congress in early February 2003 for the global war on terrorism, which is clearly 
going to be needed. We are already moving through November and are moving 
funds out of some accounts to cover the global war on terrorism, which, as you 
know, wasn't funded for '03 because of actions by the Congress. 

4. Last, there is the question of our putting out a "caff' in DoD to ask what it would 
cost in the event of a conflict in Iraq. There are some pluses to asking the 
question-we will have some answers, and it would reinforce the diplomacy and 
could help to persuade Saddam Hussein that force is behind the UN inspections. 
Another plus might be that when the figures come in, the numbers could be high, 
and that could put pressure on Congressional efforts to raise non-defense 
spending. 

Why don't you think about these issues, and then let's get them decided. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
11/14/02 SecDefmemo to the President re: $10 Billion for FY 08 and 09 

DHR:dh 
110602·12 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE' 
1100 DEFENSE PENTAGON - _ 1 

WASHINGTON DC 20301-110,9~ ('~" 1 j 

COMPTROLLER 

INFO MEMO 
November 14, 2002, 5:00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ,, ,,.. 
FROM: Dov S. Zakheim ?.)NOV 1 5 _ ;;_q 

SUBJECT: Tasks - Resetve vs. Active Duty 

• You noted that some distinctive tasks are found only in the reserves and not in the 
active duty force. You asked what these tasks are, what the Services are doing to 
put these skills on active duty, and how Lhis is reflected in the budget (Tab A). 

• Tab B lists capabilities in each Military Service that are found nearJy exdusively 
(-80 - 100 percent) in the Reserve Components. lt notes which capabilities will 
be reallocated during the ongoing FY 2004- FY 2009 program/budget review to 
bring more of them into the active force. 

• The Services will bring some capabilities into the active force because demand for 
these skills has increased. For example, the Army plans to increase its active Civil 
Affairs units because all recent mobilizations have required this capability. 

• The Services are keeping many of the capabilities shown in Tab B in the Reserve 
Forces because they are never used except dming war. Examples include Navy 
cargo handling units and Army water supply units. Other capabilities are kept in 
Reserve Forces because they exist in small. specia1ized communities and are 
needed on an intennittent basis. Large numbers are not needed for mobilization. 
Examples include Air Force polar ski aircraft, Army Alaska scout battalions, and 
Navy and Marine Corps adversary squadrons. The Services judge that it is far less 
costly to keep units used intennittently in the Reserve Forces than on full-time 
active duty. 

• Other capabilities are simply in short supply, requiring reserves to be mobilized 
when these are needed. For example, the reserves contain only 35 percent of the 
Air Force's security forces, but demands since 9-11 have caused the Air Force to 
mobilize 90 percent of its reserves in this career field. Moving more of these 
capabilities to the active side would not be sufficient to solve the problem. 

• The Services plan to increase capabihties in the active force for shortage skills in 
the FY 2004 - 2009 program. Only modest changes are planned for FY 2004. 

0 
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More significant adjustments are planned by all of the Services beginning in 
FY 2005. 

• Within constant end strength levels, adding capabilities to the active force would 
require offsets. The Quadrennial Defense Review-directed "Review of Reserve 
Component Contributions to National Defense," performed by the USD (P&R), 
suggests options for making these offsets: convert lower-demand structure inside 
the active force and reallocate capabilities from the active force to the Reserve 
Forces. The review also identifies options for maximizing key capabilities held in 
Reserve Forces but needed intennittently: convert lower demand structure inside 
the Reserve Forces, and change reserve personnel management to enhance 
volunteerism and diminish involuntary mobilization. 

• The next Defense Planning Guidance can add additional direction to ensure such 
force changes are made. 

COORDINATION: Tab C. 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By:r '-b-)(-

6

)-----------" 
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November 1, 2002 2:47 PM 

TO: ·,::D..9,v Zakheim 
Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·1 ~ 
SUBJECT: Tasks-Reserve v. Active Duty 

Today we had a briefing on Reserves and active duty personnel. It is very clear 

that there are some distinctive tasks only found in the Reserves that are not found 

on active duty, which means if you want to do those things you have to activate 

Reservists. That seems to me to be unwise. 

I would like a list of what those things are, and then an indication of what the 

various Services are doing to put those critical ski11s back on active duty, rather 

than in the Reserves. This has to be reflected in the budget in some way. 

Please advise. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110102-19 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 11_.,_/_1_c:....,_/_v_1-___ _ 
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Mission Area RC RC % of Total Description FY 04-09 Budget Changes 
Personnel Units Force 

Marine Corps 
Civil Affairs 242 2 100% Intermittent surge None 

requirements, using civilian-
based skills. 

Adversary Squadrons 28 l 100% Steady-state, predictable None 
requirement, using aircraft 
not assigned to war plans. 

Air Naval Gunfire Liaison 494 2 100% Active component capability Reorganization of existing 
Companies will provide MAGTF :MEF assets to establish new 

Conunandersenhanced AC capability. RC assets 
capability for fire support stay the same. 
liaison and coordination with 
allies. 

Air Force 
Weather Reconnaissance 203 1 100% Steady-state requirements None 

well suited to the. Reserves. 
Air Defense Interceptor 2,674 4 100% Vacillating threat levels since None 

9/11 may require intermittent 
AC sunnort. 

Aerial Spraying 409 4 100% Steady-state peacetime None 
aircraft requirement managed by RC 

in AEF construct. 
Polar Ski Aircraft 218 10 100% Reimbursable program None 

aircraft funded by National Science 
Foundation. 
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Mission Area RC RC % of Total Description FY 04-09 Budget Changes 

Personnel Units Force 
Arniv 

Civil Affairs 6,064 40 95% Civilian acquired skills needed to rebuild Added AC structure to support 
infrastructure. Increased requirements in later ongoing increased demand. 
vhases of small scale contin2:encies. 

Public Affairs J ,412 64 92% Limited peacetime requirement; RC provides Increased RC capability 
wartime surr:e. ·-

Division Institutiona1 23,883 5 100% Supports CO NUS training base expansion during None 

Training mobilization. Runs peacetime training for active & 
reserve units. ·-

Training Support l l ,480 7 79% Multi-component units to provide training evaluation None 

Divisions for RC units; improve readiness. Validates unils for 
deolovment. 

Water Suoolv 3,610 49 92% Limited oeacetime reouirement. None 

Alaska Scou1s 945 3 100% World War II, Cold War derived capability; now None 
Comiressionallv suooorted. 

Weapons of Mass 692 32 100% By law, National Guard support of on-site situational None 

Destruction Civil Support assessments to civil authorities for WMD incidents 

Teams within CONUS. 

Navv 
Mobil Inshore Undersea 2,898 45 l00% Additional AC structure required. After USS $99M RC Equipment; no force 
Warfare Cole, 24n demand increased. changes 
Na val Embarked 87 3 100% Low peacetime demand None 
Advisorv Teams 
Harbor Defense 4l3 14 100% Low peacetime demand None 
Port Cargo Handling 3,087 14 100% Low peacetime demand None 
Support 
Logistics Support Airlift 3,800 15 88% Steady state, predictable requirements manageable None 

with non-mobilized Reserves. 
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COORDINATION PAGE 

Subject: Tasks-Reserve v. Active Duty 

OUSD(P&R) Jennifer Buck * 
DASD(Reserve Affairs) 

November 14, 2002 

* Dr. Chu has seen and approved; package is in for his formal coordination as of 11/14/02 4:45 PM 
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November 1, 2002 2:47 PM 

TO: ".Dov Zakheim 
Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ·1 ~ 
I 

SUBJECT: Tasks-Reserve v. Active Duty 

Today we had a briefing on Reserves and active duty personnel. It is very clear 

that there are some distinctive tasks only found in the Reserves that are not found 

on active duty, which means i~you want to do those things you have to activate 

Reservists. That seems to me to be unwise. 

I would like a list of what those things are, and then an indication of what the 

various Services are doing to put those critical skills back on active duty, rather 

than in the Reserves. This has to be reflected in the budget in some way. 

Please advise. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110102-19 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 11 ...... /_1_,:;;~/_0_1.-. ___ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/13000 Ul 8 399 / 02 



UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE--·: - -
1100 DEFENSE PENTAG~-;:. ,: . . · - . -_ . : 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-'fl'oO" ..... ... ·-· .. -

INFO MEMO 2!? ;',"I/ I; !.'.! 9: 53 

coMPTRoLLER November 18, 2002, 9:00 AM 

0 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 
,· ' 

FROM: Dov S. ZakheimJ) 

SUBJECT: Support for the Afghan National Am1y (ANA) 

• You asked for a summary of the support provided to the Afghan National Army 
(ANA) to date by the U.S. and international community. 

To date, the United States and the international community have delivered 
$93 .965 million in support to the ANA. 

• The United States has contributed $84.08 million in support for the ANA. The U.S. 
contribution accounts for 89.4 percent of all support delivered to the ANA to date. 
Tab A provides the details of U.S. support. 

• The international community has provided $ 1.56 million in cash donations to the 
ANA. Tab B provides the details of th is support. 

• The international community has provided $8.325 million in In~Kind assistance to the 
ANA. Tab C provides the details of this support. 

• The international community has pledged an additional $98.35 million in 
cash/In-Kind assistance to the ANA, but has not yet delivered the cash/items. Once 
this support is delivered, the ANA will have received approximately $192.315 million 
in support. Tab D provides a summary of these pledges. 

• Taking into account donations and pledges, there is a $350 million sho1ifall in FY03 
funding for the ANA. State, Policy, and my office are working together to close this 
gap. 

\ .... . )\1 - ' '.) l ~ )~i'-0 J\ \ 

\ ,, r· C ( i Su I·})) 0.h ~ )().{·~ · . 
COORDlNA TION: Tab E. 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: .... l(b-)(_
6

_) -------
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TAB A~ U.S. Government Funding ($84.08 million) 

• $50.00 million of FY 2002 supplemental Foreign Military Financing (FMF) funds. 

• $20.00 million of FY 2002 supplemental Peacekeeping Operations (PKO) funds. 

• $7.00 million of FY 2002 reprogrammed FMF funds. 

• $1. 78 million of FY 2002 reprogrammed PKO funds. 

• $3.80 million to "Quick Start" ANA training. This includes: 

• $2.00 million of Presidential Drawdown authority. 

• $0.85 million of CINC Initiative Funds. 

• $0.95 million of Emergency and Extraordinary Expense (EEE) authority funds 

• $ l .50 million of EEE authority for a Ministry of Defense contractor assessment study. 
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TAB 
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TAB B - International Cash Donations ($1.56 million) 

COUNTRY AMOUNT($) TYPE OF SUPPORT 

France $0.56 million ANA salaries 

Qatar $0.05 miI1ion ANA salaries 

Luxembourg $0.90 million ANA Trust Fund Deposit 

Finland $0.05 million ANA Trust Fund Deposit 
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TAB 
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TAB C - In-Kind Contributions Delivered (valued at $8.325 million) 

COUNTRY AMOUNT($) TYPE OF SUPPORT 

France $3.0 million ANA Training 

Slovenia $1.68 million Weapons/Equipment 

Ukraine $1.13 million Weapons/ Ammunition 

Bulgaria $0.65 million Weapons/ Ammunition 

Romania $0.485 million Weapons/Ammunition 

Greece $0.60 million Air Lift/Equipment 

Korea $0.30 million Medical Support 

Denmark $0.30 million Air Lift 

Italy $0.15 million Equipment 

Switzerland $0.03 million Equipment 
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TAB 
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TAB D - Assistance In Kind Pledged but not Delivered ($98.315 million) 

COUNTRY AMOUNT($) TYPE OF SUPPORT 

United Arab Emirates $50.00 million Yehicles/Conununications Gear 

United Kingdom $1 7.50 million Salaries/Communications Gear/ 
Afghan MoD Support 

India $10.50 million Vehicles/Driver Training 

Hungary $7.33 million Weapons/ Ammunition 

Lithuania $5.12 million Weapons/ Ammunition 

Croatia $3.18 million Ammunition 

Korea $2.00 million Communications Gear 

The Netherlands $2.00 million ANA Salaries 

Albania $0.53 million Weapons/ Ammunition 

Gennany $0.19 million Vehicles 
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USDP/SOLIC 

USCENTCOM (J-5) 

JCS (J-5) 

COORDINATION 

Dr. Joseph Collins 

COL (P) Joseph Orr 

L TC Pat Antonietti 

November 14, 2002 

November 13, 2002 

November 13, 2002 
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Snowflake 

.... ..._ 

r 

TO: Pov Zakheim 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld TJ\ 
SUBJECT: Money to ANA 

October 25, 2002 8:17 AM 

Let's get a list of all the money like this $50 million referred to here that is going 

to go into the Afghan National Anny, whether it is in dollars or in kind. We need 

to keep a tally. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Cable 02 27 59093, TOR 231411 Z OCT 02, ABU DHAB 05771 

DHR.:dh 
102S02-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by __ 1....,.1 L_~ __ o_t-_~_1~1/ 1 r-J ~ L ,........r ~- ~ 
.,>' 
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J Snowftake 

' 
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October 25, 2002 8: 17 AM 

TO: ·ea.~ .. '.. :Y. :· .. .'. · .. 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1)\ 
SUBJECT: Money to ANA 

Let's get a list of all the money like this $50 million referred to here that is going 

to go into the Afghan National Army, whether it is in dollars or in kind. We need 

to keep a tally. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Cable 02 2759093, TOR 23141 lZ OCT 02, ABU DHAB 05771 

DHR.:db 
102502-S 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Pleaserespondby __ 1...,.1L_~ __ o_i-___ 1_,1,r-J(;)7- ~ ~. ~ 
?· 

11-L-0559/0SD/13013 

WOASSlflED wtEN SEPARA1ED 
FROM CLASSIFIED ENCLOSURE 
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COMPTROLLER 

r -

c:c - -· 
............. ·-

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFEN~ I'"" I 

T 1 00 DEFENSE PENTAGON L, ); '· : ' 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1100 

INFO MEMO 

- ' J: :J 

November 19, 2002, 11:30 AM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Dov S. Zakheim~ 

SUBJECT: Mitch Daniels Response 

• The Office of Management and Budget (0MB) staff is well aware of our need 

for a supplemental appropriation in FY 2003. We worked with 0MB to 

develop the "fixed costs" proposal for $10.055 billion (including $700 million 

for the Nuclear Posture Review Program) that was included in the President's 

Budget submission. These "fixed costs" were for research, procurement and, 

more generally, non-O&M accounts. We will continue to work with 0MB on 

a daily basis. In my view, there is no failure of conununications with 0MB. 

1 The 0MB leadership is averse to submitting a supplemental appropriation at 

this time because it opens the door to other issues such as the funding level for 

non-defense spending, deficit spending, and the uncertainty of future war

related plans. 

• We have asked the Components to prepare their cost estimates for the current 

Operation Enduring Freedom and Operation Noble Eagle. We have also 

prepared for your approval a data request for the next phase. My staff will 

receive this data in late November and we should have a handle on these cost 

estimates by mid December. Once you approve these cost estimates, we will 

share all our data and analysis with the 0MB staff. They are aware that we 

are collecting this information. 

11-L-0559/0SD/13014 Ul 8538 / 02 



, Executing FY 2003 presents a wide-range of funding challenges. The 

attachment provides a snapshot of the FY 2003 funding shortfalls as we know 

them today. This list will evolve as the year unfolds. 

• The suggestion from Mr. Daniels that we use the $10.055 billion from the 

budgeted "fixed costs" to finance current war-related requirements would 

require substantial reprogramming actions. It would take money (which was 

cut to $7 .1 billion in the Appropriations Act) from budgeted efforts such as 

procurement of additional precision munitions (especially JDAM), acquisition 

of additional Predators, Guantanamo Bay detention center operations, 

NORTHCOM headquarters functions, investment in improved intelligence 

capabilities, CON US combat air patrols and others. 

• I will continue to carry our message to 0MB. We will likely need you and 

the Deputy to continue to carry our message to Mr. Daniels and others in the 

White House as well. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachment: 
As stated 

cc: Deputy Secretary of Defense 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Director, Program Analysis and Evaluation 

l
(b )(6) 

Prepared By: . 
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FY 2003 Budget Execution Problems 

$ Million 
Global War on Terrorism 10,000-13,000 

Continuation of current Operation Enduring Freedom/Noble Eagle at current monthly 
expenditure rates* 

Preparation Tasks 2,500 

Undistributed Reductions 3,192 
Congressional reductions related to reduced inflation rates, improved business 

practices, information technology development, foreign currency fluctuation adjustments, 
travel, purchase card reform, reduced FFRDC usage 

Fuel Price Increase 1,400 
Budget assumed $18/barrel; current prices fluctuating between $25-30/barrel; prices 

could rise higher 

Working Capital fund Purchases of Supplies/Spare parts 2,000 
Additional purchases to support preparation tasks 

Increased Civilian Pay Raise 490 
Budget assumed 2.6 percent raise; Congress will authorize 4.1 percent 

Guantanamo Base Operations 125 
Increased cost of detention center operations 

PAC-3 Missile Production Acceleration 104 
Buy an additional 12 missiles this fiscal year 

MH-47 Helicopter Procurement 368 
Offer from United Kingdom for 8 aircraft for SOCOM missions 

White House Communications Agency I 03 
Additional requirements identified in Andrew Card memo 

Armed Forces Radiological Research Institute IO 
Medical research, FY 2003 budget transferred funding responsibility to NIH 
Absence of a HHS appropriation requires DoD to continue funding 

* Some portion could be covered by O&M accounts, but net bill is expected to 
approximate $10 billion. 

11-L-0559/0SD/13016 



Free Iraq Force 

Afghan National Anny 

$ Million 
150-400 

350-400** 

Various operation and maintenance requirements 50 
Additional continuity of government requirements, GSA rent increase, etc. 

FIA (NFIP) 900 

These costs are subject to change and will have to be paid from either a supplemental 
request or reprogramming actions. 

** State responsibility, but not budgeted by State. 

11-L-0559/0SD/13017 
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18-NCJ.H~2 10:35 OE: l(b)(6) A:870017036979080 PAG. :016 

November 17, lOOl 3:26 PM 

TO: Paul Wolfov.itz 

CC: Gen. Mycss ADM Clark 
DQy .2,dchejm Steve Ca.mbonc 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: 0MB Issues 

Attached is e response I got from Mitch Daniels-on the memo J sent him, wlrlcb is aJso 

attached. We simply have to jet 1hc Department or&aniud LO start workin.i at the slllff 

leve,l over there and get their hcadS screwed into this. This idea that we don'l need a 

supplemental fa.i»t is amazing. How eouJd we be that much out of touch with them that 

they would think thal. We need to gel the data, the facts, what the Scr:ic<:s are doin& get 

it sorted oul and inform me and then 0MB. 

The good news, of cmJrsc, is 1hat ~ lffC gcttina the inflation plus S 10 biJJion .in the out 

yean 08 and 09, and that he docs thW. we ~ould go Ahead w.ith the dita call on Iraq. 

The other issue thA.t needs to be addressed is incremental R&D funding. l wns surprised 

when I found out the extent to which the Navy is apparently thinking or ~plit funding. l 

was under the impression it wal$ just the aircrnft Clllricr. I must have mirundcr~d. 

They have always done it with the aixcraft carrier, so that shouldn't be a problem. It is 

the other things that are bothering him. J need a briefing showing me what we are trying 

to do, so that maybe I can provide some input before we start tinnily racking the numbers 

LJJ). 

Thanks. 

Aazu:h. 
ll/15/02 Daniels Ltr to Sc~r 

l)Hl\:l\ll 
ll 170J.6 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 

Please respond by __ _..;.:.12,~/.....1kc::.......£_0_'2-______ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/13018 
""'I .':" 



18- NJV-02 10:35 OE: 
tO>-lS-.:0a2 20:26 

TO: 

FROM; 

SUBJECT: 

l(b)(6) 
A: 970017036979080 

CNIVDlREClcR CFFICE 

November 15. 2002 

HONORABLE DONALD RUMSFELD 

. 
STATUS 'REPORT 

A status report OJl your items o! concern. on cnch of which OU1 11affl have been workinc 
tctivcly together. 

PAG. :017 

P,02..-W 

I.) l support c01>1inui:ng annual SlO billion lncrcesca (beyond in:flotion) in FY ~I and FY 09, 
as you aunesled. I sn11 btlie\le that any :further extcmioo of tlae increases sllould be 
linked to .PrtsidentiaJ 1eview, of1001-tcnn needs. and c,f'thc ptogl'e$5 of'?rlndormation. 
I hGvc encollrllscd Condi Rice to take the initiotive in oraanizina sudl reviews. l know 
,rour plaNWIS process needs to J)Joceed, and it seems ta oie 1hat we know enough about 
both subjccu 10 move aheld 1Jris year witbotit wa.itilag. 

2.) On incremental funding. l think uution fs In order. Firsr. tba hamda otlnctcmea1al 
!undid& are real. especial I)' the rill 1hu futUJe Congresses will violate the compact and 
drive up projeeted ~ tbrou,h schedule strctchours or other deviations (rum tht original 
plan. Up 101h1s pohn. the Depanrneqt's propasals look unduly ri,ky. especially aiven the 
large rCSO\U'CICI C\>fmJtJy Jvaib~ to support Che convent Iona.I appro,ch. 

Moreover. 1hls.is n0t 1he only departure from conservauve budget pral.1.ices 1ha1 th.c 
Ocpartm~t i:s asking us ta sane'tion.. Simultaneously, ~ buvc r~eivcd requests to least 
!Jither tlum purchase .ocw equipment, and to reduce sharply~ for ielffilnatian 
liability o.o a variety of projcc&s. Taken toacthcr, ibis would compound to , Jot of Dew 
tlXptlyel' exposure. We Wllll to be cooperative in o.cteleiating Tttapnali?t\UOn, b\rt up to 
this point we ne not '°mf~lc that these mechanisms are tcspon~ible. 

3. J think it is premature 10 pJun on a snppJemen1a1 fos thc.currCDt anti-terror opem1ioos. I 
The Prcsidait requested, arid lonlfeSS provtata S 10.055B ioi. lhe so-caUed "fixed coSIS .. 
of tbe war cA ienorism. and the ~nt's own curraJI estimates indicate that cosu 
ate not exceeding this level. Obviously. we arc monito1ing this on 11 regular basis. 

4.) I support )'?\11 proceeding with a data call OD Jra.q. 

A vnilable aoytime to dlst'\1SS 1hese lhinss further. 

11-L-0559t0SD/13019 
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() I Plf f/9= 0 2--



18-l'DV-02 10: 36 DE: 

TO: 

CC; 

FROM: 

Honorable Mitchell E. Daniels, Jr. 

Honorable Paul Wolfowitz 
Oen. Richard Myers 
Honorable Dov Zakheim 

Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBll:CT: Pending Business 

We have several ilems pending. They are: 

A:870017036979080 PAG. :018 

November 14, 2002" 8:10 AM 

1. Getting a Presidential decision on the inflation -plus-$ JO billion issue for DoD for 
FY 108 and '09. (See atUlched memo.) 

2. Sorting through with you any mnaining issue on int,TCmental funding for R&D OD 
some major shipbuilding. . 

3. Coming to an early tmderstan~ing about a supplemen1al appropriation to go to 
Congress in early February 2003 for the global war on terrorismt Vvtich is clearly 
going to he needed. We .arc already moving through November and arc movlng 
funds out of some accounts to cover 1he globa1 war on terrorism, which, as you 
know, wasn't funded for '03 because of aCllons by the Congress. 

4. Last, there is the question of our putting out a .. call" in DoD to ask what it would 
cost in the event of I\ conflict in Iraq. 1bere are some pJuses 10 asking the 
question-we will have some answen, nnd it would reinforce the diplomacy and 
could help to persuade Saddam Hussein that force is behind the UN inspections. 
Another plus might be that when the figtlfes come in, the numbers could be hlgh, 
and that could put pressure oa Coogrcssional efforts to rai~c non•dcfcnst: 
spending. 

Why don't you think about these issues, and tbcn let's get them decided. 

Thanks. 

Attach. , . 
11114/02 Seer>tf memo ro the President re: $10 Billion for FY -08 and 09 

)).H)l:dh 

11~·12 
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•• . , 

November 17,2002 3:26 'PM 
TO: Paul Wolfowitt 

CC: Gen. Myers ADM Clark 
~vZakbeila Steve Cambonc 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1,l\ 
SUBJECT: 0MB Issues 

Attached is • response: I got from Mitch Daniels-on the memo 1 sent him, which is also 

attached. We simply have IO get the DepartmeDt organw,d lO $ta1t worting at the stalff' 
. . 

levtl over there and get their heads ~~d into this. This idea that wcdon'l need a 

supplemental f l!il is amazing. How could we be that much out of touch wil.h them that 

they would think that. We need to se1 the data. the faca, what the Scrvicts are doing. get 

it sorted OUl and inform me and then 0MB. 

The good neM. of course, is that M arc getting the inOation plus S 10 biJJioo in the out 

years 08 111d 09, and tNt be docs thinl we lilould 10 ahead with the d&ta ca.II on Iraq. 

The other issue that needs to be addressed is inaemcn1al R&D fundµig. 1 was surpri~ 

when I found out tht extent u, which tbt Navy is appartlltly think mg of split funding. J 

was under the impression it ~ just the airttaft earner. I must have mirundcmood. 

They have always done it with the aircraft curia, so that shOuldn't be a problem. [tis 

the other tbings that arc bothering him. I need a ~efing showing me what :we are trying 

to do. so thAl moybe I can provide some input before we start !inolly racking the numbers 

up. 

Thanks. 

Aaach. 
11/JS/(12 DaftlOII Ur lo SecDi:r 

l)HR:~ 
111102.6 

................•.••.•••••••••.•.......................•..............•• , 
PltQ5t re.spond by __ .....:.:;12,~}..z::k:......4,-/ _0 _42-______ _ 

Ul 8 5 39 
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l(b )(6) 
A:8700178369798El0 PAG. :01? 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

November 1S. 2002 

HONORABL'E DONALD RUMSFELD 

MlTCHD~tt>J-

STAros REPORT 

A status report OJt )'Out items of conc:em. on euch ot w\iich our l1affi bavt bttJi worki.q 
actively together: 

I.) J support continuina annual S'JO bWion lnereasu (beyond inflation) in FY ~8 and 'FY 09, 
u )'OU .suS1"1Cd. l snll believe that~ nJI1hcr extcosial of tbeae increases should be 
linked to Presidential !'views ofloq-<enn Deeds, and ~f\bc progrC$1 ofnns!ormadoa. 
l have encol.Znlged Condi Rice 10 lake the initiative in orauiiina such re.views. l know 
your planniJ'IS process ntcds IO proceed, and it seems t() me that wt know cnovgb about 
both subJec:U 10 move ohelld this yeer witho11t waithsa. 

2.) On incremental fundin& J thioJc caution fs in order. Fusr.1bl huuda oflncrecnealal 
fundia& uc real, cspecially lM rilk lhtl futll?t Congresses will violaie the tQmpatt and 
drive up projected coats tbroll8h schedule strctchcUls or other dcviadoni O'Offl the original 
plan. Up 1o 1h11 point. the IkplU'tment's proposals look unduly risky. eapeciaUy given tbo 
Jara~ resource, cuuentJy avrn1abie to support the convfflf.lonal appr~. 

Moreover. thls,is ftOl lhe only departure Crom coDSeNMm budget J')Tlc.'licet that the 
Depan:meut ill asking us to sanction. Simllltaneoosly, we have re.c.civcd ~ucsts 10 lease 
fllther than purchase new equipment. and to Rduet slwpJy rcse:,ya for ttrmlna.dM 
liabiHt)' on a variety of projecas. Taken toaccbct, this would cornpo'Und \0, loc or Dtw 
taxpayer expoiure. We Wll2t to be cooperative in occelerating rtcapiUllzatioa.. but up to 
this polni we are not eomf~le that these. mechanisms are respon1n'ble. 

3. l think it is premature 1o plan on a suppltrnerrtal for the,coircat anti~ opendiODl. I 
nit Presidem RqUcsicd, ind Con)tm 'pi'Ovfflf.d SI 0.0,SB tor. thi so:cilli:d "fficcd Com" . 
of tbe war on tarorism. and this Department's own CUJTa1t estimates ind~ that costs 

aro 001 exceeding this level. Obviously, we arc monitoring this on a regular basis. 

4.) I suppoJt ~ )'Jr('ltcc:dml with a data call o.o Jraq. 

Available anytime to discuss 1heae dunp further. 

11-L-055~40SD/13022 
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TO: 

FROM: 

.DATE: 

Torie Clarke 

Donald Rumsfeld Y,. 
November 9, 2002 

SUBJECT: Anaheim Angels 

8:18AM 

Please tell me when I met with this group. I don't remember this fellow at all: · 
-·· 

Somebody also ought to make sure we get a nice thank you letter to him. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
110902.06 

Attach: Letter dated ll /1102 from Tim: 

.. -....... .,;...:-

Please respond by:------------..------

~~ ~b~ 
{ZuD() 

11-L-0559/0SD/13023 U18551 /02 



.... Anaheim Angels Baseball Club, Inc. 

November 1, 2002 

of Defense Donald Rurnsfeld 

Dear Mr. Rumsfeld: 

First of all please accept my apologies for this very long overdue correspondence. After returning 
from my JCOC experience, I wanted to find something "special" to acknowledge each of you 
who made the adventure possible and. Little did I know as I was trying to figure out the gesture 
that I could share part of a World Championship with you. 

I can't express in reflection how much the JCOC meant to me. As I've stated many times since 
our trip, it wasn't always what we saw that made the trip so special, rather it was often whom we 
talked to along the way and what they had to say. 

At the outset of the tour I already had the utmost respect for any man or woman who chooses to 
serve in the armed forces. What the JCOC experience reinforced to me is the pride in which they 
fulfill their responsibilities. From start to finish it was the people who made the lasting 
impression on me. The ability to reach inside the soul of a young person and shape and guide 
them into a disciplined, respectful and dedicated individual is a tremendous craft. The military 
not only implements that ability, but excels as well. Amazing. 

Your effons during the trip left a lasting impression. You met with 60 strangers and made each 
and everyone one of us feel extremely comfortable. 1 can't express how memorable you made 
this. 

Obviously on a smaller scale l've just fmished a season that resulted in the ultimate effort of 
teamwork on a professional sports level. It has been a satisfying season after a 42-year wait. You 
are part of a BIG team as well, one that is unselfish, int.elligent and fiercely loyal. I conunend 
you as well as thank you for that commitment. -

Again, if I can ever be of any assistance to you at any time for anything, please let me know. 

Respe<:tfully, 

- ,--~ ~ 
Tim Mead 
VP, Communications 
Anaheim Angels 



Snowflake 

TAB A 

October 15, 2002 12:41 PM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \)r'-
SUBJECT: NORTHCOM Standing Requirements 

I need to get a good look at what standing requirements NORTHCOM thinks they 

have. 

Thanks. 

DHR.;dh 
IOBOl-29 

···················································~····················· 
Please respond by __ l_t +/_o ..... I+-/ o_v ___ _ 

CS:• ' 
N 
Q 
n 
-I 

11-L-0559/0SDf 13025 
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TAB 

October 15, 2002 4:14 PM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfe1~ 

SUBJECT: Connections 

Do you have a high degree of confidence that the connection between Eberhart, 

the DoD and Homeland Security is sufficiently tight for the period we may be 

going into? 

If not, I would like to set a meeting. Please give me a recommendation as to who 

you think ought to attend. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
101502-53 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Please respond by -~i____;;.,._,_i_._"I _' ___ _ 

,,c, 

"' 0 
n 

11-L-05e9/0SD/13026 
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TAB A 

November 1, 2002 2:55 PM 

TO: -Gen. Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld )L 
SUBJECT: Joint Directives 

In the Reserve briefing in the tank today, people talked about the list of 

requirements that flow from Joint Directives and allocation documents. I would 

like to see what those things look like. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110102·21 
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S E C R E T A R Y OF T H E A R M Y 
WAS H IN G TO N , 0 ' . - ,-.. - . • • 

INFO MEMO ~~~~<~<.·.::.~ ::: ·:~· '.\/E: ·: 
c:.07 r:"'.'/ 2 0 ,·.1-., 8· 5 11 
- ·· - • •- • ,I • .... 

November 19, 2002, 10:00 am 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE . I 
/(}-G,u. ~ v 1 9 ?On~ 

FROM~e, Secretary of the Anny 

SUBJECT: Status Report on Turbulence within the Anny 

• Turbulence is the disruption to unit cohesion and effectiveness caused by 
frequent movement of personnel through duty positions, individual 
replacement system, and an unpredictable training schedule. 

• The Army is committed to reducing turbulence and its adverse effects on 
soldier and combat readiness. The sole purpose of the Anny Personnel 
Transformation initiative is to enhance unit cohesion and effectiveness by 
reducing turbulence. 

• A more detailed list of initiatives to reduce turbulence within the Army is at 
TABA. 

COORDNATION: NONE 

Attachment: 
As stated 

Prepared By: Lieutenant Colonel Barrye PriceJ .... (b-)(_
6> ___ __,J 

U1857J .. 02 



INFORMATION PAPER 

19 November 2002 

SUBJECT: Reduction of Turbulence in the Army 

1. PURPOSE. To describe initiatives to reduce turbulence in the Army. 

2. Initiatives. 

• Actions taken include: 

- Stabilized the Reserve Component (RC) Force Structure 
- Authorized Home Station Mobilization for RC soldiers 
- Published a five-year Bosnia and Kosovo deployment schedule 
• hnplemented a Personnel Tempo (PERSTEMPO) tracking system 
- Prorated the enlisted bonus throughout the initial term of enlistment 
- Increased resources for full-time manning of RC positions 
- Expanded a Korean tour extension bonus 
- Increased Targeted Selection Reenlistment Bonus (TSRB) locations 
- Modified up/out policies to retain soldiers with critical skills 
- Increased time on station for NCOs 
- facreased key leaders and field grade branch qualifying tour length targets 
- Stabilized soldiers with seniors in high school 

• Ongoing initiatives include: 

- Focusing leaders on maintaining predictability in training schedules 
- Maximizing distance learning 
- Moving changes of command to the summer months 
- Providing soldiers 12 month PCS notifications 
- Relocating soldiers with school-age children during the sununer months 
- Reducing Borrowed Military Manpower to put soldiers back in units 
- Increasing efforts to leave soldiers at duty locations longer 
- Minimizing force structure changes to decrease personnel moves 

• Future initiatives include: 

- Two task forces are actively pursuing unit manning and unit rotation 
solutions, which we expect to test within the next nine months. 

- We are developing and staffing new metrics that will force us to measure 
efficiency in tenns of cohesion and stability as well as personnel fill, our 
traditional solitary measure. 

COL(P)Byrne_J(b-)(5_) _.. 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Pentagon Floor Plan 

August 12, 2002 1:09 PM 

Please have someone give me a piece of paper that shows the Pentagon floor by 

floor and what is ]ocated where. I don't want a lot of detail. It could almost be a 

sketch. 

It should show me where all of the following elements are: OSD, Joint Staff and 

the Services. If something is already prepared, that would be best. I need 

something so I can look things up and don't have to ask all the time. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
081202-32 
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TO: 

•J({ 

<)'~iOM: 

//SUBJECT: \y. 

Sec. Tom Wbite 
Gen. Shinseki 

Donald Rumsfeld -~ 

MG Clark 

October 16, 2002 8:05 AM 

SECDEF ~S SEEN 
N0,/2 0 2004 

You gentlemen recommended MG Clark for a promotion and a major assignment. 

In the letter recommending his nomination, you said, there is no '·alleged adverse 

information on the part of this officer." 

After the matter had gone to the Senate, I discovered that there had been a much

publicized murder case at his command. I would think that you would have given 

me a heads up on something like that. In the future, I would appreciate your 

letting me know any information I may need to have to make a decision and to 

respond to questions. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
101102·6 
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UNDER SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PEN TAGON 

WASHINGTON, O .C . 20301-4000 

1:--JFO MEMO 

. ' ' f 

,,..,......,.. ....__ . ".·. "'. - ~~j. · : · ?3 
t . . '•· , I -

PERSONNEL .a.ND 
AEAOIN£55 

October 23, 2002 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR: 

FROM: D~ YID S. C. CH~, U~ER ~EC~\ARY OF_.°EFEN~E , 
(PERS01'1'NEL AND READINESS) / /.; ;j(; . t . t -1 , 

SUBJECT: Alert on Clark Nomination- S:--:OWFLAKE 

• You wrote Secretary White and General Shinseki about the importance of 
alerting you to controversial issues associated with candidates for senior 
positions . Mr. DiRita 
asked for my comments on the package. 

• The Army response is accurate. To the extent that insufficient warning was 
p!._ovided, I take responsibility, and have pledged to Mr. DiRita that we will be 
more pointed in our warnings: simply referring to the controversy, assuniing · / 1c 
y'ou would Iii( in the rest from background knowledge, is not enough. Iv , r ,.. 

}e c.O .. r I 

• l d.id, at the time, check wit~ Admiral Holcomb, to_ ensure this information was' l), ~c:1-1~,l· "11 

bcmg brought to your attention, and he confirmed tt was- that he had done so. i't. >tJ~.::f· 
~v ,I -t1"'*', 

• There is a strong flavor of Rashomon in this situation. The Army IG report on 
Fort Campbell presents a completely different picture from the SLDN 
portrayal. 

• For what it's worth, I've also attached the contemporary New York Times 
Magazine account. ~ests that some of the critics were seeking a focal 
point for a larger argument when the tragedy occurred(~}. 

Attachments: 
As Statedi 
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~ 
Prepared by: Captain Stephen M. WellockL___J 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
WASHINGTqtf DC 20310 

OCT 2 , .. _,,2 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

SUBJECT: Nomination of Major General Robert T. Clark 

This memorandum is in response to your October 16, 2002 note regarding the 
information provided to you concerning Major General Bob Clark's nomination for 
appointment to Lieutenant General and as Commanding General, Fifth United States Army. 

You misunderstood what we stated in our April 15, 2002, nomination of Major General 
Clark. What we stated in that memorandum was " ... there is no planned or ongoing 
investigation or inquiry into matters that constitute alleged adverse information on the part of 
this officer." The allegations previously ascribed to Major General Clark had been 
unsubstantiated by the Department of the Army Inspector General. Nonetheless, we did 
provide this information to the Department of Defense Office of General Counsel and to the 
Office of the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness). 

General Jack Keane had discussions with Paul Wolfowitz and Staser Holcomb 
regarding Major General Clark and the problems he encountered with the Servicemembers' 
Legal Defense Network during his command at Fort Campbell. Staser made it clear to Jack 
that he would apprise you of this information prior to you making your decision on Bob 
Clark's nomination. 

' 

Further, in David Chu's August 13, 2002 memorandum to you that accompanied Major 
General Clark's nomination, he included information about the Department of the Army 
Inspector General Investigation conducted at Fort Campbell and about the death of Private 
First Class Barry Winchell. 

There was absolutely no intent to withhold any information from you or your staff 
regarding Major General Clark's nomination. 

~ {bin eki -w £_ 
General, United States Army 
Chief of Staff 

I _ I 
--~"'T"T,'/lnu.---tl{ c ~ utica-

Thomas E. White 
Secretary of the Army 
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I ;) • . ' 
Snowflake , 

Octdber 7, 2002 5:43 PM 

TO: Peter Rodman 

ROM: Donald Rumsfeld i7f' 
SUBJECT: PRC Requirements 

Attached are the requirements on the PRC in the National Defense Authorization 

Act for FY 2000. 

I wonder if you ought to get that over to the National Security Council. They keep 

wondering about what we're doing, and perhaps they ought to be aware ofit. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Public La.w 106-65, October 5, 1999. 

DHR:db 
100702-73 
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UNCLASSIFIED 

National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 
Public Law 106,.65 / 

(Became Law 'OD October 5, 1999) ' 

Subtitle A--Matters Relating to the People's Republic of China 

SEC. 1201. LIMITATION ON Mll.ITARY-TO-MILITARY EXCHANGES AND CONTACTS 
WITH CH1NESE PEOPLE'S LIBERATION ARMY. 

(a) Limitation.--The Secretary of Defense may not authorize any military-to-military exchange 
or contact described in subsection (h) to be conducted by the armed forces with 
representatives of the People's Liberation Anny of the People's Republic of China if that 
exchange or contact would create a national security risk due to an inappropriate exposure 
~ified in subsection (b ). 

(b) Covered Exchanges and Contacts.-Subsection (a) applies to any military-to-military 
exchange or contact that includes inappropriate exposure to any of the following: 

(1) Force projection operations. 
(2) Nuclear operations. 
(3) Advanced combined-arms and joint combat operations. 
( 4) Advanced logistical operations. 
(5) Chemical and biological defense and other capabilities related to weapons of mass 

destruction. 
(6) Surveillance and reconnaissance operations. 
(7) Joint war.fighting experiments and other activities related to a transformation in 

warfare. 
(8) Military space operations. 
(9) Other advanced capabilities of the Armed Forces. 
(10) Anns sales or military-related technology transfers. 
(11) Release of classified or restricted infonnation. 
(12) Access to a Department of Defense laboratory. 

(c) Exceptions.--Subsection (a) does not apply to any search-and-rescue or humanitarian 
operation or exercise. 

(d) Annual Certification by Secretary.--The Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and the Committee on Anned Services of the 
House of Representatives, not later than December 31 each year, a certification in writing 
as to whether or not any military-to-military exchange or contact during that calendar year 
was conducted in violation of subsection (a). 

(e) Annual Report.--Not later than March 31 each year beginning in 2001, the Secretary of 
Defense shall submit to the Committee on Anned Services of the Senate and the 
Committee on Armed S~ces of the House of Representatives a report providing the 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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Secretary's assessment of the current state of military-to-military exchanges and contacts 
with the People's Liberation Army. The report shall include the following: 

(1) A summary of all such military-to-military contacts during the period since the last 
such report, including a summary of topics discussed and questions asked by the 
Chinese participants in those contacts. 

(2) A description of the military-to-military exchanges and contacts scheduled for the next 
12-month period and a plan for future contacts and exchanges. 

(3) The Secretary's assessment of the benefits the Chinese expect to gain from those 
military-to-military exchanges and contacts. 

(4) The Secretary's assessment of the benefits the Department of Defense expe.cts to gain 
from those military-to-milit~ exchanges and contacts. 

(5) The Secretary's assessment of how military-to-military exchanges and contacts with the 
People's Liberation Army fit into the larger security relationship between the United 
States and the People's Republic of China. 

(f) Report of Past Military-to-Military Exchanges and Contacts With the PRC.--Not later than 
March 31, 2000, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the Committee on Anned 
Services of the Senate and the Committee on Anned Services of the House of 
Representatives a report on past military-to-military exchanges and contacts between the 
United States and the People's Republic of China. The report shall be unclassified, but may 
contain a classified annex, and shall include the following: 

(I) A list of the general and flag grade officers of the People's Liberation Army who have 
visited United States military installations since January I, 1993. 

(2) The itinerary of the visits referred to in paragraph (2), including the installations 
visited, the duration of the visits. and the activities conducted during the visits. 

(3) The involvement, if any, of the general and flag officers referred to in paragraph (1) in 
the Tiananmen Square massacre of June 1989. 

(4) A list of the facilities in the People's Republic of China that United States military 
officers have visited as a result of any military-to-military exchange or contact program 
between the United States and the People's Repub1ic of China since January 1, 1993. 

(5) A list of facilities in the People's Republic of China that have been the subject of a 
requested visit by the Department of Defense that has been denied by People's Republic 
of China authorities. 

(6) A list of facilities in the United States that have been the subject of a requested visit by 
the People's Liberation Anny that has been denied by the United States. 

(7) Any official documentation (such as memoranda for the record, after-action reports, 
and final itineraries) and all receipts for expenses over $1,000, concerning military~to
military exchanges or contacts between the United States and the People's Republic of 
China in 1999. 

(8) A description of military-to-military exchanges or contacts between the United States 
and the People's Republic of China scheduled for 2000. 

(9) An assessment regarding whether or not any People's Republic of China military 
officials have been shown classified material as a result of military-to-military 
exchanges or contacts between the United States and the People's Republic of China. 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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TAB 

October 21, 2002 6:01 PM 

TO: Gen. Myers 

CC: L TG Craddock 
,{!, 

,k 0 ROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ ·, 
i: "r SUBJECT: Streamlining 

At one of the early CINC conferences, what do you think about showing how we 

used to handle SRO and how we are handling it now-what it has done to shorten 

the time frame, make it easy to read in tenns of the amount of time people have to 

mess with it, make it more creative, ping the system, and find ways to develop 

metrics so we can evaluate how well we are doing. 

I think then we ought to do the same thing with deployment orders. 

The point is that maybe they will have an incentive to see a process or two that 

they are engaged in that needs that same kind of cleanout. 

We should probably also do it for the senior staff. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
102102·20 
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TO: 

CC: 

Doug Feith 

Gen. Myers 
Torie Clarke 

TAB A 

Donald Rumsfeld <;}[\... 
Board on IO 

October 8, 2002 7 :32 AM 

We have a .. collection board" that meets week1y or monthly to keep on top of what 

we ought to be collecting. 

It strikes me that IO, declaratory policy, strategic influence, and all those pieces, 

will move so fast and require so many people to do things that we may need a 

board to meet weekly. 

Please come back to me with a proposal-what level it ought to be and who it 

ought to report to, etc. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
100802-J 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 2'".= '. '~" ·-: .: ........ \ J 
1100 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301·1100 

INFO MEMO 
COMPTROLLER 

November 21, 2002, 3:00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

FROM: Dov S. Zakheim:PJ NOV 2 2 m 

SUBJECT: Blue Force Tracking 

• As you requested (Tab A), I assessed John Stenbit's proposal (Tab B) for Blue 
Force Tracking (BFT). I recommend that we not provide funding until we see the 
results of two Advanced Concept Technology Demonstrations (ACfDs) on BFf 
that are now underway. 

• The AT&L and C3I staffs are working on John's proposal, which builds on an 
ACTD called Personnel Recovery Extraction Survivability Aided by Smart 
Sensors (PRESS), but have not reached any programmatic consensus on how to 
proceed. They are asking for additional time to define this new effort. 

• In addition to the Stenbit proposal, the OUSD(AT&L) is pursuing a second, new 
ACID -- Joint Blue Forces Situation Awareness -- that will fuse existing BFf 
systems into a common plot. This ACID will result in web-enabled Common 
Operating Picture capabilities for BFT that will be interoperable with the Services' 
systems. 

• A Joint Requirements Board for BFT has been rescheduled for 
December 13, 2002, to designate the Anny as the Executive Agent for BFT. As 
Executive Agent, the Army is expected to address BFT interoperability across the 
Services, not giving preference to any specific technical solution for BFr such as 
GPRS. 

• The Army is independently delivering a different form of BFT in Afghanistan and 
for other potential operational contingencies in FY 2003. The Anny's BFf 
solution involves both the Force XXI Battle Command, Brigade and Below 
(FBCB2) systems using L-Band satellite, Grenadier Brat, and the Mini
Transmitter, which employs the same technology as Grenadier Brat. The FBCB2 
systems were accelerated to elements of the 1st Cavalry Division to support 
Global War on Terrorism contingency planning. 

COORDINATION: Tab C 

Prepared By: Irene Ng, .... l(b-)(-6) _ ___, 
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October 18, 2002 3: 13 PM 

TO: Dov Zakheim 

CC: Pete Aldridge 
John Stenbit 
Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld °' SUBJECT: Blue Force Tracking 

Here is a proposal from John Stenbit for blue forces tracking. 

I have no way of evaluating its merits in isolation. I do think we should make a 

priority of such systems, but this should be considered together with other 

priorities for the FY04 budget build. 

All you smart folks should tell me whether it makes sense to do what John is 

proposing. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
06/11/02 ASD(C31) memo to SecDef re: Blue Force Tracking (U09856-02] 

DHR:dh 
101802-6 
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ACOUISITION, 
'Tl!:CHNOLOG Y 

ANO LOGISTICS 

THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFEN~ JJ:~~t'b-

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON J(J. uct:"N 
WASHINGTON, DC 20301 -3010 f/,/ f '/ ~ 

INFO MEMO · 

June 4, 2002, 08:30 AM 

.10R: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec 

(S,(f FROM: UNDER SECRET ARY OF DEFEN~&j/.,/oi.

,f 7 SUBJECT: De-Mining 

\JV' I • You provided USD (AT&L) Tori Clarke's comments on Mr. Gingrich's 
November 12, 200 I, email, which proposed a campaign to eliminate 
landmines in Afghanistan and a robotics de-mining competil\on. You asked 
if it is possible to do that ('ialblt). (A-f?k,J ~ l,.i c L ) 

• Currently, we have unmanned systems - Miniflails and Standardized 
Robotics Systems(~ - operating in Kosovo, Bosnia and Afghanistan. 
Our systems in Afghanistan are used to clear ant i-personnel and anti-tank 
mines to protect our operational forces . 

• The Department has a solid de-mining research and development program. 
AT &L is developing robotic technologies that make mine clearing more 
efficient and safer for our personnel. There are two ongoing ACTDs and one 
potential FY04 candidate focused on countermine technologies that could 
have de-mining applications. Additionally, DARPA is pursuing a range of 
de-mining initiatives as well as robotic technologies that could potentially be 
adapted for use in de-mining. We welcome good ideas that compete 
favorably in the program reviews. 

• Mr. Robert Andrews, PD, SO/UC, previously responded to Mr. Gingrich's 
email and sent you a follow~up Information Memorandum on May 3, 2002. 
I concur with Mr. Andrews' points and do not feel it is necessary to respond 
to Mr. Gingrich again. _... ~ w'~ /Jd, ~ 

;t':;: ~~ ~· ~ 
~. ~ 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachments: 
As stated 

~ Prepared By: Michael Toscano, S&TS/LW,L___J 9Pl ASSISTANT DI RITA 
SA MA GIAMBASTIANI 
MA8UCCI 
EXECSEC WHITMORE 
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