THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-100C

JUN 12 200

The Honorable Kim Dong Shin
Minister of National Defense
Republic of Korea

Minister Kim:

Thank you for your letter regarding the selection of the F-15K as the next
gencration fighter aircraft for the Republic of Korea.

Your desire to maintain interoperability between ROK and U.S. forces,
even as we seek to transform these forces to better address the security
environment of the coming years, will help strengthen our capabilities.

Sincerely,
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Drafter's Name : J. KESS DIRE
Office/Phone : ISA/AP, |(P)6)

Releaser's Info : DONALD H. RUMSFELD, SECDEF

Action Prec : ROUTINE
Info Prec : ROUTINE
Specat :

From: SECDEF WASHINGTON DC
To: AMEMBASSY KOREA
Info: SECDEF WASHINGTON DC//USDP-CH//
SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC
COMUSKOREA SEOUL KOR
USDAQ SEOUL KO//DATT//
USCINCPAC HONOLULU H1

TEXT FOLLOWS

UNCLASSIFIED
SUBJECT: SECDEF LETTER TO MINISTER OF DEFENSE KIM

1. REQUEST AMEMBASSY PORWARD THE TEXT OF THE LETTER TO MINISTER KIM
AS SQON AS POSSIBLE. ORIGINAL LETTER WILL FOLLOW.

2., BEGIN TEXT:

THE HONORABLE KIM DONG SHIN
MINISTER OF NATIONAL DEFENSE
REPUBLIC OF KOREA

MINISTER KIM:

(PARA} THANK YOU FOR YOUR LETTER REGARDING THE SELECTION OF THE
P-15K AS THE NEXT GENERATION FIGHTER AIRCRAFT FOR THE REPUBLIC OF
KOREA.

U

{PARA) YOUR DESIRE TO MAINTAIN INTEROPERABILITY BETWEEN ROK AND U.S.
FORCES, EVEN AS WE SEEK TO TRANSPORM THESE FORCES TO BETTER ADDRESS
THE SECURITY ENVIRONMENT OF THE COMING YEARS, WILL HELP SUSTAIN OUR
CAPABILITIES.

DONALD H., RUMSFELD

3. END OF TEXT.

UNCLASSIFIBD

11-L-0559/0SD/8832



UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

DTG: 031800Z JUN 02 PAGE 02 of 02

UNCLASSIFIED

11-L-0559/05D/8833



%

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE q\:" 16 sl
2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON - v
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2400  or+ 0
G\“‘
?r n Tré Ar r'j;{
INTERNATIONAL ACTION MEMO | )

SECURITY 1-02/007441
AFFAIRS
FCOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Assistant Sccretary of Defense {or [nternational Security Atfyirs 17
{Peter Rodman [(8)X6) W MAY 200

SUBRJECT: Response letter to Minister of Defense Kim Regarding the Republic of Korea'’s
Sclection of the F-15K

e Minister of Defense of the Republic of Korea (ROK), Kim Dong-Shin, sent a letter
informing you of the selection of Boeing's F-15K for the ROK’s next generation lighter
(F-X) program.

e The Ministry of National Defense announced the selection on April 18 and is expected to
sign the final contract (40 planes for $4.29 billion) in June.

e The selection followed a contentious and charged competition between the I-15K and
the ¥rench Rafale.

¢ DOD maintained a low profile during the selection to avoid the semblance of pressuring
the ROK government.

RECOMMENDATION: SecDef sign response lctiter at Tab A.

Atiachinents

Tab A: Response Letter

Tah B. Letter from Minister of Detense Kim
Tab C: Cootdination Page
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COORDINATION PAGE

Under Secretary of Defense for Policy (Mr. Douglas ). Feith) /\} } h % !c» g
Principal Deputy ASD/ISA (Mr. Peter C.W. Flory) oy e
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FROM: Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security A

(Peter Rodman, W'rﬂ] 7 MAY 20

SUBJECT: Response letter to Minister of Defense Kim Regarding the Republic of Korea’s
Selection of the F-15K

¢ Minister of Defense of the Republic of Korea (ROK), Kim Dong-Shin, sent a letter
informing you of the selection of Boeing’s F-15K for the ROK’s next generation fighter

{F-X) program.

» The Ministry of National Defense announced the selection on April 18 and is expected to
sign the final contract (40 planes for $4.29 billion) in June.

o The stlection followed a contentious and charged competition between the F-15K and
the French Rafale.

» DOD maintained a low profile during the selection to avoid the semblance of pressuring
the ROK government.

RECOMMENDATION: SecDef sign response letier at Tab A.

Attachments:

Tab A: Response Letter

Tab B: Letter from Minister of Defense Kim
Tab C: Coordination Page

Prepared by: Thomas Sisk, Asst. Country Director for Korea,
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

The Honorable Kim Dong Shin
Minister of National Defense
Republic of Korea

Mimster Kim:

Thank you for your letter regarding the selection of the F-15K as the next
generation fighter aircraft for the Republic of Korea.
Yorn obusine
Chur-efforts-to maintain interoperability between ROK and U.S. forces, even
as we seek to transform these forces to better address the security environment of

the coming years, is-as-imposant-elementia-cnsurng-the enduring nature of our

defense relationship. O helipn gxctfeion.
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

The Honorable Kim Dong Shin
Minister of National Defense
Republic of Korea

Minister Kim:

Thank you for your letter regarding the selection of the F-15K as the next
generation fighter aircraft for the Republic of Korea.

, et
Our efforts to-4remsfoym ROK and U.S. forces! wifffemranmammg
interoperability, is an important element in ensuring the enduring nature of our a(/-?t.,_,r

_seeurity relationship. C
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1000

The Honorable Kim Dong Shin
Minister of National Defense
Republic of Korea

Minister Kim:

Thank you for your letter regarding the selection of the F-15K as the next
generation fighter aircraft for the Republic of Korea. C] et cleezeon

Mwm&o@e&nsﬂmﬁdeﬂwmmﬁde the
Republic of Korea with the next generanon fi ghter that it needs to mamtaln Its
qualitative edge in air power, and : : he-ce
readiness-ofour forees:

Our efforts to transform ROK and U.S. forces, while maintaining
interoperability +Hestrates-the enduring nature of our security athanee- I look
forward to future disCusstons on this subject. Py Hnd b.,ﬂ.,l:iro

K ¢

(o a7 f Sincerely,

G
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(A70E (7 MINISTER OF NATIONAL DEFENSE
SECRET I (7 smoan SEOUL
: April 22, 2002
MY -g r > 25
The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
United States of America

Your Excellency:

It is my great pleasure to inform you that Boeing’s F-15K has been selected as
the next fighter aircraft for the F-X project of the Republic of Korea. I would like
to take this opportunity to express my sincere gratitude for your Government’s
active support and cooperation for Korea’s force improvement efforts.

The selection of the F-15K 1s the result of careful evaluation of all aspects on
the basis of a fair and transparent selection process. I hope this decision will serve
to further strengthen ROK-US security ties and cooperation to ensure the success of
the F-X project.

Once again, [ would like to thank you for your special interest and support for
this project as well as other issues of mutual interest regarding our combined
defense. Moreover, I hope our shared trust lays the groundwork for further
promoting close cooperation between our two Governments.

I extend my warm wishes for your Government’s continued prosperity and
your personal success.

Sincerely yours,

Minister of Nafional Defense
Republic of Korea

T= BTy ok
U08039m/02
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Svides

September 27,2002 4:14 PM

TO: Larry D1 Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld /1)\

£10'04¢

SUBJECT: Status Report on Leaks

Please get me a status report on the leaking of the war plan. I’ve never heard from

anybody what happened.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
092702-13

Please respond by of1 f 0L

L4

ZC>éS-iz

Udges6 /03
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AW

12:01 PM

TO: Doug Feith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld m

DATE: September 28, 2002

SUBIJECT:

See me about the possibility of going with Marshall Billingslea.

Thanks.

DHR/azn

082802.03
Please respond by: I } "(

U0ges57 /03
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Snowfake

TO: Gen. Mike Del.ong

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld D\

DATE;: September 28, 2002

SUBJECT: SecDef Update

1:20 PM

On your form that you send up every day, you might want to show the ISAF levels

of personnel.

I also think you might want to start showing the progress on the Afghan National

Army, the border patrol and the police. These are issues that are important to

everybody.

In addition, instead of (on page 2) showing ““total, killed, captured and at-large,”

you might want to say, “at large and unknown” for a fifth category. The point

being that some people you know are at large, because you do have any

identification of them being at large. [n other cases, there are people you don’t

know whether or not they are at large or dead and I would say “unknown” in that

category.

1 would also like you to send up the videotape you mentioned on page 4 of the

paper for September 27",

Thanks.

DHR/azn
092802.07

Please respond by:

10(—1
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STonffiades

September 30,2002 9:25 AM

TO: Torie Clarke

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Q ﬁ\s

+ 60

SUBJECT: Truth

At some press briefing, I think we ought to talk about Iraq and Al Qaeda and go back to the

subject matter of the Reuters story, although not referencing it again.

Specifically, if you think about it, in civilized society, if a person tells a lie, they become known
as a liar. When they say things, people don’t believe them. They get a reputation for lying, they
are weakened and damaged by virtue of that reputation, and they pay a penalty for it. On the one
hand, they gain an advantage because they can trick some people, but on the other hand, they pay
a penalty. The problem we have is that the media is looking for news and for conflict, and, for
whatever reason, they seem to be frequently looking for things that are anti-U.S. Certainly that’s

true in Europe, and to a certain extent it’s true in the U.S.

Shouldn’t the media begin keeping track of who is lying? The U.S. does not lie. We may make
mistakes, we may make poor decisions, but we don’t lie. Saddam Hussein’s policy is to lie and
deceive, to purposely do things to cause the reputation of the U.S. and others to be damaged by
virtue of the falsification of things. Isn’t it the responsibility of the media to allow that
reputation to be known? If they feel they have to report something that Saddam Hussein and the
Iraqi regime says or the Al Qaeda say, they ought to simultaneously be required to say that this is
a known, repeated liar. Anyone in the media who has the slightest interest in the truth can

validate what I’ve just said.

Thanks,

DHR:dh
093002-2
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Please respond by fvf 1]or

70 % of
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September 30, 2002 10:37 AM

Q
TO: Paul Wolfowitz :0.\
Doug Feith -
Gen. Myers L
Gen. Pace -
‘\)
CC: Larry Di Rita
Col. Bucei

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeldv)\

SUBJECT: Info Ops

Larry Di Rita is going to set up a meeting so we can talk about info ops. Itisa

camel. We need to straighten it out and get it operational.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-19

Please respond by [ 11 ‘ oy

0 c”bg o¢

uoge6o /03 M
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September 30, 2002 1:28 PM

{b)6)

TO:

ds <70

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeid”|)

SUBJECT: RR

Please check and see if it says in the “Rumsfeld’s Rules”™ “The mission must
determine the coalition; the coalition should not determine the coalition.” See if
that is under the national security section. If itisn’t, let’s put it in. Let me see it,
and "1l edit it.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-57

Please respond by (o ! 0] oo

20 ojaS of

uoge62 /03
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235 PM
TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld Dl

DATE: September 28, 2002 O '
SUBJECT: N
| »
1 would like someone get a report to me on how the Kissinger panel and the Shelly
Kashveli panels went up on the Hill. 1 read when I was out of town that they
testified and I would like to see what happened.
Thanks.
DHR/azn
092802.11
(¥ | /
Please respond by: 1
o~
S
&
v
O
LN

Uogebs /03
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Snowflake

2:51 PM
TO: Torie Clarke

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’D/\
DATE: September 28, 2002

SUBJECT:

?)‘\D\li

Gi-Gi Geyer wrote a column today in The Washington Times which is worrisome.
She indicated that we didn’t offer for NATO 10 do anything. We did. You ought
to make sure she reads the whole transcript of my press conference there, and
realizes that we engage them on lots of things. She is just factually wrong. We

didn’t ask them to invade Irag, because the President hasn’t decided to do it.

We need to get her head right.

Thanks.

DHR/aza
092802.16

Please respond by:

ZC>£§3?

U0g665 /03
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September 30, 2002 9:30 AM

A'N
TO: Larry Di Rita ™0
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld T)/\ -
SUBJECT: Pre-emption
I just can’t imagine what Mark Mazzetti 1s talking about here. Please see if you
can figure it out.
Thanks.
Attach.
Mazzetti, Mark, “Ready, Aim, Fire Fwst,” U.S. News & Worid Report, October 7, 2002,
DHR:dh
093002-3
Please respond by 1°] 11 Jown
®) .
o/
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Ready. Aim. Fire First Page 1 0of 3

U.S. News & World Report
October 7, 2002

Ready. Aim. Fire First

But is the U.S. military a little gun-shy about starting wars?
By Mark Mazzetti

It was a "what if" scenario—the sort that military planners are paid to imagine--and it was not nearly
ready for prime time. Earlier this summer, a top aide to Secretary of Defense Donald Rumnsfeld outlined
for his boss a concept for striking North Korea's weapons of mass destruction—a case study in the
application of the Bush administration's new doctrine of pre-emptive military action. The hypothetical
scenario envisioned a swift attack, carried out without consulting South Korea, America's ally on the
peninsula. When word of the briefing spread, administration heavyweights, including Secretary of State
Colin Powell and Adm. Thomas Fargo, commander of U.S. forces in the Pacific, worked to bury the
scheme.

Consider it a clumsy way 1o ring in the age of pre-emption, which officially debuted with the recent
release of the Bush administration’s National Security Strategy. In what may be the boldest rethinking of
American foreign policy since Harry Truman, the document makes the case that Cold War logic no
longer applies in a world where terrorists, possibly armed with weapons of mass destruction, strike at
civilians without warning. "This kind of enemy will not be deterred or contained the way, perhaps, the
Soviet Union might have been,” Powell said last week. Breaking from the deep-rocoted American instinct
to strike only if attacked first, the so-called Bush Doctrine advocates pre-emptive military action against
practitioners of terrorism—including overthrowing govemments that support them-and 1t may soon
provide the justification for an American attack on Iraq.

U.S. officials insist that the Bush Doctrine is not a one-trick pony meant solely to justify an Irag
invaston. "Any state that has a weapons-of-mass-destruction program and has an irresponsible dictator
falls within the president’s paradigm shift,"” says one Bush administration official. "This is a historic
moment.” But as the dust-up over the Pentagon's North Korea briefing illustrates, Jaying out a broad
strategic vision is one thing; applying it in the real world is quite another. In short: It 1s not at all clear
where, besides Iraq, the Bush Doctrine could really be put into practice.

The military gets to weigh in now; the admirals and generals are putting finishing touches on the
National Military Strategy, a practical blueprint for implementing the White House's grand vision. Early
indications are that those in uniform are far less enamored of pre-emption than their civilian bosses: A
draft of the document, which had not yet made it to Rumsfeld's desk, all but ignored the concept, U.S.
News has learned.

The generals aren't dead set against striking first; after all, the notion of pre-empting an enemy attack
("anticipatory self-defense," in the Bush administration lexicon) is as old as warfare. But the White
House version is new and different. It advocates taking military action before the adversary even has the
capacity to attack. It calls for action, even without ironclad evidence of danger. And it suggests that U.S.
power might "dissuade” other nations from trying to match American military might. In the words of
one senior officer, "there is a brave new world coming with this new defense policy."

Hit 'em. There is little debate about the appeal of going on the offensive to dismantle terrorist networks
before they can strike. The approach gives planners the advantage of tactical surprise and permits them

http://ebird.dtic.mil/Sep2002/e200208 trehayEH I/ O S D/8853 9/30/2002



Ready. Aim. Fire First Page 2 of 3

to strike with a smaller force. "Obviously, taking the offensive under the rules of war is something the
military would love to do," says Gen. Gregory Martin, commander of U.S. air forces in Europe. Case in
point: The Pentagon is drawing up plans to send special operations forces into states like Yemen that are
harboring senior al Qaeda leaders.

Applying the doctrine to rogue states is where the water gets muddied. It has certainly been done before.
Israel bombed the Iraqi nuclear reactor at Osirak in 1981, before it became operational, and many in the
military consider the 1989 mnvasion of Panama another example, But top commanders, including some
whose job it has been to devise war plans, are struggling to understand how hitting states first makes
military sense. These officers say that even when confront- ing countries the president designated as an
"axis of evil"~Irag, Iran, and North Korea—the containment calculus still works. "Personal survival is
what matters to the Kim Jong Ils and Saddam Husseins of this world,” says one former four-star officer.
"This [pre-emption] absolutely is the right doctrine to deal with enemies that are not orgamzed into
states. When it comes to dealing with other countries I'm not so sure."”

Even big-think objections to the Bush Doctrine offered by academics have practical consequences that
get the military's attention. The doctrine imagines that the United States would not "allow an adversarial
military power to rise," as one Bush official put it. That "confirms the notion that America is now
embarking on an impenal role,”" argues James Chace, a specialist in intemational relations at Bard
College. "The great danger of Amencan power nowadays is that it will prompt other powers to combine
against us." What that means to the generals is that strategic alliances bmlt up over the years could be
ruptured.

Like it or not, the military may have to change the way it goes about its business. At a recent gathering
of combatant commanders—the brass in charge of forces deployed outside the United States—Rumsfeld
challenged them to adapt to the new terrorism threat. The military will have to reassess where it bases
forces, so it will not have to move troops and equipment into a region before a strike—and risk
telegraphing its punch. The Pentagon will rely heavily on special operations forces that can deploy in
smaller numbers and move without being detected, and on precision bombers that can strike a target
from long range. Gathering reliable intelligence will become even more important. "If we are going to
be pre-emptive in nature, we better be pretty damn sure we understand their intent,” says a senior Air
Force official. Satellites in space can't do that very well, putting a premium on spies on the ground who
can help predict what an enemy will do.

Do as ] say. These are just nuts-and-boits problems, compared with objections to pre-emption being
raised abroad and at home. “We'll be putting ourselves in the position of a rogue nation," says Sen.
Robert Byrd, a West Virginia Democrat, who argues that the strategy might inspire copycats. While the
Bush National Security Strategy wams that other countries should not "use pre-emption as a pretext for
aggression,” the new doctrine might give ideas to China in its struggle against Taiwan or to Russia in its
fight against Chechen rebels in Georgia. This pattern was clearly on Pakistani President Pervez
Musharraf's mind when he warned India not to mimic the new U.S. policy. "Pakistan is not Iraq, and
India 1s not the United States,” he advised his adversary to the south. "They had better not try it."
Musharraf may have reason to put down a marker. "India has a history of mirroring the U.S. rhetoric,
and even trying to mirror U.S. actions on issues ranging from terrorism to nuclear strategy,” says a
Senate Democratic official who deals with South Asia policy. "We can't think we are planning our own
doctrine in a vacuum.”

The White House is billing the Bush Doctrine as the first coherent strategy to confront the dangers of the
post-Cold War world. This might be so, but much will depend on how the United States acts upon the
doctrine's muscular rhetoric and how the world reacts. "The ripple effects from this are really hard to
gauge," says Andrew Krepinevich of the Center for Strategic and Budgetary Assessments. “These

htip://ebird.dtic.mi l/Scp2002/620020;31)f416%5 9/0SD/8854 9/30/2002



Ready. Aim. Fire First Page 3 of 3

fundamental shifts in our defensive posture don't come around very often.”

With Thomas Omestad

hitp://ebird.dfic.mil/Sep2002/¢2002033brdea AR 9/ OSD/8855 9/30/2002



September 30, 2002  9:32 AM

TO: Bill Winkenwerder
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \F)\

SUBJECT: Dextroamphetamtne

I just can’t believe using these pills is a good idea. Why don’t you get some folks
to think about it a little bit? I admit I've got kind of a bias agamsi putting things

into your body unless you absolutely have to, but please take a look at it.

Thanks.

Attach.
09/06/02 ASD (Health Affairs) memo to SecDef re: Operational Use of Dextroamphetamine in
Aviators [U14912-02]
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, D. C. 2030!3&9DEF HAS SEEN

wream
INFO MEMO SEP 6 0

HLALTH AFFAIRS

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
(AJ:Q&'A-NM% .
FROM: William Winkenwerder, Jr. , ASD (Health Affairs)

SUBJECT: Operational Use of Dextroamphetamine in Aviators

¢ You directed that we “look into this business about pilots using

amphetamines.” (PHBAY)

s Dextroamphctamine, known as "go pills,” has been used by military aviators
since World War I to counter the effects of fatigue during combat operations.
It is only used if alternatives such as adjusting sleep patterns, in-flight naps or
exercise are either unsuccessful or not an option. There have been no reported
safety incidents involving aircrew members’ use of “go pills™

« The wing commander, or deployed commander equivalent, in consultation
with the senior [light surgeon, determines if the use of Dextroamphetamine is
medically warranted. The authorization for its use is time and/or mission
specific.

» Countering pilot fatigue is an “off label” use of Dextroamphetamine; informed
consent is necessary from the crew member. Commanders may not order its
use_ There is no penalty. punishment, loss of benefits, or adverse action of any
kind for those who decline the use of stimulants. Ground tesling prior to
combat use and rigorous accountability measures musl also be i place.

« Military medical research laboratories are currently studying alternative drogs
to effectively combat pilot fatigue, including Modafinil, a Food and Drug
Administration approved medication used (o treat narcolepsy.

COORDINATION: TABB

(b}6
Prepared by: COL John Powers, C&PP, B PCDOCS# 40336, 40197

SPL ASSISTANT DI RITA
SR MA CRADDOCK ( T/3a

WA BUCG A U14912-02

EXECSEC WHITMORE
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R : 8:29 AM C
TO: David Chu

FROM: Donald Rumsfelﬂ’\-]}\

/ DATE: August 8, 2002

SUBJECT:

Please look into this business about pilots using amphetamines. 1 don’t think that

is a good idea. What’s going on?

Thanks.

DHR/azn
080902.02
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Please respond by:
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September 30, 2002 9:43 AM

W —~
\Q& TO: Doug Feith 7 \
3 Jp ]
o ¥ A
g FROM: Donald Rumsfeld rv\ v e~
E"JJ b\_\){,r‘
< SUBJECT: Questions
Please have someone get an answer to these questions in this Willtam Raspberry
column, put them down and get thern to me by Wednesday, please.
Thanks.
Aftach,
Raspberry, William, “Unasked Questions,” Washington Post, 09/30/02.
DHR:dh
093002-6
Please respond by ojozfor
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ASSIS@WEFENSE

2400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2400

USDP corq fawsied

EF-2990CT -1 ™
INTERNATIONAL

SECURITY 1-02/014370
AFFAIRS

MEMO FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Assistant Secretary of Defense, International Security Af 01 0CT 2002
(Peter W. Rodmad@el ] m

SUBIJ: Replies to questions in William Raspberry column

o You asked for answers to the questions in William Raspberry’s column for 30
September (next under).

e Suggested answers at TAB A.

DASD NESA ! 2

A

SPL ASSISTANT DI RITA | af/a”

SR MA CRADDOCK !
MA BULCH 2
EXECSEC WHITMORE (;7“!0/ 2
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11-L-055385D/8860



o What is the actual threat to the U.S. — the purpose of war?

s Biological agents - which might be disseminated by a terronist group —
could cause large casuaities. If one were trying to cause civilian casualties,
they could be used quite effectively, despite what Colonel Williams says.

o Iraq has had experience using chemical weapons — Iraq found them quite
useful in the war with Iran, not to speak of massacres of its own citizens.

e At Halabjah alone, [raq massacred 5,000 people. This is one of several
dozen cases chemical weapons were used effectively against civilians.

s An Iraqi nuclear weapon would transform the Middle East. It would be
used politically as a weapon of regional blackmail, intimidating all of Iraq’s
neighbors in the Gulf and the Middle East. Saddam could threaten Kuwait,
Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Israel, or other neighbors via conventional aggression
and hope that the U.S. would be deterred or impeded from intervening.

e How many American lives will we expend to punish Saddam Hussein?

e None. If American lives are put at risk, it will be for the purpose of
defending our country and its vital interests.

e After the Gulf War, the population of Iraq rose in rebellion against Saddam.
Half of Baghdad's population is Shi’a. Why would they want to fight for
Saddam?

e In fact, since Saddam took power, almost one in five Iragis have fled their
country. Almost every Iraqi has someone in his family who fled or died
because of Saddam.

o Saddam rules by intimidation and bribery, not ideology. Few Iragis want to
die for Saddam. There is precedent of unrest among even the Tikritis and
Special Republican Guard.

» How long will public support last when hundreds, possibly thousands, of body
bags start arriving home?

o It is not productive to speculate about levels of casualties. High estimates
have been significantly wrong in the past.

e Thousands of Americans have already died because the U.S. turned a blind
eve to those who harbor terronsts.

~FOROFFICIAL USE ONLY ——
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In Vietnam, support for the war remained high even as we started taking
casualties in large numbers. Majority public support lasted into 1968, by
which time about 30,000 American servicemen and women had died.

o How, militarily, do you plan to fight this war?

Coalition air power is much more capable now than it was in the Gulf War.
Iraq’s Air Force is not capable of engaging a Coalition Air Force both in
equipment and pilot capabilities.

On the ground, we are much stronger and more agile than we were in the
Gulf War, while the Iraqi army, even if it fights, is poorly equipped and
one-third the size it was in 1990.

The scenario that we will have to “conquer cities” by house-to-house
fighting 1s speculative,

e How many Iraqi citizens do you plan to kill in order to bestow democracy?

We do not target civilians. 1n fact, we do everything humanly possible to
limit civilian casualties as demonstrated during Desert Storm, Kosovo, and
Afghanistan.

The Iragi regime intentionally uses civilians as human shields by hiding
military forces in mosques, schools, and hospitals.

While we can’t guarantee that no civilians will be harmed, it is probable
that we will kill orders of magnitude fewer civilians than Saddam Hussein
has killed to maintain his tyranny.

We will not “level cities by bombing.” We didn’t in the Gulf War, we
didn’t in the Kosovo conflict, we didn’t in Afghanistan, and we won’t now.

o How will you govern a defeated Irag?

As the people of Iraq showed after the Gulf War, they are more likely to
regard themselves as liberated than as defeated.

Iraqi opposition groups are discussing a broad-based, representative
government to replace Saddam’s tyranny.

Why do we assume that the Iraqi people are unable to provide themselves
with a decent government?

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY —
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How does the war against Iraq contribute to winning the war against
terrorism?

o Iraq 1s a supporter of terronst groups, ncluding al Qaida, the Arab
Liberation Front, and Hamas.

o Iraq actively undermines Israeli-Palestinian peace diplomacy and pays
$25,000 per suicide bombing.

o The overthrow of the current Iragi regime would deprive intcmational
terrorist groups of safehaven in Iraq.

¢ The Iraqi regime’s overthrow would cnd the threat that Iraq will be a source
of biological agents, or other weapons of mass destruction, to terrorists.

» The reaction in the Arab world will likely be short-lived, just as it was to
the liberation of Afghanistan — demonstrations at first, until the television
screens begin to show the celebrations of the population.

¢ Iraqis celebrating their liberation would send a message to other Arabs that
freedom and a dcsire for peace trump extreme nationalism, radicalism, and
war.

T FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY———
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Washington Post
September 30, 2002
Pg. 19

Unasked Questions

By William Raspberry

Larry Williams, a retired Marine colonel now teaching at George Washington University, has a few
questions he'd like to ask his commander in chief. They aren't smart-aleck questions -- this 1s a serious
military man, whose service included stints in Vietnam and Lebanon.

And though his questions may seem obvious, [ think you'll be struck by how few of them the president
has answered -- perhaps, as Williams says, even for himself. Here they are, abridged from his recent
open letter to President Bush and elaborated in an interview:

What is the actuval threat to the United States -- the purpose of war?

Chemical and biological weapons, Williams argues, are not weapons of mass destruction. "They are
very inefficient and unpredictable and hard to use effectively. Casualty-producing, yes, but not on a

large scale.”

Says Williams: “Even if the Iraqis make a nuclear device -- which also concerns me -- what would they
do with it? The Mideast region is not alarmed. Why are we -- thousands of miles away -- alarmed to the

degree of war?"
How many American lives will we expend to punish Saddam Hussein?

Baghdad has nearly 5 million residents. [t is reasonable to expect that many would see America not as a
liberator but as an invader -- and that many of these would see cur military as al least as great a threat as
Hussein. “If," says the professor, "one million of them resist an American invasion in streei-to-street
resistance -- under a local threat of chemical and/or biological weapons -- how many Americans will

die?"

How long will public support last when hundreds, possibly thousands, of body bags start arriving
home?

"Desert Storm and Afghanistan make war look so easy, with so few casualties. When support at home
wanes, how will you turn back the clock?"

How, militarily, do you plan to fight this war?

The Ammy is too "heavy" to get there short of a Desert Storm-style butldup. Air power and advanced
technology get you little in the fight to conquer cities.

How many Iraqi citizens do you plan to Kill in order to bestow democracy?

"You can't level cities by bombing, as in World War II. When newspapers and TV broadcasts around the
world start to show pictures of Iragi mothers carrying babies dead from U.S. bombs -- pictures real or

hitp //ebird.dtic. mil/Sep2002/220020930unasked. htm 9/30/2002
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staged, it doesn't matter -- the world will be inflamed in anti-American sentiment, and U.S. public
support will dissolve.”

How will you govern a defeated Iraq?

"Of course, a military victory is as assured as it was at the outset of Desert Storm. But then, how will
you govern a country probably still resisting through guerrilla activity and in which we do not speak the
language? Will your military forces be confined to cantonments at night because they do not control the

streets of Baghdad?"

How does the war against Iraq confribute to winning the war against terrorism?

"The origin of the attacks of 9/11 and the preceding chain of attacks against the embassy in Beirut and
the Marine barracks in 1983 and other embassies thereafter were in the Arab/Muslim world. Victory in
the war against terrorism must necessarily be found in that worldwide presence. How does alienating
every facet of that world contribute to victory in the current war on terrorism?"

Williams, a career Marine who insists that his thoughts are his and not to be linked to George
Washington University, says he leamed in Beirut and South Vietnam that his government didn't always
have better information than he had -- not because officials lied but because critical details were filtered
out as communiques made their way up the chain of command. "That experience,” he said, "convinced
me that the most senior leadership does not always have the best counsel.”

He then offers Bush his own bit of counsel: "As president and commander in chief, you clearly have it in
your power to move a reluctant nation toward war. But if war is too important to be left to generals, it is
also too fraught with unforeseeable catastrophe to be left to the personal whim of one man. Please, sir,
ask yourself my questions -- and make certain you have the answers right."

http://ebird.diic. mil/Sep2002/e2 00%10930unasked.htm 9/30/2002
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September 30,2002 10:47 AM

TO: Steve Cambone
FROM: Donald Rumsfeldm

SUBJECT: JSF as Tank-Killer

Someone said we ought to think about the Joint Strike Fighter as a tank killer and
make it organic to the Army, ending the rule about Army not having fixed wing

aircraft. Any thoughts?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-24

Please respond by 10 [ (¢ ]or-
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Snowflake

September 30,2002 11:05 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld m

SUBJECT: Middle East/Arafat

Here are some thoughts on the Middle East and a post-Arafat world from Newt
Gingrich that he sent back in March.

Thanks.

Aftach,
03/30/02 Gingrich e-mail 10 SecDef

DHR:dh
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g F B BT A SECDEF HAS SEEN
[ fewv,osp SEP 302002

From: Thirdwave2@aol.com

Sent:  Saturday, March 30, 2002 10:56 AM

To: [(b)(ﬁ) hentagon.mi!; Ed.Giambastiani@osd.pentagon.mil;
Subject: PLANNING FOR A& POST ARAFAT PEACE PROCESS

For secdef ,depsecdef

from Newt 3/30/02

planning for a post arafat world

Our strategy in the Palestinian-Israeli conflict is profoundly weakened by a reliance
on Arafat as the center of gravity among the Palestinian people. Arafat and the
tradition of terrorism and dishonesty which he personifies is the problem. Trying to
build a solution with him at the center is like to trying to solve the German problem
with Adolph Hitler as Chancellor.

No peace will come while Arafat is in charge. No peace can come while the terrorist
organizations are funded, recruited, and organized. The terrorist organizations will
not disband peacefully. The terrorist organizations have no interest in a ceasefire.
The terrorist organizations have a vested interest in ensuring that General Zinni's
mission fails. Uprooting the terrorist organizations would put Arafat in conflict with
Syria and Iran. There is no reason to believe he will crush the ability of Hamas,
Hezbollah and others to wage terror. Suppressing terror will mean imprisoning
many of Arafat's own followers in organizations that pledge loyalty to him. This
would be war between an older and younger generation. There is no reason to
believe he is capable of that or even desires such an outcome,

Arafat's behavior since Oslo has been consistent. Preach hatred in Arabic, print
textbooks that do not even show Israel on a map, promise Palestinians that the right
of return will never be given up (this is return to Tel Aviv and Haifa not to the West
Bank and would mean the end of Israel), permit terrorist organizations to
propogandize and organize with impunity, publicly lavish praise on

"martyrs” (suicide bombers and terrorists) and then call on the United States to
intervene and make whatever tactical promise is necessary in English.

If Arafat had been leading a polity next to the United States we would have
replaced his government, tried him for war crimes, and rooted out the terrorist
organizations at all cost. We would have established a moderate regime and
sanctioned the hunting down and killing or imprisoning of anyone who tried to
overthrow that regime.We would then have thrown money at the Palestinian people
to rebuild their economy while fundamentally overhauling their schools to teach civil
society, democracy and living peacefully with their neighbors. This is in large part
what we did with Germany, Italy, and Japan, implemented over time with South
Korea and are now in part doing in Afghanistan.

Voting against Israel in the United Nations yesterday was a fundamental break with

47112002 11-L-0559/0SD/8868
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President Bush's position on terrorism. if defending your civilians in a week when
incident after incident has killed people (the equivelant of a thousand dead
Americans if you take into account the 47 to 1 difference in population) is not
legitimate then what are we doing in Afghanistan, the Philippines,etc?

Focusing on a truce is not a strategy it is a tactic. We cannot build a strategy
because we keep trying to stop the violence in a series of deals with a dishonest
manipulater who has a consistent track record of saying one thing in Arabic and
another in English. We cannaot stop the violence without a wrenching change in
Palestinian society in which the violent, the haters and the terrorists are defeated
and that change will never be led by Arafat.

If our focus remains on stopping the violence we will preside over the contiuing
downward spiral of the region as Israeli society is more and more hardened by the
killings and reacts with more and brutality which then legitimizes more and more
suicide bombers and more and more fanaticism among the Palestinians.

We need a new vision of peace in the region in which a Palestinian State committed
to peace has accepted that the right of return has been turned into an equity right
to be paid for over a twenty year period (in which the Palestinian people would
recieve mare aid per capita than Europe did during the Marshall plan) and with an
insistence on demacracy, transparency and a real opportunitiy to create prosperity
and enforce peace. In this future preaching hatred would be as outlawed as Naziism
is in modern Germany and for the same reason. If hatred can be preached violence
will occur If violence occurs the peaceful, prosperous, safe Palestine is impossible.
If a peaceful presperous safe Palestine is impossible then no truce will last because
the haters will use the time to prepare new atrocities.

It is time to create a new vision of a better future for the Palestinian and Israeli
people and that future can only come when Arafat is no longer a factor,

A small working group should begin now to think through a post-Arafat future, to
plan for the support necessary for a moderate Palestinian regime fto survive, and to
think through the transition process by which the United States could replace Arafat
and his system of carruption and dishonesty with a younger generation of leaders
willing to fight the terorists and willing to build their future on prosperity and dignity
rather than terrorism and propoganda. This will be a difficult challenge but it is more
likely to succeed than any effort to have a truce with the terrorists still in place.

This new approach would require the Israelis to agree to a Palestinian state (with
some limits on the ability to import weapans), to agree to a system of prosperity for
the Palestinian people, to agree to be part of compensating the Palestinian people
economically, and to agree to withdraw the most destructive and indefensible of the
settlements. Yet in this circumstance those concessions would be empowering and
strengthening a new Palestinian regime committed to living in peace and prepared
o suppress and imprison would be terrorists and to outlaw hateful propoganda. The

4/1/2002 11-L-0558/05D/8869
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United States could successfully broker an agreement of that kind with the Israelis
and that would reinforce the authority of the new generation of Palestinian leaders.
As each succeeding truce effort fails just remember, Arafat is the problem and
cannot be part of the solution. Every American strategy which fails to take that into
account will find itself undone by the violence of events.

4/1/2002 11-L-0559/0SD/8870
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September 30,2002 11:07 AM

TO: Doug Feith
CC: Paul Wolfowitz
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /\-}l&

SUBJECT: Afghanistan

Attached 1s an e-mail from Newt Gingrich on Afghanistan that is well worth

reading. If you have any thoughts, let me know.
Thanks.

Attach.
08/07/02 Gingrich e-mail to SecDefre: Action in Afghanistan

DHR:dh
09300226
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0 T 4o -(b.? ta SECD$
| lciv, 0sp ootz HASSEEN
From: Thirdwave2@aol.com SEP 30 200
Sent: Wednesday, August 07, 2002 10:47 PM
To: [(0)(6) lnil; Ed.Giambastiani@osd.pentagon.mil; Larry. DiRita@osd.pentagon.mil
Cce: jaymie duman @osd.pentagon.mil; john jumper@pentagon.af.mil; john keane@hgda.army.mil;

kernan@jfcom.mil; ken krieg@osd.pentagon.mil; peter.pace@js.pentagon.mil;
rodmanp@mail.policy.osd . mil; James.P.Thomas@osd.pentagon.mil; bluti@mall.policy.osd,mil

Subject: action in afghanistan

For secdef, depsecdef
from newt 8/07/02
Action in Afghanistan

Today's Washington Post story on the absolute failure of road building in
Afghanistan is a disgrace and an invitation to a failure.

This slow, laborious bureaucratic red tape ridden pace is typical of the self-serving,
self-destructive habits of the modern international aid community. The defensive
explanations in the story (“Afghans simply have to learn how siow and cumbersome
our processes are” "people should not have unrealistic expectations”) are the
antithesis of the American pragmatic, entrepreneurial, can do spirit. US AID is as
bad as its overseas counterparts.

We should have a retired combat engineer from the Army or Marines or a retired
Seabee from a Naval Construction background and they should have $50 million to
spend directly on their say so. We should ask for volunteers from national Guard
construction units (as we did in Honduras in the 1980s) and they should spend
three to six months building roads next spring and summer. We should insist on the
Churchill phrase "Action this day.”

Leaders all around the third world are watching to see if the United States canbe a
useful ally. They know we can be a frightening enemy. They have less proof that we
can be a helpful constructive ally. They are watching Afghanistan to see whether
our coming in helps or hurts their lives.

If we were prepared to pay a number of countries (Poland, Romania to name two)
would almost certainly send construction units to serve for six months to a year).

All we want to do is build paved roads, get water running for irrigation and drinking,
get electricity poles up, and repair major buildings. The greatest power in the world
should be able to do this fast, decisively and with common sense.

Today we and the rest of the industrial world look trapped in our own red tape,
hypocritical in our rhetoric, and pathetically unable to get the simplest things done to
help our Afghan allies back on their feet.

8/8/2002 11-L-0559/05D/8872
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Appoint a construction czar, cut through the red tape, get things moving.

NOW.

8/8/2002 11-L-0559/05SD/8873
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Snowflake

September 30,2002 11:09 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (il\

SUBJECT: Declaratory Policy

Here is a note from Newt Gingrich on WMD and war crimes. Has this been fed

into your declaratory policy?

Thanks.

Attach.

08/07/02 Gingrich ¢-mail to SecDefre: Regime Replacement: Weapons of Mass Destruction
and War Crimes

DHR.dh
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from Newt 8/07/02 SEP 30 2007
Regime Replacement: Weapons of Mass destruction and War Crimes

Itis vital that we announce early, clearly, and emphatically that any Iragi in the chain of
command who implements an order to use weapons of mass destruction will be
treated as a war criminal and will face the death senience.

We need to make clear that the certainty of American punishment will be great enough
that only Saddam's closest henchmen will even consider implementing an order for
biological, chemical or nuclear action.

This should be one of the highest priorities in preparing for a regime replacement
action against Saddam and should be a component of any future preemptive strike.

The need to establish certainty of punishment for WMD is so great that the
Administration should consider asking Congress for a special law on WMD use and
personal sanctions against anyone invoived.

This is a debate we will win with the American people and it will help set the stage for
future action against regimes and groups using or threatening to use WMD.

Tussday, August 08, 2001 Arvwrias Onling: Thirdwave?
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-
TO: Paul Wolfowitz Oy
LTG Craddock -
Steve Cambone
FROM: Donald Rumsfeid /\h\
SUBJECT: Stryker
Attached is a note on the Stryker from Newt Gingrich that is interesting.
Thanks.
Attach.
08/21/02 Gingnch e-mail to SecDef re: Stryker
DHR dh
093002-28
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R jciv,osb i SECDEF HAS SEEN

From: Thirdwave2@aol.com SEP
Sent: Wednesday, August 21, 2002 5:29 AM 30 2002

To:  [(b)(6) §.pentagon mil; Ed.Giambastiani@osd.pentagon.mil;
Larry. DiRita@osd. pentagon.mil; jaymie durnan@osd. pentagon. mif

Subject: Stryker

for secdef,depsecdef
from newt 8/21/02
stryker

there are two ways to approach stryker. One would be to kill it. That would be
right but would probably maximize hostility and conflict betwen the old army and
the civilian appointees.

The other route is simply to let the llight of day determine its fate (we might in the
end be wrong although | doubt it).

the following outline assumes depsecdef is the action agent but it could be
secdef.

If we ran a simple project that
first allowed the world to know of its millenium challenge performance

second had depsecdef initiate an ooutside look at the millenium challenge
performance and the promises against which it should be measured

third, had depsecdef ask for a review of all the programs the army has cut to
shovel money into this system

fourth had depsecdef request a simulated battie (outside Army maybe at JFCOM)
of the same dollar value Stryker versus AGS (Armored Gun System, Tracer, MX
upgrade of M-113) and then matched c-130 equivelant forces (if you flew 100 ¢-
130s into theater and one version held stryker and the other version held the
alternative force which gave you more power and survivability?)

had depsecdef freeze this years POM investment in Stryker ($4.9 Billion | think)
and instead invested it in secondary Army programs with only enough left over for
Stryker to survive (say $300 million ) while being studied

if at the same time the Army was getting A-10s and looking at JSF it would be
pretty hard to argue secdef and depsecdef were anti-Army.

Our mantra should be "people will die in combat if we make the wrong decision

8/22/2002 11-L-0559/0SD/8877
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and our commitment is to the soldier who is going to war in these vehicles. We
are determined to get the best combat capability to save American lives." That
puts the argument on a moral plane that is pretty hard to argue with.

8/22/2002 11-L-0559/05D/8878
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September 30, 2002 11:24 AM

(N

TO: Paul Wolfowitz =0

Doug Feith
CC: Larry Di Rita
Col. Bucci

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld T\

SUBJECT: Execute Orders

Please take a look at this note from Jim Haynes and then see me.

Larry, please schedule a meeting for us to talk about it.

Thanks.

Attach.

08/12/02 GC Action Memo to SecDef re: Execute Orders [U13307/02]

DHR:dh

193002-31

Please respond by (o / 25f a1
L)
V)

<

O
N

Uoge76 /03

11-L-0559/05D/8879



GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF D@F‘ﬁngk THE
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON AT T"-
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1600 o

SEM?M%&%WzZ

SEP 30 2002
August 12, 2002, 7:30 a.m.

ACTION MEMO

GEMNERAL COUNSEL

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: William J. Haynes II, General Counsel W

SUBJECT: Execute Orders

o Compare the orders you routinely sign to the attached:

o February 12, 1944 order to Eisenhower in anticipation of D-Day. (Two
pages, including organization chart.)

o September 9, 1862 arders from Robert E. Lee to his principal subordinates
regarding his first invasion of Maryland. This one to two page order is one
of Lee’s most complicated orders. It is the one found by McClellan’s ammy,
resulting in the battle at Antietam.

e Problem — Qur system produces very turgid, overly detailed orders for you to
issue. To be sure, this war on terrorism is extraordinary, presenting many unique
issues. Nevertheless, there must be a way to write clearer, shorter orders faster.

e Objective — That we should be able to get closer 1o the old style of orders.

o Perhaps we can rely more on training and general guidance to the
combatant commanders, rather than regurgitating detailed ROE.

e Recommend you suggest General Myers retrieve sample SECDEF orders from
previous conflicts in, say, the last twenty or thirty years. Then, using those
samples, a small multi-disciplinary team can track the changes, identify the
reasons, and provide you a reasoned proposal to improve the system. 1 would
expect this exercise could yield savings in time and resources.
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DIRECTIVE

TO SUPREME COMMANDER
ALLIED EXPEDITIONARY FORCE

(Issued 12 February 1944)

1. You are hereby designated as Supreme Allied Commander of the forces placed
under your orders for operations for liberation of Europe from Germans. Your title
will be Supreme Commander Allied Expeditionary Force.

2. Task. You will enter the continent of Europe and, in conjunction with the
other United Nations, undertake operations aimed at the heart of Germany and
the destruction of her armed forces. The date for entering the Continent is the
month of May, 1944. After adequate Channel ports have been secured, exploitation
will be directed towards securing an area that will facilitate both ground and air
operations against the enemy.

3. Notwithstanding the target date above you will be prepared at any time to
take immediate advantage of favorable circumstances, such as withdrawal by the
enemy on your front, w effect a reentry into the Continent with such forces as you
have available at the time; a general plan for this operation when approved will
be furnished for your assistance.

4. Command. You arc responsible to the Combined Chiefs of Staff and will
exercise command generally in accordance with the diagram at Appendix [repro-
duced on opposite page]. Direct communication with the United States and British
Chiefs of Staff is authorized in the interest of facilitating your operations and for
arranging necessary logistic support.

5. Logistics. In the United Kingdom the responsibility for logistics organiza-
tion, concentration, movement, and supply of forces to meet the requirements of
your plan will rest with British Service Ministries so far as British Forces are con-
cerned. So far as United States Forces are concerned, this responsibility will rest
with the United States War and Navy Departments. You will be responsible for the
coordination of logistical arrangements on the continent. You will also be respon-
sible for coordinating the requirements of British and United States forces under
your commarid.

6. Coordination of operations of other Forces and Agencies. In preparation
for your assault on enemy occupied Europe, Sea and Air Forces, agencies of sabo-
tage, subversion, and propaganda, acting under a variety of authorities, are now in
action. You may recommend any variation in these activities which may seem to

you desirable. 11-L-0559/0SD/8881



7. Relationship ro United Nations Forces in other areas. Responsibility will
rest with the Combined Chiefs of Staff for supplying information relating to opera-
tions of the Forces of the U. S. S. R. for your guidance in timing your operations.
It 1s understood that the Soviet Forces will launch an offensive at about the same
time as OVERLORD with the object of preventing the German forces from trans-
ferring from the Eastern to the Western front. The Allied Commander in Chief,
Mediterrancan Theater, will conduct operations designed to assist your operation,
including the launching of an attack against the south of France at about the same
time as OVERLORD. The scope and timing of his operations will be decided by
the Combined Chiefs of Staff. You will establish contact with him and submit to
the Combined Chiefs of Staff your views and recommendations regarding opera-
tions from the Mediterranean in support of your attack from the United Kingdom.
The Combined Chiefs of Staff will place under your command the forces operating
in Southern France as soon as you are in a position to assume such command.
You will submit timely recommendations compatible with this regard.

8. Relationship with Allied Governments—the re-establishment of Civil Govern-
ments and Liberated Allied Territories and the administration of enemy territories.
Further instructions will be issued to you on these subjects at a later date.
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Crar. XXX1) CORRESPONDENCE, ETC.—CONFEDERATE. 603

‘While I should feel the greatest satisfaction in having an interview
with you, and consulting upon all subjects of interest, 1 cannot but feel
great uneasiness for your safety should you undertake to reach me.
Yonu will not only encounter the hardships and fatigues of a very dis-
agreeable journey, but also rnn the risk of eapture by the enemy. I
send my aide-de-camp, Major [W. H.] Taylor, back to explain to youn the
difficulties and dangers of the journey, which I cannot recommend you
to undertake. ,

I am endeavoring to break up.the line through Leesburg, which is
no longer safe, and turn everything oif from Culpeper Court-House to-
ward Winchester. I shall move in the direction I originally intended,
toward Hagerstown and Chambersburg, for the purpose of opening our
line of communication through the valley, in order to procure sufficient
supplies of flour, I shall not move until to-merrow, or, perhaps, next
day, but .when 1 do move the line of communication in this direction
will be entirely broken up. I must, therefore, advise that you do not
make an attempt that I caunot but regard as hazardous. :

. I have the honor to be, with high respect, your obedient servant,

: R. E. LEE,
Generpl,

SPECIAL ORDERS,} HDpQRS. ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA,
No. 191. September 9, 1862.

1. The citizens of Fredericktown being unwilling, while overrun by
members of this army, to open their stores, in order to give them confi-
dence, and to secure to officers and men purchasing supplies for benefit
of this eommand, all officers and men of this army are strictly prohibited
from visiting Fredericktown except on business, in which case they will
bear evidence of this in writing from division commanders. The pro-
vost-marshal in Fredericktown will see that his guard rigidly enforces
this order.

1I. Major Taylor will proceed to Leesburg, Va., and arrange for trans-
portation of the sick and those unable to walk to Winchester, securing
the transportation of the country for this purpose. The route between
this and Culpeper Court-House east of the mountains being unsafe will
no longer be traveled. Those on the way to this army already across
the river will move up promptly; all others will proceed to Winchester
collectively and under command of officers, at which point, being the
general depot of this army, its movements will be known and instruc-
tions given by commanding officer regulating further movements.

. II1. The army will resume its march to-morrow, taking the Hagers-
town road. General Jackson’s command will form the advance, and,
after passing Middletown, with such portion as he may select, take the
route toward Sharpsburg, cross the Potommac at the most convenient
point, and by Friday morning take possession of the Baltimore and
Ohio Railroad, capture such of them as may be at Martinsburg, and
intercept such as may attempt to escape from Harper’s Ferry.

IV. General Longstreet’s command will pursue the main road as far
as Boonsborough, where it will halt, with reserve, supply, and baggage
trains of the army.

V. General McLaws, with his own division and that of General R. H.
Anderson, will follow General Longstreet. On reaching Middletown
will take the route to Harper’s Ferry, and by Friday morning possess
himself of the Maryland Heights and endeavor to capture tbe enemy
at Harper’s Ferry and vicinity.

11-L-0559/0SD/8883




604 OPERATIONS IN N. VA., W. VA, MD,, AND PA. [Crap.XXXL

V1. General Walker, with his division, after accomplishing the object
in which he is now engaged, will cross the Potomac at Cheek’s Ford, as-
cend its right bank to Lovettsville, take possession of Loudoun Heights,
if practicable, by Friday morning, Keys’ Ferd on his left, and the road
between the end of the mountain and tbe Potomac on his right. He
will, as far as practicable, co-operate with Generals McLaws and Jack-
son, and intercept retreat of the enemy.

VIL General D, H, Hill’s division will form the rear guard of the
army, pursuing the road taken by the main body. The reserve artil-
lery, ordnance, and supply traius, &c., will precede General Hill.

VI1I. Geperal Stuart will detach a squadron of cavalry to accompany
the commands of Generals Longstreet, Jackson, and McLaws, and, with
the main body of the cavalry, will cover the route of the army, brmgmg
up all stragglers that may have been left behind.,

IX. The commands of Generals Jackson, McLaws, and Walker, after
accomphshm g the objects for which they hzwe been detached will Jom
the main body of the army at Boonsborough or Hagerstown.

X. Each regiment on the march will habitually carry its azes in the
regimental ordnance wagons, for use of the men at their encampments,
to procure wood, &e.

By command of General R. E. Lee:

R. H. CHILTON,
Assistant Adjutant- General.

HEADQUARTERS VALLEY DISTRIOT,
September 10, 1862,
Brigadier-General BRANCH,
Commanding Division :

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs me to say that,
instead of moving at dawn, a8 hitherto ordered, you will follow (General
Lawton when e comes up, he being ordered to move at dawn,

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
E. F. PAXTON,
Acting Assistant Adjutant-General.

HEADQUARTERS YALLEY DISTRICT,
September 11, 1862,
General BRANCH:

The major-general commanding directs me to say that Major-General
Hill, having been released from arrest, will assume command of his
dlvu‘non, and you will turn over to him all instroctions received rela-
tive to it.

Respectfully,
' E. F. PAXTON,
Acting Assistant Adjutant-General.

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF NORTHERN VIRGINIA,
Hagerstown, Md., September 12, 1862.

His Excellency President DAVIS:

Mr. PRESIDENT: Before crossing the Potomac I considered the ad-
vantages of entering Maryland east or west of the Blue Ridge. In either

11-L-0559/05D/8884
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Snowflake

September 30, 2002 11:39 AM

TO: Gen. Myers L—g)
;-—.
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ., §
“
SUBJECT: 10 Plan e
N
s
I want to get briefed on the 10 plan we are currently executing in Afghanistan.
Thanks.
DHR:dh
091002-16
Please respond by |D{ g0
N
O
78]
-8
O
N

V08677 /03
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TO: Gen. Myers yrd
s

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld O‘\ /

SUBJECT: Afghan Security Forces

When are we going to have a plan as to what we think ought to be done on

Afghanistan’s security forces?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
(9300238

Please respond by \O { 17 {0
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TO: Gen. Myers e

¢

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld T e
SUBJECT: Reserves

I need to get fully briefed on all this big reserve call up of 300,000 or 280,000 or
260,000 or 250,000, whichever it is—I keep heaning different numbers. I need to

have it disaggregated as to what portion is for Iraq and what portion is for U.S,

force protection.

Thanks.

DHR:dh

093002-44
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September 30,2002 1:57 PM

TO: Gen. Pace

1.5 h

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld fw\

SUBJECT: JROC and Stryker

Is JROC the proper place to take a loak at this article on the Stryker and sec what

the truth is—whether or not it is C-130 deployable?

I keep hearing that it isn’t. But every once in 4 while, someone pops up and says it
is. I think we need to know precisely whether it 1s or isn’t. If it is, how difficultis
1t, how many things break, how long does it take to do it and all of thosc extra

little facts that seem to get lost in a heated debate.
If you’re not the right one, please tell me who is.

Thanks.

Attach.
Inside the Army, “Gingrich Tells Top DoD Officials Army’s Stryker Shouldn’t be Fielded”

September 30, 2002.

DHR:gh
09300261

Please respond by {0 J_ 25 / 0%
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U0g680 /03

11-L-0559/05D/8888



Gingrich Tells Top DOD Officials Army's Stryker Shouldn't Be Fielded Page 1 of 2

Inside The Army
September 30, 2002
Pg. 1

Gingrich Tells Top DOD Officials Army's Stryker Shouldn't Be
Fielded

A prominent retired congressman has advised Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld and his deputies that
the Army's Stryker vehicle should not be fielded, sources said last week.

Former House Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-GA) earlier this month counseled Rumsfeld that Stryker
"should either be canceled or limited to one test brigade that will never be air-transported but that could
be used" to evaluate new electronics.

Gingrich writes in a message to Rumsfeld and Deputy Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz that Stryker
"simply fails to meet" the Army’s self-imposed requirement of deployment via C-130. C-130
compatibility is critical for two reasons, he contends. "There is no other airplane available with the total
lift and mobility of the C-130," he states in the message. Furthermore, approximately 1,730 C-130s --
including 810 within the U.S. Defense Department and Coast Guard -- are owned by 68 countries across
the globe; should the United States need assistance, "our allies can really help with theater mobility if it
fits into a C-130," Gingrich says.

The C-130 requirement must be "non-negotiable” and, given that Stryker is not C-130 deployable, he
states, the program should be terminated. If the department were to let the current contract run its course,
it could outfit about one brigade and use it for testing purposes, Gingrich suggests.

"It 1s impossible for this system to be funded in the next budget at levels requested. It has failed in ways
which are not, repeat NOT, correctable,” he concludes.

Gingrich, through a spokesman, declined to comment on any military matters or contacts with
Rumsfeld. Sources did not know whether his opinion on Stryker was sought or unsolicited advice. He 15
reported to have close relationships with Rumsfeld and Wolfowitz.

Gingrich's letter was circulated to several top defense officials including Air Force Chief of Staff Gen.
John Jumper, Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff Gen. Peter Pace, Army Vice Chief of Staff
Gen. John Keane and Stephen Cambone, head of the DOD program analysis and evaluation directorate.

The Army 1s flying Stryker in C-130s under a temporary waiver issued by the Air Force. The waiver
was necessary because the vehicle is too wide to accommodate the 14-inch safety aisle around all sides
that is required by the Air Force for the loadmaster. Additionally, only a portion of its crew may fly in
the same aircraft.

Yet, the Army disputes claims that Stryker -- the centerpiece of its new Brigade Combat Teams -- is not
transportable via C-130.

Gen. William Keman, chief of Joint Forces Command, recently acknowledged, however, that "there's
some more work that needs to be done” regarding C-130 deployability. He drew his conclusions from
the August Millennium Challenge '02 exercise during which five Strykers were flown on C-130s from
southern California to the National Training Center at Ft. Irwin.

http://ebird dtic.mil/Scp2002/c2002003okin @ OSD/8889 9/30/2002



Gingrich Tells Top DOD Officials Army's Stryker Shouldn't Be Fielded Page 2 of 2

An Army summary of Stryker performance during Millennium Challenge noted that the Infantry Carrier
Vehicle variant required multiple alterations to fit into a C-130: The crew removed two smoke grenade
launchers, all antennas, a left rear bracket that blocked egress over the top of the vehicle, the Remote
Weapons System and the third-row wheel's bump-stop. Reassembly upon landing took as long as 17
minutes, the memo stated (Inside the Army, Sept. 23, p1).

Rumors that some members of the Office of the Secretary of Defense would like to cut Stryker
procurement significantly have floated through the defense establishment during the past few months.
The Army wants to field six Stryker Brigade Combat Teams, formerly known as Interim Brigade
Combat Teams. Sources have suggested that OSD wants no more than three SBCT' -- if that many.

Stryker is currently participating in a side-by-side comparison against recapitalized M113A3s already in
the Army's inventory. The test was mandated by congressional authorizers to determine whether
acquisition of a new medium armored vehicle is truly necessary.

Congress appears at least to support the concept of the Brigade Combat Teams. It has directed that one
IBCT be fielded to Europe by fiscal year 2007,

Additionally, four members of the Washington state congressional delegation recently sent their Capitol
Hill colleagues a letter touting the system. The Sept. 16 document, signed by Reps. Norm Dicks (D),
George Nethercutt (R), Adam Smith (D) and Rick Larsen (D), emphasizes that the Stryker Brigade
Combat Teams "rapidly depioyed by C-130" during the Millennium Challenge exercise, and "brought a
new way of fighting to the Opposing Force."

"All six SBCT's the Army intends to field represent a transformation in warfighting capability that will
ensure our battlefield commanders have the tools they need to immediately respond to the War on
Terrorism and other conflicts," the legislators state.

- Erin Q. Winograd

http://ebird.dtic. mil/Sep2002/c20024930kinSBBHO SD/8890 9/30/2002
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September 30, 2002 2:02 PM

TO: Steve Cambone

CC: Paul Wolfowitz
FROM: Donald Rumsfelaﬁ\
SUBJECT: IBCTs

If the number of IBCTs goes down, we sure better figure out where the ones we do

have go, because the pressure will be fierce.
Let’s get that decided in anticipation, just in case that’s the decision.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-62

Please respond by {Dg' (3 foe.

U0ges81 /03
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September 30, 2002 3:48 PM

..
-
_ G
TO: Paul Wolfowitz ’
O
CC: Larry D1 Rita -
Dov Zakheim
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (V/\
SUBJECT: Continuing Resolution
Do we know what we get from a continuing resolution if we don’t get an
appropriation, how bad it is and what we ought to do about it?
Thanks.
DHR:dh
093002-73
Please respond by 1ol o4 oL~
L)
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y
. September 30,2002 4:32 PM - O’b(/

TO: Gen. Myers -

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld A\, /

SUBJECT: Germany and ISAF

We’ve got to decide what we want to do about Germany and ISAF.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-76

Please respond by (2] i ] oT

® V08684 /03
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Snowflake

September 30, 2002 6:05 PM

TO: Torne Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld .m\

SUBJECT: Lessons Learned

You might want to talk to Newt Gingrich abont the 1dea that we should put a
report to the American people and our coaliton allies on the achievements and
lessons leamed in Afghanistan. It could be a booklet or a briefing. Newt thinks it
could have a foreword from President Bush or President Karzai and possibly some
coalition leaders and an introduction. The book could be from Gen. Franks or
somebody and designed as lessons learned for the Congress, the interagency

participants, the military outside CENTCOM and the like.

He’d be happy to help, and he thinks it could get done by late October and have a
huge impact. It could remind the world that we’ve done some things that worked,

accept the direction we’re going and it could have an effect in 10.

Thanks.

DHR.dh
053002-87

Please respond by ‘OJ o Ur] 02~

U0ge85 /03
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Snowflake

QOctober 1, 2002 7:03 AM

TO: Torie Clarke
CC: Doug Feith
1.D. Crouch

FROM:  Donald Rumsfcld’\)}\\

SUBJECT: NATO

The editorial in the Washington Post from Sunday called “Progress at NATO” is
unfortunate. They claim that my comment that “it hadn’t crossed my mind to
engage NATQO” was disingenuous. It wasn’t. We were briefing NATQ because
we’'re working the NATO countries in the UN to get their support. We were
working with NATO countries because 1 was at a Defense Ministerial meeting of
19 nations, all of which are in the UN, where we are working to get a resolution of
support for the President’s position. The President has not made a decision to go

~ 1nto Iraq, therefore, we were not there recruiting nations to recruit NATO to go

into Iraq.

Then it gees on to say, “NATO’s support would be vital to a U.S.-led campaign
either through individual countnies in the military phase or collectively in post-war
peacckeeping.” That, of course, is true. We're already talking to individual
countries to participate in the event that a decision 1s made. There’s no question
but that there would be either a UN or an international coalition helping in a post-

Saddam Hussein Iraq.

It goes on to say, “The alliance has never operated outside Europe.” That is not
true. The AWACs were flying over the U.S. for almost a year. They were NATO.
There’s a NATO-led effort in Kosovo and Bosnia.

Uogesé /03
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It ends by saying there are some opportunities for “positive transformation of
NATO—one that the Bush administration should not fail to exploit.” That is
insulting. It is the Bush administration that is creating the opportunities for
transformation. We're the ones leading the transformation. We'’re the ones
pressing for command and base structure reform. We’re the ones who thought up

and posed the NATO response force. It is inexcusably uninformed and negative.

Maybe what we ought to do is have J.D. Crouch or Doug Feith write a letter to the
editor of the Washington Post that really cracks them for that editorial’s tack of
understanding and knowledge.
Thanks.
Aftach,

“Progress at NATO,” Washington Post, September 29, 2002; Page B06.
DHR:dh

093002-70

Please respond by

11-L-0559/0SD/8896



washingtonpost.com: Progress at NATO Page 1 of |

washingtonpost.com

Progress at NATO

Sunday, September 29, 2002; Page B06

IN A WEEK dominated by dissonance between the United States and Europe -- the potson of Germany's
elections and the disharmony on Iraq at the United Nations -- there was at least one sign of vitality in the
transatlantic relationship. A conference in Warsaw of NATO defense ministers suggested that the 53-
year-old institution is finally taking steps toward making itself relevant to a post-Cold War world. Since
9/11, NATO has occasionally looked as if it might be withering: Its forces initially played little role in
Afghanistan. That was partly because of an ill-considered Pentagon decision to exclude allies, but also
because of the growing gap between U.S. and European military capabilities. The real threat that the
alliance that faced the Soviet Union might become little more than a political club now seems to be
Inspiring attempts at resuscitation on both sides of the Atlantic. As the war on terrorism expands toward
[raq, the Bush administration should have a strong interest in nurturing and expanding the reforms,

What happened last week was a small but important step toward reviving NATO as a working military
organization. Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld briefed the alliance's 18 other defense ministers on
a proposal to set up a new reaction force, with up to 20,000 troops, that could be deployed within seven
to 30 days. The force would make use of the combat-ready units NATO members now have and would
be explicitly authorized for action outside Europe. That would make it far easier in the future for NATO
to join U.S. forces in engagements such as that in Afghamstan. The idea was warmmly received; with
luck, the initiative could be approved at the NATQ summit meeting scheduled for Prague in November
and could be up and running in two years.

No NATO force would be ready to participate in an Irag campaign, but Mr. Rumsfeld -- after
distngenuously claiming that the thought of NATO 1n Iraq had not crossed his mind -- saw 10 it that
much of the Warsaw meeting was devoted to the subject. In fact, NATO's support would be vital to a
U.S.-led campaign in Iraq, either through the participation of individual members in the military phase
or collectively in postwar peacekeeping. Though the alliance has never operated outside Europe, there
may soon be a precedent: Discussions are underway about NATO participation in a reorganized Afghan
peacekeeping force, led by Germany. All this shows that behind the sometimes angry exchanges over
Iraq lies the potential for a positive transformation of NATO -- one that the Bush administration should
not fail to exploit.

© 2002 The Washington Post Company

http://www.washingtonpost_conﬂacﬂﬂphﬁ@ﬁ&gl m&aﬁ’%uage:primer 9/30/2002



TO: SEC@
FROM: 417\ arke

DATE; 2 October 2002

SUBJECT: Speechwriters
. I'met with all the speechwriters and Tony Dolan on September 30 to review all
appropriate procedures for your speeches and remarks.

1 also underscored the critical importance of taking every measure to prevent any
plagiarism or inadvertent plagiarism.

I will continue to meet with the speechwriters individually and as a group to get
the job done well.

uoges7 /03
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September 30,2002 1:08 PM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld )\
SUBJECT: Speech Length

I have asked, and asked, and asked that every draft of a speech tells me how many

minutes it 1s.
It ought not to be hard for the speech shop to do that every single time.

1 insist that it get done. T am tired of having to guess, and then at the very end

have to cut half of it out.
Please get it fixed.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-31
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Please respond by [o] oy |2
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September 30, 2002 1:10 PM

TO: Torie Clarke

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "Q\\'

SUBJECT: Pronunciation

I think you ought to be able to persuade people in the speech shop to start putting

in the phonetic pronunciation of names that are obviously difficult. Please see if

you can get it accomplished.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
053002-52

Please respond by lof oy ’ oL

11-L-0559/0SD/8900
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September 30,2002 1:12 PM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld W

SUBJECT: Draft Speech Font Size

In the future, please tell the speechwriters when they’re sending me drafts to
please use a decent size font and not the tiny stuff that they’re using with respect
to the West Point speech. Please get all of these instructions and guidance

communicated to all the speechwriters and let’s get it all fixed at once.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002-53

Please respond by lojoyjoL

11-L-0559/0SD/8901
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September 30,2002 1:13 PM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld \’\
SUBJECT: West Point Speech

In the future, please have the name of the speechwriter on the speech, so I know

who’s doing the work.

Thanks.

DHR.dh
093002-54
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Please respond by 0] O';L! aL
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September 30,2002 1:20 PM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ,\)]\
SUBJECT: Draft Speech Process

In the future, please see that my edits are shown to the speechwriter, so that they

understand what I'm trying to accomplish.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
093002.55

NSO
EDTEEYS

Please respond by |
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September 30, 2002 2:11 PM

TO: Larry Di Rita
CC: Torie Clarke
FROM:  Donald Rumsfe]d"\_) N

SUBJECT: Speech Drafts

These speech drafis continue to come in without any idea of how long they are. It
has to stop. Please see what you can do with Torie or Thiessen—or somebody

down there—to get it fixed.

Thanks.

DBR:dh
093002-64

Please respond by lo| 02 for

Y
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May 20, 2002 4:41 PM

[9A

TO: Vice President Richard B. Cheney
Honorable Colin Powell
Honorable George Tenet
Honorable Condoleezza Rice

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ]) ?/L

SUBJECT: Surprise and Warning

Attached is a foreword from Roberta Wohlstetter’s book that talks about surprise

and warning. I think it is worth reading.

Attach.

Foreword by Thomas C. Schelling to Roberta Wohlstetter, Pear! Harbor: Warning and
Decision (Stanford, 1962).

DHR:dh
52002-47

CoA VW O
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FOREWORD

It would be reassuring to believe that Pearl Harbor was just a colossal
and extraordinary blunder. What is disquicting is that it was a supremely
ordinary blunder. In fact, “blunder” is too specific; our stupendous
unreadiness at Pearl Harbor was neither a Sunday-morning, nor a
Hawaiian, phenomenon. Tt was just a dramatic faiture of a remackably
well-informed government to call the next enemy move in a cold-war
crisis.

If we think of the entire U.S. government and its far-flung military
and diplomatic establishment, it is not true that we were caught napping
at the time of Pearl Harbor. Rarely has a government been more expec-
tant. We just expected wrong. And it was not our warning that was most
at fault, but our strategic analysis. We were so busy thinking through
some “ohvious” Japanese moves that we neglected to hedge against the
chpice that they actually made.

And it was an "improBablc" choice; had we escaped surprise, we might
still have been mildly astonished. (Had we not provided the target,
though, the attack would have been called off.) But it was not all that
improbable. If Pearl Harbor was a long shot for the Japanese, so was
war with the United States; assuming the decision on war, the attack
hardly appears reckless. There is a tendency in our planning to confuse
the unfamiliar with the improbable. The contingency we have not con-
sidered seriously looks strange; what looks strange is thought improbable;
what s improbable need not be considered seriously.

Furthermore, we made the terrible mistake —one we may have come

11-L-0659/0SD/8906




Vit <. Foreword

close to repeating in the 1950°'s—of forgetting that a fine deterrent can
make a superb target.

Surprise, when it happens to a government, is likely to be a compli-
cated, diffuse, bureaucratic thing. Tt includes neglect of responsibility,
but also responsibility so poorly defined or so ambiguously delegated
that action gets lost. It includes gaps in intelligence, but also intefligence
that, like a string of pearls too precious to wear, is too sensitive ta give
to those who need it. It includes the alarm that fails to wark, but alsa
the alarm that has gone off so often it has been disconnected. It includes
the unalert watchman, but also the one who knows he'll be chewed out
by his superior if he gets higher authority out of bed. It includes the con-
tingenciés that occur to no one, but also those that cveryone assumes
somebody else is taking care of. Tt includes straightfocwaed procrastina-
tion, but also decisions protracted by internal disagreement. It includes,
in addition, the inability of individual human beings to rise ta the acca-
ston until they are sure it is the occasion—which is usually too late.
(Unlike movies, real life provides no musical background to tip us off to
the climax.) Finally, as at Pearl Harbor, surprise may include some meas-

ure of genuine novelty introduced by the enemy, and possibly some sheec
bad tuck. :

The results, at Pearl Harbor, were sudden, concentrated, and dratatic.
The failure, however, was cumulative, widespread, and rather dreacily
familiar. This is why surprise, when it happers to a government, cannot
be described just in terms of startled people. Whether at Peacl Hacbor
or at the Berlin Wall, surprisc is everything involved in 2 gavernment’s
{or in an alliance’s) failure to anticipate effectively.

Mrs. Wohlstetter's book is a unique physiology of a great national
failure to anticipate. If she is at pains to show how easy it was to slip
into the rut in which the Japanese found us, it can only remind us how
likely it is that we are_ in the same kind of rut right now. The danger is
not that we shall read the signals and indicators with too little skill; the
danger is in a poverty of expectations—a routine obsession with a few
dangers that may be familiac rather than likely. Alliance diplomacy, intec-
service bargaining, appropriations hearings, and public discussion all
seem to need to focus on a few vivid and oversimplified dangers. The
planner should think in subtler and more variegated terms and allow for

Foreword ix

a wider range of contingencies. But, as Mrs. Wobhlstetter shows, the
“planners” who count are also responsible for alliance diplomacy, inter-
service bargaining, appropriatians hearings, and public discussion; they
are also very busy. This is a genuine dilemma of government. Some of
its consequences are mercilessly displayed in this superb book.

Center for International Affairs THoMAs C. SCHELLING

Harvard University

11-L-0559/0SD/8907 H
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SECRETARY OF LABOR 07 Ky 9
WASHINGTON B

MAY -1 2002

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, D. C. 20202-1000

Dear Mr. Rumsfeld:

It is with pleasure that ] hereby appoint you to serve as an ex-officio member of the

Advisory Committee on Veterans’ Employment and Training. 'four appointment is
effective as of today’s date.

[t is the duty of the Advisory Committee to advise the Secretary with respect to
carrying out her functions, including assessing the employment and training needs of
veterans and determining the extent to which the programs and activities of the
Department of Labor are meeting such needs (as provided in Se:tion 4110 of Title 38)
and to submit recommendations with respect thereto. I solicit your advice so that this
Jaw may be effectively administered.

] appreciate your willingness to give us your time and the benefit of your experience to
help us better serve veterans. Please advise Mr, Frederico Juarbz Jr., Assistant

Secretary for Veterans’ Employment and Training, by May 8, 2002, of your intention to
serve in this capacity. His telephone number is|(b)(6)

Sincerely,

A cha

Elaine L. Chao

11-L-0559/0SD/8908 uog717 /02



SECRETARY OF DEFENSE CORRESPONDENCE ACTION REPORT

This form must be completed and forwarded 19 e Correspondence Conrol Qidsian _
ACCOLWHS Room 3A948. Suspense Desk|(D)(6) — JFAX Number:|(B) Actlon Agency r PR =

(0)(6)  |Email: Suspense_Desk(@ed. whs.mil

Suspense Date 5/131/02

1. ACTION TAKEN (Check one) W
|2 ACTION HAS BEEN COMPLETED (Copy attached) N
: b REQUEST EXTENSION OF SUSPENSE DATETO _,l (ustify below) ~X

¢. INTERIM REPLY HAS BEEN SENT (Copy anached) EXTEND SUSPENSETO[ (ustify below)

d. REQUEST CANCELLATION (Justify below)

¢. REQUEST TRANSFER TO t.hestify helew Anglude POC Name & Phone Numiber)

A

. REQUEST DOWNGRADE 10 | - _'\ (Justific belowy

2. JUSTIFICATION

Telephoned the Department of Labor and informed them that My, Juhn Molino, DASD for MC&FP, has
been designated as Secretary Rumsfeld's representative on the Advisory Commitiee on Veterans'
Employment and Traming,

. ®6) o
'Dol's POC s Mr Jobn Mucklebarrow at o 3
il
g
ST
* [y
. - —— Lot
3. REPORTING AGENCY
o ACT[O_N AC_]}E_EIEY o e APPROVING AUTHORITY
|:U PR “ (Service Secrewary nder Secrelary’ASDMilitaryT xecutive Assrstant Level)
- Signature Paie Signed
b, NAME OF ACTION OFFICER R
[T Damneriter | Dannemilier Robert 0609008535 05292002 ]
¢, TELEPHONE NO. 5 ACTION TAKEN {For EXSI.C/ Comrespondente Contral Divasion Use Only)
b)(6 :
(b)e) | +EXT m Approved D Disapproved /\
J DATE b CANX [ ! Approved | Disapproved “~
!05f29/2002 J ¢. DWNGRD F Approved E] Disapproved .s
[ _' N
Jd. TRANSFER LA ved Disapproved ~
4, CCD CONTROL # L Aoprove [j__ i N
_ o OTHER (Specify) | R
! U08717-02 Sigramure Date Simed _‘ \/

SD FORM 391, DEC 2000

11-L-0559/0SD/8909 2 Y0sTt-ae
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May 2,2002 7:42 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /Q/\

SUBJECT: Singapore

Please be sure I send a personal note thanking the Deputy Prime Minister and

200PS

Minister of Defense of Singapore for the $10 million contribution toward U.S.

operations in Afghanistan.
1 want to see the draft.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
050202-8

Please respo — f ploe
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1100 DEFENSE PENTAGON CErniTes 7 r ShTnos

whunoiqsg s Loraas

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE commT o pT

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1100

SECDEF HAS SEENc» 7 1 . o,

CoMPTROLLER MAY 0 2 2007

INFO MEMO
April 16, 2002, 2:21 P.M.
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
7 FROM: Dovs. Zakheim N\
| SUBJECT: Singapore

¢ You may recall that at this morning’s staff meeting I mentioned that Singapore
had agreed to contribute $10 million in assistance-in-kind 1o the Global War on

Terrorism. I attach a self-explanatory letter from Defense Minister Tony Tan.

‘."‘/J,. ; T
Attachments:

As stated - / d
/.
O ¢ AN -/

COORDINATION: NONE

/]/70&7 L: 71 4

J

Inee L

varry Di Bt
gl

. by -

F "‘38‘“ 3&’\" D% R’TA i
SAMA usmaAsrm"é/
9"’ ° )

kA B 004
{TXEGSEC WrTwORE

5&

11-L-0559/0SD/8911 106896 /02
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“Ciag . nb‘"

AMBASSADOR
OF THE
REPUBLIC OF SINGAPORE
3501 INTERNATIONAL PLACE, NW.
WASHINGTON, BC 20008

(b)(6)

April 16, 2002

Dr Dov Zakheim

Under Secretary of Defense (Comptraller)
Department of Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301

Fax: (703) 693-0582

Dear \Undloa, S-E-U‘L‘D'Q""“ Zeleiann ;

Could you please forward the atlached faxed letter from Deputy Prime
Minister, Dr Tony Tan, who is also Singapore's Minister of Defence to US
Secretary of Defence, The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld. Singapore has
pledged US310 million in kind towards US operations in Afghanistan.

The origina! letter will be sent to you ence we receive it.
With best wishes,
Yours sincerely,

o

CHAN HENG CHEE

11-L-0559/0SD/8912



T L APR-16-2002 12:30 SINGAPORE EMBASSY 3902 P.g2-o2

DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER AND
MINISTER FOR DEFENCE
SINGAPORE

11 April 2002

The Honourable Donald Rumsfeld

Secretary of Defense
Department of Defense
United States of America

Dear Sasstlany Romslid,

I am pleased to inform you that the Government of Singapore has considered
the request of the United States Government for assistance-in-kind, and will pledge
US$10 million in kind fowards the US operations in Afghsnistan.

Singapore stands firm in our support for the international fight against
terTorism, and this contribution underscores our commitment to support this effort.
‘We regard the fight against terrorisin as an endesvour of the highest iroportance.
The civilised world must and will sucéeed i this endesvour. .

wan sk wisheg

Yours s-lw-ﬁf"q”].

an

DR TONY TAN KENG YAM

11-L-0559/0SD/8913
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

JUN 17 202
4
B
>
A
His Excellency Dr. Tony Tan Keng Yam g,
Deputy Prime Minister and ™
Minister for Defence
Republic of Singapore
Dear Dr. Tan:

I wanted to express my gratitude for your nation’s

pledge of assistance-in-kind towards U.S. operations in
Afghanistan.

Your pledge of $10 million demonstrates
Singapore’s serious commitment to the fight against
terrorism. The United States is pleased to be joined by
Singapore in this cntical endeavor.

Your support means a great deal.

With my best wishes,

Sincerely,

20 g;n/z//

ugogae /02
11-L-0559/0SD/8914
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May 23,2002 8:00 AM

TO: Torie Clarke

CC: Paul Wolfowitz
Tom White
Gen. Myers
Gen. Pace
Gen. Shinseki
Pete Aldridge

Powell Moore /1’/
FROM: Donald Rumsfela’QQ/
SUBJECT: Garwin Op-Ed

Here is an op-ed piece by Richard Garwin, which should be moved around. He is

a member of the Jasons and is a brilliant person,

Thanks.

Attach.
Richard Garwin, 05/20/02 e-mail to Op-Ed Editor, Washington Post

DHR:dh
(52302-8

i,

Please respond by

uoggs0 02
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Home
FAX: mEF HAS S

INTERN

May 20, 2002
(Via Email to oped at washpost.com)

Op-Ed Edilor
The Washington Post

1150 15th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20071

Dear Op-Ed Edilor:
Crusader and Beyond.

On May 16, the entire Defense Department leadership--
Secretary of Defense Donald . Rumsfeld, Deputy Secrctary
Paul Wollowitz, and Under Secretary Pete Aldridge-- faced a
skeptical Armed Services Commiltee in presenting their
decision to cancel the Army Crusader artillery system.

Crusader is an advance over Paladin-- the current
self-propelled howitzer. The Crusader system consists of a
sophisticated self-propelled gun with advanced control
system, and a supply vehicle capable of transferring fuel
and 48 rounds of ammunition to the howitzer in less than 12
‘minutes. The overall program would have had a $9 B
development and procurement cost,

I concur with Secrctary Rumsfeld's judgment that the
Crusader program has been overtaken by other technology, and
that the Army will benefit far more from applying these
resources to a guided multiple-taunch rocket system.

[ noted also the Secretary's testimony that the military in
the past has often been shortsighted in rejecting the cruise
missile, GPS, and the joint direct attack munition-—- JDAM--
the GPS-guided bomb first used in 1999, in the conflict in
Kosovo.

1 toiled over the decades to gain acceptance for all three

of those programs, and several others. In my judgment, the
GPS-guided rocket system surpasses Crusader in every HE: 850

3
11-L-0559/0SD/8916
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aspect-- ‘firepower, precision of attack, minimal staffing
requirement, and flexibility, as well. It is also less
vulnerable than is Crusader.

Why?

Howitzers such as Crusader are limited to a range of
30-40 ki, although rocket-propelled rounds can extend this
range. The Army indicates that the probable error in range
for Crusader would be 0.5%, so about 0.15 km at 30-km range.
The probable error for the GPS-guided rocket likely to be in
the 5-m range, accounting for the statement that for attack

on a point target, one guided projectile is worth about 50

of the unguided.

A single Crusader is to put eight rounds simultaneously "on
target” (within the 150-m by 30-m footprint), by firing them
in quick succession at different elevation angles. Itisa
simple matter to launch cight rockets from a range of 100 km
orso-- even from different locations-- with the same
requirement for simultaneous arrival.

That capability is demonstrated in modern fireworks
displays, which are computer prograrmnmed and fired.

Guided rockets, with ranges from 60 km to 200 km or so, can
mass fires much more readily onto a particular target than
can multiple guns, or even a single Crusader. Furthermore,
the same mechanism (movable fins or canards-- which allows
the navigation system to guide the weapon to the target) can
also be used to provide maneuvering, so that targets can be
attacked not only directly, but from the side or from the
back. Such capabilities already exist with JDAM.

Furthermore, Crusader is a large system . Development is
tightly integrated, whereas for the guided rocket, there is

only loose coupling between the rocket in its various
versions, and the launcher and command system. So one can
anticipate much more rapid evolution of the rocket system,
which can be placed into effective use, while adding
features later which might prove desirable and affordable.

I advocated such weapons throughout the 1970s and 1980s. In
fact, the cruise missile came into the inventory because

then Chief of Naval Operations Elmo R. "Bud" Zumwalt had
been the liaison between my Naval Warfare Panel and the
Pentagon before he was sent to Vietnam to head the
brown-water Navy there. On assuming the position of CNO,

11-L-0559/0SD/8917



Admiral-Zumwalt wrote me, "I am up and running on CAPTOR
mines and cruise missiles." And indeed he did bring the
Tomahawk cruise missile into the inventory, which was also

the origin of the air launched cruise missile, developed by
Boeing.

Those interested in the effectiveness of our military in
general, and our army in particular, should get behind the
precision guided rocket system and transfer as expeditiously
and economically as possible funds from the Crusader program
to this quicker and more effective approach.

One problem continually bothers the army; itis that a
weapon of longer range is attached at a higher level in the
army siructure, so that those in combat regard such longer
range weapons as less responsive and less available than
weapons which support only their local combat arca. In
principle, weapons of longer range can do everything that
the shorter range weapons can do; if necessary, the longer
range weapons can be firmly assigned to support specific
units.

Sincerely yours,

Richard L. Garwin
Philipz D. Reed Senior Fellow for Science and Technology
Council on Foreign Relations

RLGF:;jah:21400EWP:0520020EWP

For discussion with colleagues only

5
11-L-0559/0SD/8918
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON )77 MY ag o4 1. 20
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-4000 ’

INFO MEMO

PERSONNEL AND
READINESS

May 24, 2002, 4.00 PM
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: DAVID S. C. CHU, UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
(PERSONNEL AND READIN SS) 7>z rpd S b, Ll C’N‘%j ary

SUBJECT: Quality of DoD Schools: Has there been a decent study? —
SNOWFLAKE

e Yes: The National Education Goals Panel commissioned a Vanderbilt
University report on why minority student achievement on the National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) was so high in DoD schools.
Results published September 2001.

e DoD domestic and overseas schaols scored at or near the top of all states in
reading and writing on the 1998 NAEP, often referred to as the Nation’s
Report Card. The same is true for the results from the 2000 NAEP that
focused on math and science (not included in the study).

¢ Caucasians, African-Americans, and Hispanics each scored well compared to
their civiltan public school counterparts. The white-minority performance gap
was narrower than in the civilian sector.

e IfDoD were a state system, it would rank number one in the nation in terms of
its minority student scores. The rankings were sustained even after controlling
for parental education.

¢ The authors noted several factors influencing these resulis:

e DoD has a strong accountability system that continually measures
student achievermnent and drives curricular improvement.

e Parents are encouraged to participate.

o DoD schools are relatively small, facilitating communication and
_cooperation.

o The report also notes that sufficient resources are key. DoD schools appear to
be adequately but not lavishly financed. DoD, in 1999, spent approximately

G

11-L-0559/0SD/8919 108853 /02



$8,900 per pupil, $1,600 more than the national average. (Note: national
figures often exclude other federal and state funds for which DoD is not
eligible.) DoD’s per pupil expenditure is less than what typically is spent in
large U.S. school systems with comparable portions of minority students.

® We are investigating a process to measure the added value of DoD schools,
i.e., controlling for family and community characteristics.

RECOMMENDATION: None

COORDINATION: None

Prepared by: Dr. Joseph D. Tafoya, Director, DoDEA, (0)(6)

11-L-0559/0SD/8920
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April 22,2002 3:17 PM
TO: David Chu

FROM: ~  Donald Rumsfeld “7)f\, -
SUBJECT: DoD Schools

Sixty Minutes had a program on DoD schools education programs and how they
seem to be color blind and income blind, yet produce better students than the
private schoaols.

“Has there been a decent study on that, so we really know what is going on? They
compared DoD schools with public schools.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
04220241

Please respond by __ OS fl_’} [o2-

TOTAL P.e4
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April 22,2002 3:17 PM

S&

TO: David Chu

v
FROM: =  Donald Riimsfeld ~1){\ ’E

SUBJECT: DoD Schools

Sixty Minutes had a program on DoD schools education programs and how they
seem to be color blind and income blind, yet produce better students than the
private schools. '

Has there been a decent study on that, so we really know what is going on? They
compared DoD schools with public schools.

Thanks.

DHR.dh
04220241

Please respond by ___ 05 (1702~

TOTAL P.64

eoyddec
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May 24,2002 2:43 PM

Persopal
TO: Honorable Robert S. Mueller, 111
Director, FBI
FROM: Donald Rumstel \ /L/

SUBJECT: Steve McMillan

Bob, one additional thought for your finance post is Steve McMillan. He used to
be the legislative director for Phill Gramm, when he was Chairman of the Senate
Budget Committee. [ understand he is either just going to OMB or thinking about

it. You might want to look at him,

As you can see, [ gave it a little additional “consideration.™

Go get ‘em, my friend. You can do it! — But stay away from DoD. Wc’ve got
our hands full here. -~
Regards,

DIIR dh

052402-9
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May 7,2002 9:08 AM

TO: Jim Haynes

% FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (@
| /W SUBJECT: John Walker Lindh

PERE

We have to get that John Walker Lindh issue solved promptly. Please tell me

what needs to be done.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
050702-7

Please respond by _ © Sl jojot-

5/‘2. o
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1600
INFO MEMO

May 20, 2002; 9:00 A.M.

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
T
FROM:  William J. Haynes I, General Counscl Wity 572/%

SUBJECT: Status of United States v. John Walker Lindh

e You have asked for a brief status report on where matters now stand in the Walker
prosecution.

¢ On Tuesday, May 14, the Department of Justice (DOJ) responded to the court’s
order to propose a method by which Walker's defense counsel could pose
questions to detainees. Under the proposal, defense counsel questions would be
screened and worked into routine interrogations. Answers would be transcribed
and screened, then provided to defense counsel. A redacted videotape of
interrogation would also given to defense counsel.

o The court scheduled a hearing on this issue for May 28, 2002.

e JTF 170 and the 202™ Military Intelligence Battalion are continuing to collect
reports of interviews and similar documents to be screened for exculpatory
evidence. We may be required to turn such evidence over to the defense.
Screening will requtre a review of over 10,000 documents.

o Dol has requested access to the relevant databases in order to conduct these
document reviews. We will continue to limit DOJ access until we see how the
court handles the detainee access issue.

e The court's action in resolving the detainee access issue may restrict our options in
moving this case forward. We are developing a contingency plan for your
consideration should the court dismiss the case.

COORDINATION: NONE
Prepared by: Major Patrick J. Murphy, USMC, DoD OGC |08

11-L-0559/0SD/8925
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April 25,2002 10:09 AM

Jim Ha
w i ynes fﬁ
w’ Doug Feith .
)
M Donald Rumsfeld 1\
y SUBJECT: Ammesty International
Please take a look at this Amnesty Intematlonal parncularly the conclusions and
recommendations, and tell me what we ought to do about it.
Thanks
04/15/02 Amnesty Intornational Report == (s BE found &7 Www. dmn‘gsrﬂ, o1
USA - TECAMGST of PURNGES 1N IFCipnsTa) 4D
DHR:dh EnaThsAme DAY UNDOLAGIES  Humbn H60s — AMIESM TTELVANGUM_
042502-R MW ™ WS wemaetl
Please respond by Og/ t7lo2-
web
/at nsf/recmi/AMRSIUSuML
.,r/lo v
>
It 2
»
o= b Q cfoo
~ (umm&f/ Ne &/ T Y
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May 15,2002 6:46 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /\7\

SUBIJECT: Pakistan

The Air Marshall for Pakistan was in, and they have the same problem—we are

not paying them moncy. What is going on?

Thanks.

DHER dh
051502-2

Please respond by L

Jloypeic

ﬁm(tu(,__ ,

\
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PRINCIPAL DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY

OF DEFENSE
2100 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-2100

PoLICY INFORMATION MEMO

1-02/007515

) sl

FROM: Dr. Stephen A. Cambone, Principal Deputy Under Secretary of De@for
Policy

[FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

THROUGH: UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR POLIC Y/‘

MAY 18§ Al

SUBJECT: Pakistan Reimbursements
& Youraised questions about reimbursing Pakistan for war-related ¢xpenses.

e We have reimbursed Pakistan for expenses through December 2001. Expenses
claimed totaled $472 million. DoDD made payments totaling $80 million from the
Defense Emergency Response Fund (DERF) using authority provided in section 304
ol the Emergency Supplemental Act, 2002. In addition, the State Department, using
its authorities, made payments totaling $220 million.

¢ Pakistan has submitted expenses for January-March 2002 of approximately $80
million per month; we expect to receive April expenses shortly. We have not yet
reimbursed Pakistan for 2002 claims because the authority provided to DoD for this
purpose is exhausted and the authority we requested in the pending emergency
supplemental is not yet enacted.

P end v

o We requested $420 million in the c emergency supplemental for reimbursements to
Pakistan, Jordan, and other key coopcratmg nations based on estimated requirements
of $45 million per month for Pakistan and $15 million through the end of the year for
Jordan.

o OUSD(C) is preparing to move quickly to make additional payments to Pakistan once
the supplemental appropriation act is enacted. It is anticipated that reimbursements
will be for less than the expenses submitted due to both vetling requirements and
availability of funding,

Prepared by: Mary Tighe){t)(6)
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SHEHYRe

May 23,2002 1:10 PM

TO: Honorable Colin Powell
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld V____'

SUBJECT: Outside DoD Assignments

I got your memo on outside DoD assignments dated May 20.

My Special Assistant, Larry Di Rita, 1s working with your Executive Secretariat to

sort through those issues, and my impression is that it is coming along fine.

Regards,

DHR:dh
052302-25

11-L-0559/0SD/8929
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May 20, 2002

or/

MEMORANDUM TO THE SEC OF DEFENSE
FROM: Colin L. Powel)
SUBJECT:  OQutside DOD Assignments

As we discussed last week, there is value in having military officers assigned to the
Department of State and Foreign Service officers serving in the Department of Defense,
The exchanges have been on a non-reimbursable basis. Both Departments benefit
from the exchange. The military officers serving at State are for the most part working
on issues of importance to DOD.

As 3 resuit of your March 13™ directive to not approve any additional assignments
outside of the Department, Doc Cooke has refused all requests for replacements for
officers finishing thelr tour at the Department of State. I think it would be unfortunate
if this successful and long-standing program came to an end.

We are prepared to provide a justification for each position to show the benefit accrued
to DOD. 1 ask for your reconsideration of the pew,policy.

4
Colin L, Powell

Uo8s90 /02
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE -
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON "7 /- /- =t
WASHINGTON, D.C. 203014660 - - - "~

e M7 LAY 27 A 636
P READINEas INFO MEMO

May 28, 2002 — 10:00 AM

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FROM: DAVID S. C. CHU, UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

(PERSONNEL AND READINE% enls A L hecn #¢3 o
SUBJECT: Gender Integrated Training — SNOWFLAKE

¢ Charlie Abeli and I are personally reviewing gender-integrated training by:
» Visiting each of the basic training facilities
¥ Interviewing our major operational commanders about their view of the

competence of the personnel they receive from the training establishment
(i.e., does a change in policy have military merit?)

¢ We anticipate completing this survey by fall and would propose to report to
you on its results at that time.

RECOMMENDATION: None required.

COORDINATION: None required.

Prepared by: Captain Stephen Wellock

Uog9sl /02
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SHEWIRARe
" '{D\f\\ ' 2:48 PM
TO: David Chn
'FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld
DATE: May 4, 2002
SUBIECT:

How are we doing on these Presidential statements that he made during the

Campaign?

Thanks.

DHR/azn
050402.14

Attach: Campaign Statements snowflake dated 9/7/01
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Please respond by:
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shewsRe

TO: : Secretary White
. - Secretary England
Secretary Roche
CC: David Chu
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld @%
[
DATE: September 7, 2001

SUBJECT: Campaign Statements

Attached are some materials that refer to statements made by the President on the
subject of training in the military. You might want to be aware of them.

Thanks.

DHR/azn -~
090701.20

11-L-0559/0SD/8933
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Memorandum

TO: JOSHUA BOLTEN
FROM: JOEL KAPLAN
DATE: 09/06/2001

~ SUBJECT: CAMPAIGN STATEMENTS ON GENDER INTEGRATED
TRAINING

In response to your request, please find attached quotes that I belicve represent the
entircty of the President’s and Dr. Rice’s public comments during the campaign on
the issue of gender-integrated training in the Armed Services.

As you’ll see, the President spoke to this issue directly on two occasions. First, in
response to a question about “gender-integrated training” generally, the President
stated in a December 1999 interview with the National Review that he “[docs not)
believe in gender-integrated training,” and that he “think(s] they onght to be
separated.” Second, the President gave a narrower response to a narrower question
in a campaign-stop interview published the following month in American Legion
Magazine. In that interview, the President answered a question on gender-
integrated basic training by stating that “the [e}xperts . . . tell me that we ought to
have separate basic training facilities.” Dr. Rice, a metmber of the Kassebaum-
Baker commission and the one expert to whom the President explicitly referred in
his American Legion interview, had previously described the President’s views in a
press teleconference in September 1999. She explained in that interview that while
the President’s “view is that gender-integrated training above the basic training
level is a very good thing, . . . we ought to look hard at the basic training end see if
it might not be be a good thing to have . . . separate gender training at the basic
level, at least in the first several weeks.” :

11-L-0559/0SD/8934
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President Bush Quotes From Campaign

National Review
December 31, 1999

NR: What about gender-integrated training?

GWB: I don'i believe in gender-integrated training. I think they ought to be separated.

The Washington Post
December 14, 1999
POLITICS; Bush Rules Out ‘Co-Presidency’

In a wide-ranging interview with the conservative journal National Review, Texas Gov. Grorge
'W. Bugh held forth on women, the media, his New Year's plans and smoking in the White
House...Should men and women train togetber in the military? "I don't believe in gender-
integrated training. 1 think they ought to be separated. The training facilities ought to bhe
separated.” '

Americsn Legion Magazine
Jaouary 2000

The American Legion Magarine Editor John Raughter Interviewed Bush ar a campalgn rally In Cedar Raplds, Jowa
Candidate O & A

Q: What are your visws on gender-integrated basic training.

A The experts tell me, such as Condolesza Rice (policy adviser to former President Bush), that
we ought to have scparete basic training facilities. | think women in the military have an
important and good role, but the people who study the issue tell me that the most effective
training would be to have the genders separated.

Dr. Rice Quote From Campaign

Press Teleconference

September 23, 1999, Thursday

BEADLINE: FORMER SECRETARY OF STATE DICK CHENEY HOLDS
TELECONFERENCE WITH HIS FOREIGN POLICY ADVISER AND FORMER U.S.
AMBASSADOR RICHARD ARMITAGE TO DISCUSS GOVERNOR GEORGE W. BUSH'S

11-L-0559/0SD/8935
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SPEECH ON DEFENSE POLICY AT THE CITADEL IN CHARLESTON, S.C.
QUESTION: What about gender-integrated training in boot camp?

RICE: Yes, his view is that gender-integrated training above the basic training level is a very
good thing, once they're into military operational specialties, but that we ought to look hard at
the basic training and see if it might not be 4 good thing to have gender — to have separate
gender training at the basic level, at least in the first several weeks.

If you remember, this was a recommendation of a bipartisan pancl, the Kassebaum-Baker panel,
1t was a very, very broadly gauged pansl — civil rights lawyers, a Title 9 lawyer «- and cverybody
on that pan¢] unanimously recommended that basic training — that they look hard at basic

» . : .

QUESTION: My understanding, though — when you said he's going to listen to hiz military
cammanders, it's my recollection that the rajority of senior commanders oppose that
recommendation.

RICE: I think that there — as I said, we'd look hard — he'd look bard at it. 1 didn' say he would
always decide cxactly what his military comumanders said. I said he would listen bard to them.

QUESTION: So can we then say that he hasn't taken a position on it?

RICE: Yes, Are you through (ph)?

11-L-0569/0SD/8936



UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE “~ "~ 7 .t
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGONCI ™7 1 70 o o
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-4006° ~~ = = ==

MWIEN 29 8 651

INFO MEMO
PERSONNEL AND
READINESS
May 28, 2002 — 10:00 AM
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM:  DAVIDS. C. CHU, UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
(PERSONNEL AND READINESSI 7, oo/ ¢ Ado AP My SR

SUBJECT: Federal Recognition for National Guard Generals — SNOWFLAKE

e In keeping with your direction (Tab A), the Department has been setting a high
standard for federal recognition of flag rank for general officers in the National
Guard. (They may be promoted by their states, but federal recognition allows
them to serve in that grade when called to federal service, and is seen as an
important validation of state actions.)

¢ Two cases in the Mississippi National Guard have recently arisen that are of
interest to Senator Lott, and I therefore wanted you to be informed of the
background to the Deputy Secretary’s decisions regarding their federal
recognition, should Senator Lott speak to you about them.

» In one case (Brigadier General Roberts), the Deputy Secretary has deferred
action on federal recognition, pending a DoD IG review of Army practices
regarding membership in supporting organizations. (The IG had earlier
substantiated adverse information that General Roberts improperly pressured
soldiers to join the National Guard Association of Mississippi.)

¢ In the other (Colonel Woods), the Deputy Secretary decided to deny
recognition, based on the adverse information substantiated by the IG that
Colonel Woods signed an Officer Evaluation Report knowing it contained false
mformation.

¢ [ will be conveying these conclusions to Senator Lott shortly.
RECOMMENDATION: None required

COORDINATION: None required

‘ g Uuogass /02
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" Prepared by: Captain Stephen Wellock,|<b)(6)

Atiachment: As stated

¢c: Mr. DiRita
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April 4,2002 10:23 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfcld'm

SUBJECT: National Guard

What is the situation on the National Guard? 1 keep reading these articles. This
may be a time to release all of that, let it out and make the changes we want to

make in the Guard.
Please see me about it.

Attach.
04/04/02 Dave Moniz and Jim Drinkard, “4 More Guard Leaders Probed,” US4 Today

DHR:dh
040402-2

Please respond by odqlizlow

uo6957 /02
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Among those arrested was
Wahidullah Zahabaun, the
former finance minster for the
Northem Alliance and a for-
mer member of Mr. Hekmat-
yar's Islamic Party, which was
known for its extreme religious
doctrines and its virulemtly
anli-Westem views. A gov-
emment official said that Mr.
Zahabaun had been released
but that his whereabouts were
unknown.

A spokesman for the
American Embassy said to-
night that the staff did not
know about the arrests,

Mr. Karzai’s government,
cobbled together during a
meeting in Germany while the
fighting was stil] raging in Af-
ghanistan, has been plagued by
infighting since it took office.

In February, Abdul Rah-
man, the civil aviation minis-
ter, was killed by a mob, and
three members of Mr. Karzai's
government, including the
deputy intelligence minister,
were arrested, Mr. Karzai
charged tifat Mr. Rahman had
been essassinated as part of a
conspiracy. The three men are
awaiting trial.

Last month, Zahir abruptly
postponed his scheduled return
to the country amid concerns
about his sccurity. A Western
diplomat said the former king
faced the threat of assassina-
tion.

His trip is meant to rally
support for the government.

The alleged conspiracy
comes two months before the
convening of the loya jirga, a
planned gatheting of the na-
tion's political and religious
leaders 1o choose a new gov-
ernment.

The maneuvering for that
. convention has already begun,
with persisient reporfs that an
alliance of lslamic fundamen-
talists, including Mr. Hekmat-
yar and others, would try to
unseat Mr. Karzai and form a
more strictly Islamist povem-
ment.

Mr. Karzai could not be
reached for comment today,
- but a senior adviser sugg
that he might have had little to
: do with the arrests, and that the
arrests might have been carried
out without his approval.

Mr. Karzi's critics see
him as a compromise choice,
‘and little more than # puppet of
the Tajiks who control the For-

eign Affairs, Interior and De-
fense Ministries,

*This is & deeply divided
government," said the Karzai
adviser, who spoke on condi-
tion of anonymity, "l am not
sure that he signed off™ on the
arrests,

The arrests follow the de-
cision by the Bush adminisira-
tion last month to oppose the
expansion of the 4,500-man in-
temational security force now
patrolling the streets of Kabul.

Mr. Karzai had urped
Western governments 1o ex-
pand the force to other Afghan
cilies, saying that without a na-
tional army, his government
was powerless lo fight rem-
nants of the Taliban or quash
restless warlords.

The administration argued
that the nations now supplying
troops, like Britain and France,
had military commitments
elsewhere and were not willing
to contribute any more. The
Bush administration is cautious
about the force, for one reason
because it has said it does not
want to be put in the position
of having to evacuate it should
fighting make that necessary.

At a ceremony in Kabul
today, the Afghan government
marked the graduation of the
first 600 members of the aa-
tional army, a force intended o
bring Afghanistan’s many eth-
nic groups together under a
unified command.

"We will not allow groups
of armed men call themselves
armies,” Mr, Karzai said.

Also today, the new
American ambassador to Af-
ghanistan, Robert P. Finn, pre-
sented his credentials to Mr.
Karzai at Gulkhana Palace.
Mr. Finn is the first American
ambassador to serve here since
Adalph Dubs was kidnapped
and murdered by leftist ex-
tremists here in 1979,

While Kabu! appears rela-
tively calm under the watchful
eyes of the international force,
the scene .ouiside of capital is
markedly different. The most
serious threats have come in
the north, where the private
armies of Gen, tad Atta
Mubammad and Gen. Abdul
Rashid Dostum, the deputy de-
fense minister, have clashed
repeatedly in recent wecks.

* Although he has pledged
his loyalty to the Karzai pov-
emment, General Dostum may

be preparing to challenge it. A
United Nations official and
members of the interim gov-
emment say General Dostum
is receiving guns and money
from Iran. Gen. Dostum re-
cently invited two former as-
sociates of Mr. Hekmatyar to
set up operations in the large
areas of northem Afghanistan
where the general exerts nomi-
na} control.

Mr. Hckmatyar rose (o
promingnce in the 1980 as a
leader in the American-backed
effort 10 oust the invading
forces of the Soviet Union.
Despite his extremist views, he
received morz  American
money than any other warlord.

After the Soviet Union
withdrew in 1989 and civil war
engulfed the country, M.
Hekmatyat's fortunes declined.
Despite  continved  backin
from Pakistan, his army stalle
outside Kabul, and his forces
began a series of rocket attacks
on the city that lasted through
the mid-1990's. As many as
50,000 civilians were estj
mated 10 have been killed. '

Mr. Hekmatyar met
match in the Taliban,

tlefield. Mr. Hekmatyar
into exile, but many of his ffol-
lowers joined the Taliban.

All four were Army Guard
generals, known as adjutants
general, who ran the National
Guard in their states. The
Amy provided summaries of
the internal investigations, but
it says releasing ideatitics
would violate privacy rights,
It's not known whether the
generals received punishments.

The disclosures amplify
questions about the guality and
character of some of the top
leaders of the 470,000-member
Guard, which is being counted
on to play a major role in
homeland defense and is in
fine for a boost in federal fund-
ing.

The extent of misconduct
among top Guard generals is
unknown because the Pentagon
refuses to release complete re-
cords. The four new cases
came in response to a request
for records involving Oregon,
idaho, West Virginia, Con-
necticut, New Jersey, South
Carolina and the District of
Columbia,
© Among the findings: .

*A March 2001 Army
probe determined that an adju-
tant general had a five-year
sexual relationship with an
enlisted woman in his state
while he was mami¢d. The
military prohibits  adultery,
which for generals is typically

~ \i’mreer-ending offense.

USA Today ~ *An August 1996 Army
April 4, 2002 investigation determined that
Po i an adjutant general had "co-
B. erced, harassed and threat-~
5. 4 More Guard Leaders]  ened” officers who did not join
Probed the National Guard Associa-
Pentagon disclosures point fo - tion, a _powerful lobbying
misconduct by brass in I3 |/ group.

stares
By Dave Moniz and Jim
Drinkard, USA Today

least 13 the number of

where the bi 2
Guard official violated mil
rules or state or federal laws
over the past decade.

The disclosures came in
response to a Freedom of In-

‘formation Act request by USA
TODAY. The military refused P

to identify the  pencrals in-
volved or their states and re-
fused to say whether any addi-
tional state commanders have
commitied misconduct.

11-L-0559/0SD/8942

*A March 1997 investiga-
tion found that an adjutant
general  improperly  used
moacey intended for soldiers o
purchase gifis for officers in
his cormmand, Guard officers
in other states and active duty

tary ~officers. The report
aglls&rz;id pt“h!;cd‘ adjutant glenctz
i asing rules
furnish hj ce. .
a serjes. of articles in
December, USA TODAY out- -
lined chranic _ misconduct
among adjutants general deross
the United States. Over the
decade, these  state-
appointed  National ~Guard
cotiumanders committed - of-
fenses that -include cmbezzie-
ment, perjury and “misuse of
govemment praperty.
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sSnowflake'

911 AM
TO: Gen. Tom Franks
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld '\71k
DATE: May 28, 2002
SUBJECT: AFGHANISTAN

1 am told that water is a real problem in Afghanistan.

Do you think that it would make any sense for us to send some Corp of Engineer
people over there to try to figure out where the water table is and what might be

uo+Stuoy Zhav]

done?

Former Secretary of the Army Marty Hoffmane has an interest in this and raised
the question with me. After you think about it, let me know your thoughts and if
we think it is worth doing, Marty could be helpful to the Corp as to where to go
and how to do it. Let me know what you think.

Thanks.

DHR/azn
052802.01

|
Please respond by: d‘ 2 ]OQ
1

®tOAvw8€
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, '{;\,\ \® - 2:48 PM
TO: David Chu
| FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?\
DATE: May 4, 2002
SUBJECT:

How are we doing on these Presidential statements that he made during the

Campaign?

Thanks.

¢SE

»

DHR/azn
050402.14

Attach; Campaign Statements snowflake dated 9/7/01
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Please respond by:
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uog974 /02
11-L-0559/0SD/8944



SHANRERe

TO: . Secretary White
: Secretary England
Secretary Roche
CC: David Chu
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld f\)%,
DATE: September 7, 200

SUBJECT: Campaign Statements

Attached are some materials that refer to statements made by the President on the
subject of training in the military. You might want to be aware of them.

Thanks.

~

DHR/azn
090701,20
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1000

CCT 2 1 2002

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS

CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF

UNDER SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE

DIRECTOR, DEFENSE RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING

ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE

DIRECTOR, OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION

COMMANDERS OF THE COMBATANT COMMANDS

ASSISTANTS TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

DIRECTOR, ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT

DIRECTOR, PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND EVALUATION

DIRECTOR, FORCE TRANSFORMATION

DIRECTOR, NET ASSESSMENT

DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES

DIRECTORS OF THE FIELD ACTIVITIES

Jajzéj

SUBJECT: The Title “Commander in Chief”

Effective immediately, the title “Cormrnander 1n Chief” shall be used to connole or
indicate the President of the United States of Amenica. Further. this memorandum
discontinues use of the acronym “CINC™ (meaning "Comumnander in Chief™) for military
officers. Attached is a list of new titles to be used.

Utilization of current matenal (signs, stationery, etc) for military officers that
indicates the title “*Commander in Chief” is permitted until supplies are exhausted, or
until the next regular maintenance period during which signage may be changed without
any undue additional cost to the taxpayers.

P 5\_*#179%

?ﬁ,wOAz

Attachment:
As stated

5.

W
11-L-0559/0SD/8946
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New titles of former military "Commanders-in-Chief"

Unified Combatant Commands

Commander, U.S. Northern Command
Commander, U.S. Southern Command
Commander, U.S. Joint Forces Command
Commander, U.S. Pacific Command
Commander, U.S. European Command
Commander. U.S. Central Command
Commander, U.S. Transportation Command
Commander, U.S. Special Operations Command
Commander, U.S. Strategic Command

Other Commands

Commander, United Nations Command

Commander, Combined Forces Command

Commander, North American Aerospace Defense Command

11-L-0559/05D/8947



CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 107 1"V 20 P 12: §5
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-5999

ACTION MEMO CM-351-02
30 Nppp3002
SpOE '%
i
#FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec Action
‘ﬁ -
#/  FROM: General Richard B. Myers, C] CW ’ /M
/

w?/ SUBJECT: The Title "Commander in Chief"

¢ | have drafted the attached memorandum for your approval and signature (TAB) to
restrict the use of the title “Commander in Chief” to the President.

¢ In addition, this memorandum discontinues use of the acronym “CINC™ (meaning
“commander in chief™) to preclude confusion inasmuch as this acronym has
normally connoted or indicated commanders of combatant commands and, in
some instances, commanders in the Military Services.

RECOMMENDATION: Sign the attached memorandum disseminating the correct
usage of the term “Commander in Chief.”

COORDINATION: NONE

Attachment;
As stated

Prepared By: MajGen H. P. Osman, USMC; Director, Jg®e |

SPL AGBETTRRT DI RITA
SR MAGRMMBASTIANI
MA SIBETI
EXEEDWHITMORE

11-L-0559/05D/8948 09052 /02



THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTCON, DC 20301-1000

CHAIRMAN QOF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
UNDER SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE
DIRECTOR, DEFENSE RESEARCH AND EN
ASSISTANT SECRETARIES OF DEFENSE
GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE
DIRECTOR, OPERATIONAL TEST AND EVALUATION
COMMANDERS OF THE COMBATANT COMMANDS
ASSISTANTS TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
DIRECTOR, ADMINISTRXTION AND MANAGEMENT
DIRECTOR, FORCE TRANSFORMATION
DIRECTOR, NET ASSESSMENT
DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES
DIRECTORS OF THE FIELD ACTIVITIES

connoted or indicated the gdmmanders of the combatant commands and, in some
instances, commanders ig the Military Services.

efense Dictionary of Military and Associated Terms (short title:
ich defines the tertms “combatant command”™ and “‘combatant
nceforth only the President will be called the Commander in Chief in
the United States Constitution, which refers to the President as

in Chief” of the United States Armed Forces.

Joint Pub 1-02),
commander.”

G
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON

WASHIN&E?N1 % EﬁﬁP:B‘M -1600

GENERAL COUNSEL

MEMORANDUM FOR UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (P & R)
SUBJECT: Redesignation of the Title “Commander in Chief”

This replies to your request for coordination on a proposal to have the
President formally redesignate certain positions of importance and responsibility
under section 601 of title 10, United States Code (section 601). The redesignation
would replace the title of *Commander in Chief” with the title “Commander.”
Your proposal is based upon the view that such formal redesignation may be
necessary before the Secretary may direct that “Commander” be used in place of
“Commander in Chief” when referting to those officers.

I have determined that, as 2 matter of law, the Secretary may issue this
guidance now, an his own authonity. The positions 1n question are commanders
and deputy commanders of combatant commands, and commanders of three
international commands. Of course, in keeping with the substantial authonty
vested in these commanders, they may perform many responsibilities, including
serving in some cases bath as commanders of United States combatant commands
and as commanders of international commands. The legal analysis with regard to
titles for commanders of combatant commands differs somewhat from the analysis
for commanders of intemational commands.

1. Commanders of Combatant Commands. The primary governing
statute for commanders of combatant commands s section 164 of title 10, United
States Code (section 164). Nothing in this statute mandates the designation
“Commander in Chief.” To the contrary, section 164 uses the titles “commander
of a unified or specified combatant command™ and '‘commander of a combatant
command.” Section 164 thus suggests that the "“in chief” language is merely
honorific.

This view is consistent with the President’s recent actions. In his current
Unified Command Plan (UCP), the President used the title “commander” rather
than “commander in chief” to refer to the combatant commanders. [n addition, in
all of the President’s recent nomination packages submitted to the Senate for
combatant commanders and deputy commanders, the President changed the titles

for those positions to use the term “commander” in place of “commander in
chief.”

<&

11-L-0559/05D/8950



Moreover, the Secretary’s authority, direction and control over the
Department of Defense under 10 U.S.C. § 113 includes the power to determine
methods of addressing subordinate officials within the Department, including
combatant commanders and their deputies. Establishing such conventions and
customs within the Department is an inherent part of the Secretary’s command
authority.

I have carefully considered - and rejected - the argument that the title of a
position of importance and responsibility under section 601, by itself, is so central
to the designation of that position that only the President may direct this name
change. The President’s duty under section 601 is to designate positions, not
bestow titles (though of course he may do so if he chooses). Titles merely identify
the designated positions. A change in title would not alter the position. It would
create no uncertainty regarding which positions are designated under section 601,
and thus would not implicate the President’s section 601 responsibilities. And in
any event, the President’s recent actions regarding the UCP and combatant
commander nominations, described above, evidence his intent to change the title
of the combatant commanders from “commander in chief” to “commander.”

In sum, directing the Department to use “commander” is consistent with
sections 164 and 601, with the President’s recent actions, and with the Secretary’s
statutory and inherent authority.

2. Commanders of International Commands. The positions of
Commander in Chief, North American Aerospace Defense Command,
Commander in Chief, United Nations Command; and Commander in Chief,
Combined Forces Command raise additional issues. These international
commands are created by international agreement rather than by section 164. And
unlike section 164, these agreements specifically refer to “commander in chief.”
Nonetheless, these agreements do not preclude redesignation. Nothing in the
agreements requires that the commanders be designated “commander in chief,”
and a redesignation as “commander” would affect nothing of substance in the
treaty.

I should note, however, that the United States cannot bind another nation to
changes in an international treaty unless that nation consents to the change.
Because redesignation might have diplomatic implications, the Secretary should
consider, as a matter of comity, informing our treaty partners of this change and
perhaps seeking modifications to relevant international agreements to reflect this
change. In addition, perhaps for an interim period, the Secretary may wish to
authorize these commanders to use the title “commander in chief” in the
international context when doing so is in the interest of the United States. This
multiplicity of titles depending on function is nothing new for these commanders —
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they are familiar with the concept of wearing several “hats,” including those of
multinational commands.

The President’s most recent UCP, referred to above, contains a reference to
the title “Commander in Chief, North American Aerospace Defense Command.”
Accordingly, that title may be used in the bi-national U.S.-Canadian context. The
UCP also embraces the title “Commander, US Northern Command” - the same
official. In light of the Secretary’s statutory and inherent authority to determine
the methods of addressing subordinate officials, T do not believe that the

President’s UCP reference affects the conclusions above,
Kk

I am aware that consistent DoD practice has been to request the President to
modify formally the titles of the positions designated under section 601 before
directing any change in the Department. Under the specific circumstances
presented here, however, I find no legal requirement that the President take action
as proposed 1n the attached package prior to the Secretary’s issuing his direction.

I have advised the Counsel to the President and the Office of Legal
Counsel, Department of Justice, of my conclusions.

William ¢/ Hayncsf
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CDR Greg Wittman
Navy Military Assistant
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
EXECUTIVE SECRETARIAT

Datea: June 17, 2002

[ Suspense: 1600 19 June, 2002 |

SUBJECT: CINC mema.

The Secretary of Defense has asked for coordinafion by the individuals listed
below on the attached mamo regarding use of the titte *Commander in Chief",

Pleass indicate below concurrence or nanconcurrence, signature and date, and
any remarks. Fesl free lo annotate the attached draft memo.

COORD CONCUR/ SIGNATURE/ REMARKS
NONCONCUR DATE

CJCS (Myers)

VCJCS (Pace)

USDC)
(Zakheim)

DaD GC ONCOMCUR - i puT PP D= prlod
(Haynes) A‘{-—-—-“ P ‘4,_7“:, ;i Y D A fu

ASD (PA)
{Clarke)

ASD (LA)
{Moore)

it

Completed ¢coordination package should go to CDR Wittman in OSD Executiv
Secretariat, Room 30853, by suspense. Pleass deliver or call for pickup,[{B)E)
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

TR 31 g,
3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON EERC L SRR Y

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

UNCLASSIFIED

ACQUISITION,
TECHNOLDGY
AND LOGISTICS

INFO MEMO

May 15, 2002
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Mr. E. C. “Pete™ Aldridge, Under Segr of Defense (AT&L)

2 4 MAY
SUBJECT: Info Memo Force Protection 2002

Snowflake at TAB A.

The staffs of USD(AT&L), USD(P&R) and the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff (CJCS), are working this snowflake. We are currently working together to scope
the extent of this challenge and then to propose technology options for fielding and
implementation. CICS has prepared the compendium of technology projects at TAB B,
as potential considerations. DDR&E has examined the Joint Staff compendium and
DDR&E reports that it is a good first list of near term technology opportunities, but it
may not include all the technology opportunities that could emerge from the DoD
Component's current/approved S&T programs.

In addition, as a follow-up to a meeting of the Military Manpower Senior Level
Review Group, Dr. Chu requested that DDR&E engage in an evaluation of technology
opportunities for manpower transformation at TAB C. We are working closely with
USD(P&R) to define the technologies that may produce opportunities for force protection
manpower reductions.

AT&L’s expected analysis of technology products have been shared with
USD(P&R), and the Defense Science and Technology Advisory Group (DSTAG) (i.e.,
Service Component S&T Execs + Joint Staff) with a positive response. The DSTAG is
working this initiative through a tasked working group, with report and recommendations
due to the full DSTAG in early June, 2002. AT&]. plans to have an interirn assessment of
technology programs by June 14, 2002,

F.S
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Also, we are working with the Assistant Director of Operations, Force Protection
(J-34) to vet a subset of the technology opportunities with the military operations
communities by using the JROC's Joint Warfighting Capability Analysis (JWCA) process.
We anticipate that the TWCA metrics and methodology could be used for the full
portfolio of technology opportunities. We will continue to keep you informed of our
progress.

Attachments: TAB A: SECDEF Snowflake
TAB B: CJCS Compendium of Technology Projects
TAB C: Evaluation of Technology Opportunities for Manpower
Transformation

Prepared by: Dr. Robert Foster, Director, Bio Systems, ODUSO(S&T), [0)®)

UNCLASSIFIED
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SHEWIRERe

March 20,2002 7:58 AM

TO: Pete Aldridge

CC: Steve Cambone

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld \)\

SUBJECT: Force Protection

I would like to know what we are doing in R&D and technology development to

get technological ways to handle force protection that makes it less manpower

intensive.
Steve: we should make sure the DPG includes this.

Thanks.

DHR:h
032002-5

Please respond by 0% {2 Jor
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CHASRMAN OF THE JOINY CHIEFS OF STAFF

WASHINGTON, D.C. 200150088

INFO MEMO CH-181-02
22 Zebruary 2002

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CIC }/

SUBJECT: Homeland Security (HLS) and Antiterrorism/Force Protection (AT/FP)

' »  For your information, the following is in response to your question (TAB) regarding
projects to make homeland security and force protection less manpower intensive.

o Specific Projects. Currenly, 14 Service and 2 combatant commander programs
could reduce the HLS and AT/FP manpower footprint when fielded. All are funded

and on track. Cim

¢ Types of Programs. Umﬁanned syitcms, rcmote sensors and weapon
platforms, integrated access control, command and control, perimeter
detection/surveillance, and waterside security.

» Status of Programs. Three programs are available now for the Services and
combatant commanders to purchase. Eight programs will be available within
1 to 3 years. Approximately S6M in additional funding to the Services could
accelerate five programs to production in less than | year.

o Other Efforts. [n addition to leveraging technology, less manpower intensive
solutions for HLS and FP are being considered as we review and prioritize all
requirements that compete for our limited resources (e.g., instead of using manpower
10 physically protect an asset, we may harden the supporting facility, modify existing
plans or do nothing and accept risk).

COORDINATION: None

Attachment:
As stated

(b)(6)
Prepared By: LtGen G. S. Newbold, USMC, Director of Operations;
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-4000
4 2y
PERSONNEL AND
READINESS

MEMORANDUM FOR DIRECTOR DEFENSE RESEARCH AND ENGINEERING

SUBJECT: Military Manpower Senior Level Review Group Follow-up

‘{) opy="
Thank you for agreeing to lead an effort to evaluate opportunities to exploit
technology as a means to release military manpower so that the Services can transform their
manpower structure to better meet the requirements of the new strategy.

Please include representatives from each of the Services and the Joint Staff as you
conduct this review. Ms. Jeanne Fites, my DUSD for Program Integration will provide a
representative to assist you as well. I know that you are currently looking at ways
technology could be used to reduce the manpower cumrently performing force protection
duties. T am confident that there are other areas in which we can use existing or emerging
technology in innovative ways to reduce our dependence on military manpower.

Charlie Abell reported to me that you indicated that you would like to meet with us
as you get started on this effort. I welcome the opportunity to discuss this with you at your
convenience.

In order to meet the Secretary’s suspense, I would appreciate receiving an interim
report on your progress during the week of May 13-17. T will ook for your final report not
later than June 14, 2002,

David S.C. Chu

9
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March 20,2002 7:58 AM

TO: Pete Aldrid