THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

ACQUISITION.
TECHNOLQGY
AND LOGISTICS

The Honorable Neil Abercrombie
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20513

Dear Representative Abercrombie:

Thank you for vour August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Detense asked that T respond.

Sincethe Secretary’s comments at Fori Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Detense Agency completed a successful end-to-end fhight test of the long-range
missile defense capahility on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by wartighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was Jaunched fixm an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined. but
the warlighters operaling the system did not receive prior notice of target launch,

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success. the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS)test program 1s by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries. differenttarget characteristics
and countermeasures, and different ratd patterns and composition. Some will be
successtul, and some will not, but all will contribute to moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal 15 to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximuim extent possible to increase knowledge of. and confidencein, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point 1s important. In July, we saw one manifestation of tbat threat fromn
North Korea in its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United Stateshas devoted some S100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding wentto
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993, Approximately
$21 billion has been invested 10 the Ground-hased Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, s0
that when it was employed in cambat during OperationIRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against [ragi nussiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Detense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile delense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system. capable of intercepting threats m the upper atmosphere as well as just
outside the atmaosphere, which completed a successtul intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive systetn that is much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone, And tinally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence n the
approach to enhance the system's performance, We have a limited. but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago. with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in eftect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens. deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensnre we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

Kenneth ). Krieg
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

ANOQUISTITION.
TECHNOLOGY
ANMCH LOGISTICS

The Honorahle Vie Snyder
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Snyder:

Thank you for vour August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that 1 respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successfnl end-to-end flight test of the long-range .
missile detense capability on September [, This test began with the launch of a threat
representative targer on a realistic trajectory across an operational, uperaded. early
warning radar manned by wartighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters. and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined. but
the warfighters operating the systemn did not receive prior notice of target launch,

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single. relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success. the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program 1s by no meuns complete. Later tests will
involve different (rajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successful, and some will not, but all will contribute to moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components ot the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal 1s to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of. and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining satety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea in its etfort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem imcreasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iragi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supportedthe restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well asjust
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these componentsinto a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense,

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system'’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Departimentis on a path to

provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J, Krieg
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2010

ACGQUISITION,
TECHNOLOGY
AND LOGESTICS

The Honorable Tom Udall
U.S. House of Representalives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Udall:

Thank vou for vour August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that I respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warlighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a S-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS ) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve dilferent trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
suceessful, and saome will not, but all will cantribute to moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is 10 devise scenarios that test each system Lo
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point 15 important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea 1n its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 0years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against [raqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for moditication. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Seaof Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High- Altitude Area
Detense system, cupable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well as just
outside the atmosphere. which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And tinally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including tbe
Alrborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range tnterceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited. but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago. with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today. the Department 1s on a path to
provide critically-neededmissile defense protection for our citizens. deployed forces,
friends. and allies.

Your continued support of our etforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

sincerely.

Kenneth J. Krieg
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THEUNDERSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

ACQUISITION.
TECHNOLOGY
ANC LOGISTICS

The Honorable John M. Spratt
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Spratt:

Thank you for your August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that I respond.

Since the Secretary’scomments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, alse manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures,and different raid pattems and composition. Some will be
successinl, and some will not. hut all will coniribute to moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal 1s to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possihle to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea 1n its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its misstle programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iraqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense pragram, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High- Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper aimosphere as well as just
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition.
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that is much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally. the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance, We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect. this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends. and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J, Krieg
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-3010

Tiy

ACQUISITION,
TECHNOLOGY
AND LOGISTICS

The Honorable Loretta Sanchez
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Sanchez:

Thaok you for your August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Detense asked that [ respond.

Since the Secretary s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successtul end-fo-end fhight test of the long-range
missile detense capahility on September 1. This test began with the launch ol a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by wartighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the aperational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters. and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined. but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The tlight test was representative of an attiuck by a single. relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test wax u success. the Ballistie
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program 1s by no means complete. Later tests will
involve differenttrajectories and engagement geometries. difteranttarget characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successful, and some will not, hut all will contribnteto maving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other componenis of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of. and confidence in, system
perlormance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. [n July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea in 1ts eflort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance 1t.
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COORDINATION

Support for Full Test of US Missile Defense Capability

USIXI) Dr. Cambone September 11,2006
USD{(P)XISP) Mr. Benkert September 7,2006
ASD(LA) Mr. Wilkie September7,2006
0GC Mr. Dell’Orto September 11, 2006
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September (1, 2046
TO: Robert Wilkie
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld :Dj ’\ mté)

SUBJECT: Response to Letter on US, Missile Defense Capability

I would like to see the response that is drafted con this missile defense letter from
Skelton, et. al, and rmake sure it has been deared with Steve Cambxme before the
draft is given to me.

Thanks.

Attach 8/29/08 Letter to SecDef

DHE.33
SFOML06-14
Please Respond By 09/14/06 SEP 14 7008

SNOWFLAKE RESPONSE ATTACHED
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Tongress of the Unifed Slates
Washingten, BC 20515
August 29,2006
Donald H Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon

~Washingtan DC 20303-1000-— -~~~ == -
Dear Secretary Rumsfeld,

We are writing to inquire about your comments Sunday at Bt Greeley, Alaska that you
would like to see a full test of the U.S. missile defense capability. You stated that you
wanted to have a test “Where we actuatly put all the pieces together; thatjust hasn’t
happened.” We could not agree with you more regarding the need to perfarm a full end-
to-end tesr of the existing limited missile defense system in operationallyrealistic
conditions.

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

On July 4™, Narth Karea test fired seven missiles including its long range Taepodong2
missile for the first time. While the latter failed within a minute of launch and the
missile’s range is unknown, it marked North Korea’s break with a unilateral moratorium
it has obscrved since 1999, Docunients suppuorting the Missile Defense Ageney s fiscal
year 2007 budget request, observe that “Without major technical hurdles, an adversary
could choose to launch a missile ar the United States fam a forward-based sea plaiformn
within a few hundred kilometers of U.S.territory.”

We support your call for an operationally realistic test of our current missile defense
systam (o know the actual state of our capabilities. Sincethe Strategic Defense Initiative
(SDT)was launched in the mid 19805, the United States has spent nearly $100 billion an
missile defense programs and studies with littlg to show forit. You have asked the
Amenican people to pay forover $10billion in missile funding in the 2007 fiscal year.

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

WA NNII!\N\II"I‘\IIW\"H!III\
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systam that you called for 2 Fori Greeley. When i$ such a test planned? As supparters of
fielding a limited missile defense capability that works, we would also like to know when
you believe that the American people can be sure that this limited system will truly
defend our country against athreat such as North Korea.

We Lock forward to your timely response.,

Sincerely,

11-L-0559/05D/59427 . P.03
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-3010

ACQUIS I TION,
TECHNOLOGY
ANQ LOGISTICS

The Honorable Ellen O. Tauscher SEP 19 2005
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

hY'ete

Dear Representative Tauscher:

Thank you for your August 29 letter concerning Giround-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that T respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters in California. An intercept solutiou was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
wartighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 3-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack hy a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successiul, and some will not, but all will contribute 1o moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat. (\

z
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This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from .

North Korea in its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the (_%

United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs

progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based 9

acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily “_

useful capability while we continue to enhance it.
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993, Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against [raqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis

Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
ite 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis hallistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almosl 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Delense syslem, capable of intercepting threats in the upper aumosphere as well as just
outside Lthe atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limuted, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Krieg

11-1-0559/05D/59429




THEUNDERSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

ACOUISITION,
TECHNOLOGY
AND LOGISTICS

The Honorable Tke Skelton 9
U.S. House of Representatives SEP 19 A6
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Skelton:

Thank vou for your August 29 letter conceming Ground-based Midcourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that 1 respond.

Since the Secretary's comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters m California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 3-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the systein did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and compositon. Some will be
successful, and some will not, but all will contribute to moving the program’ forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence 1n, system
performance, while maintaimng safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea 1n its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran's intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That 15 why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capahility-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy mulitarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.

ook

W

11-1 -0559/0S/59430




Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when 1t was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iraqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-bused Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aecgis ballistic missile defense-cquipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altutude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well asjust
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
aloue. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable inlerceplors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Singerely,

Kenneth I. Krieg

11-L-0559/0S5D/59431
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The Honorable Neil Abercrombie SEP 19 2006
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Abercrombie:

Thank you for your August 29 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
Systemn testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that T respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters 1n California. An intercept solution was then
generaled using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a S-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program 1s by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successlul, and some will not, but all will contribute 10 moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea 1n its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capahility while we continue to enhance it.
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W
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10vyears.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iraqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts. with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well asjust
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 18 much more capable than any of the individual elements
aloue. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the systern’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will cnsure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

enneth J. Kri

11-1-0559/05D/59433
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The Honorable Vi¢ Snyder SEP 19 2006

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Snyder:

Thank you for your August 29 letter conceming Ground-based Midcourse Defense

System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that 1 respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire. control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 3-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve ditferent trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successtul, and some will not, but all will contribute to moving tbe program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum exteut possible lo increase knowledge of, and confidence in, sysiem
performance, while maintaining salety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea in its efforl 1o test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear ag its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.

4
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993, Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitied the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iraqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its | 8 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well as just
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and letbality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincegely,

Kenneth ). Krieg

11-1-0559/05D/59435
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The Honorable Tom Udall
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Udall:

Thank you for your August 29 letter conceming Ground-hased Mideourse Defense

System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that 1 respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed « successtul end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters m California. An intercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and fire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined, but
Lhe warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, ditfferent target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successful, and some will not, but all will contribute to moving the program forward.

Each of Lhese tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system 1o
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea i 1ts effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s mtentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy mulitarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it




Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense program over the
last 10years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against Iraqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Detfense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aeyis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well asjust
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successful intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that is much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally, the funds support the development of future capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and letbality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department i1s on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

Kenneth J. Krieg

11-L-0559/08D/59437
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The Honorable John M. Spratt
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington,DC 20515

Dear Representative Spratt:

Thank you for your August 20 letter concerning Ground-based Midcourse Defense
Systemtesting. The Secretary of Defense asked that I respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September . This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warning radar manned by warfighters in California. An intercept solution was then
generaled using the operational command and {ire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the system did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile, While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System (BMDS) test program is by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different wajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and different raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successiul, and some will not, but all will contribute 1o moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the olther components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal is to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possihle to increase knowledge of, and confidence in, systermn
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea in its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. lran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That 1s why the Secretary ol Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue 10 enhance it.

&
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
carly research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense programn over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed i combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDOM, it was a
complete success against [raqi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its TR <hips programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols 1n the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well asjust
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successiul intercept test in July. In addition,
the [unds were used (or sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And linally, the (unds support the developmentof future capabilities including the
Airborme Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited, but increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department is on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
{riends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Singerely,

Kenneth J. Krieg

11-1-0559/050/59439
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The Honorable Loretta Sanchez.

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Sanchez.:

Thank you far yomr August 29 letter concerning Ground-haced Mideourse Defense
System testing. The Secretary of Defense asked that [ respond.

Since the Secretary’s comments at Fort Greely and your recent letter to him, the
Missile Defense Agency completed a successful end-to-end flight test of the long-range
missile defense capability on September 1. This test began with the launch of a threat
representative target on a realistic trajectory across an operational, upgraded, early
warmng radar manned by warfighters m Califonua. An imtercept solution was then
generated using the operational command and lire control system, also manned by
warfighters, and an operational interceptor was launched from an operational site. Given
necessary range and safety limitations, a 5-hour target launch window was defined, but
the warfighters operating the systemn did not receive prior notice of target launch.

The flight test was representative of an attack by a single, relatively
unsophisticated, but lethal, hostile missile. While this test was a success, the Ballistic
Missile Defense System {BMDS) test program 1s by no means complete. Later tests will
involve different trajectories and engagement geometries, different target characteristics
and countermeasures, and dilferent raid patterns and composition. Some will be
successful, and some will net, but all will contribute to moving the program forward.

Each of these tests, and those of the other components of the BMDS, builds on the
knowledge gained from previous tests and adds new and challenging objectives to
demonstrate enhanced capability. The goal 1s to devise scenarios that test each system to
the maximum extent possible to increase knowledge of, and confidence in. system
performance, while maintaining safety and keeping pace with the advancing threat.

This last point is important. In July, we saw one manifestation of that threat from
North Korea 1n its effort to test an advanced missile capability that could threaten the
United States. Iran’s intentions also seem increasingly clear as its missile programs
progress. That is why the Secretary of Defense has endorsed a capability-based
acquisition approach to developing missile defenses, allowing us to deploy militarily
useful capability while we continue to enhance it.

G
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Over the past 2 decades, you noted the United States has devoted some $100
billion to missile defense. This has occurred under several Administrations and with
ever-increasing Congressional support. A substantial portion of this funding went to
early research and space-based programs that were cancelled in 1993. Approximately
$21 billion has been invested in the Ground-based Midcourse Defense prograin over the
last 10 years.

The remaining funds have permitted the PATRIOT PAC-3 capability to evolve, so
that when it was employed in combat during Operation IRAQI FREEDQM, it was a
complete success against Iragi missiles. The funding supported the sea-based Aegis
Ballistic Missile Defense program, which has succeeded in 7 of 8 intercept attempts, with
its 18 ships programmed for modification. Aegis ballistic missile defense-equipped ships
started operational long-range surveillance and tracking patrols in the Sea of Japan
almost 2 years ago. The funding supported the restructured Terminal High-Altitude Area
Defense system, capable of intercepting threats in the upper atmosphere as well as just
outside the atmosphere, which completed a successtul intercept test in July. In addition,
the funds were used for sensors and C2 systems integrating all of these components into a
layered defensive system that 1s much more capable than any of the individual elements
alone. And finally, the funds support the developmentof {uture capabilities including the
Airborne Laser, more capable interceptors and space-based sensors to enhance
discrimination, and lethality across the entire spectrum of missile defense.

This latest test of the long-range interceptor increases our confidence in the
approach to enhance the system’s performance. We have a limited, hut increasing,
capability where none existed before. Four years ago, with the Anti-Ballistic Missile
Treaty in effect, this could not have been possible. Today, the Department 1s on a path to
provide critically-needed missile defense protection for our citizens, deployed forces,
friends, and allies.

Your continued support of our efforts will ensure we can reach this goal.

Sincerely,

enncth J. Krieg

11-L-0559/0SD/59441 .
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What Went Right Page 103

New York Post
August 27, 2006

What Went Right
Media missed a wildly successful New Orleans rescue drive

By Lou Dolinar

Do you remenber the dramatic TV footage of National Guard helicopter Jandings atthe Superdome, 8
soon as Katrina passed, to drop off t#ns of thousands saved frem cerain death?Of the corpsmen TIung
with stretchersto catry the survivorsto ambulances and the medical center? Or the reports on how the
operation = with Coast Guard helicopters, regular militzzy units and local firsiresponders, too - went ofl
for more than a week, saving morc than 50,000 lives?

No? Te's because the nabional media imposed a near-total blackout on the nerve cenferof what may
have been the largest, most suecessful ueriul search-and:rescae operation in history.

Infat, they got the Katrina timeline exactly hackwards: Help wasn't late toarrive, The most important
work - lifesaving, search and rescue - got done in the first four days afler the hurnicane passed.

On this anniversary week of Haricme Katrina, we/Il hear endless rehashirg of the manifold failures of
FEMA and the Bush administration - much of it deserved - and endlesschanfing of the "help was lats"
creme, What we won't hear is what congressional reports have since shown: Three other agencies
anticipated the crisis and swung into action a5 soon as the storm passed.

THE CoastGuard rescued about 30, 000New Orleans residents studk in attics, onrooftops,and e——
to troes us floodwaterstose; the Louisiana Depatment of Wildlife and Fisherics. ancther 20,000-plus.
The Louisiana National Guard and the National Guard Bupeaa (its federal overseer) accounted for
17,000 more, as well as providing critical stockpiles of food. water and suppert for volunteers. Iral
police and firefighters. Bven FEMA resasersplayed major roles. How many were saved from death is
unknowable, but tens of thousands clearly faced death from drowmung, dehydration, beat stroke and

discasc.

At the center of all this was the Superdome, supposed ground zero for governmental incompetence and
hedd behavior by the locals. In fact, it is a symbol of how badly the press can misrepresent reality.

11 wasn't just a shelter of last mext. The National Guard moved its headquarters there onMonday, afler
3 Jackson Barracks in the Sth Ward was flooded out. Hundreds of helicopters landed daily to unload
survivors. How could themedtia miss it?

Tinitially heard about the Dome headquarters from Maj. John T. Dressler of the Nekbiarml Guard Bureau,
who was present in the command ent thers, and pulled together after-action reparts for the Guard as
whole from its 50-plus stale commiands. lodisiar Guard officials, including Maj. Ed Bush, eonlinmed
His account. This is how it happened:

THE weekend before Katrina Hit, the Louisiana Quard sent several hundred soldiers who were tramed m
policing and crowd control to the Dame. It also stocked huge quantitics of combatrations (Meals Reagdy
to Eat) and water. Dressler said that about 2,000 other troops (with MREs and water) were stationed &
o
\d
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What Went Right Page 2 of 3

annories and schoolsaround the city. Elsewhere in the state and camtry, 6,000 more troops were

Meanwhile, National Guard and Coast Guard helicopless dispersed out of state, away from the storm
(standard operating Emm.hze) , Tenlater cizrled south behind Katrina and followed the st orminto the
city. Thus, up to 64helicopters armived Monday afternoon and evening to start rescue work, plus the
reconnaissance that revealed more details of the breached levees, (High winds made it impossible for
help to arrive sooner.)

And Guard commanders knew by 9:un. that their city was in deep trouble, with water 20 feet deep
around the Jackson Barracks. {This is about when TV anchors wene reporting that the ity had "dodged a
bullet ™} They contacted the National Guard Buresn in Washinglon via sateliite phone farmore help. By
noon, all 52 state guard commanders telecontereneed and got a laundry list of what the locals needed.
The result: More helicopter search-and-rescueteams began arriving latie Monday from as faraway 88

Wisconsin.

The conference call became adaily routine that bypassed the fouled-up federal chain of command. The
Senate Select Comimittee on Katrina concluded: “This process (run by the Nationa! Guard Bureau)
quickly resulted in the largest National Guard Jeployment in US, Histery, with 50,000 troops and
supporting equipment arriving from 49 states and four territories within twp weeks,”

MEANWHILE. late Monduy. Louisiana National Guard HQ moved to its high-tech “unified command
suite” and renrsta the Lgrer parking deck of the Superdome. Within hourse, t7is gave them satellite
dishes for phone and Intemet connections to the outside world, Wi-f, plus radios that weve r/2 only talk
of the town. Helicopters and boats wexe already bringing in survivors tothe Dome.

Teeschy moming, the operation was impossibleto hide a ignore. Helicopters landing e very mimate: big
aes, like the Nautiunal Guard Chinooks, | 1y shaking the decking of the rooflop parking lot, and
little oues, like the ubiguitous Coast Guard Dolphins. Black Hawks everywhers, many with their regular
sedts torm out 30 they could accormmodate more passengers, standing. Private air-ambulance setvices
cvacuating paticnts frantlood-threatened hospitals. Owners of private copters who showed up to
volunteer, and were semt ontheir way with impromptu briefings on basic rescue needs.

By week ‘s end, 150 National Qexd aircraft were cperating, plus regular military and Cosst Guargunits
who also dropped aff survivors. The higgest problem rescuers faced. according to €rew members I've
interviewed, was the danger of aerial collisions.

Another hig story at the Dome was the medical center: 15 doctors and 50 other mizdical personnel at the
New Orleans Arena, within spitting distance of the Dome. Though primanily £ survivors broughtin by
air and ke, the center alsohelped people in the Superdome with medlical problerms.

The Arena medical center cycled through triage aad treatment of up to 5,000 injured arsick victims,
Dressler said. Those in the wost- shape were evacualed 1o 1he airport and out of theregion; those in good
shape wexre hydrated and sent to the Superdome. The makeshift medical center's stiooess was such that
them were st six deaths at the entire Superdome complex = four of natural causes, a drug overdose and
4 suicide " in a week of supposedly rampant anarchy ad death. Most ol the media also neglected to
mention the seven babies that National Guard physiciansdelivered = something Maj. Ed Bush said he
pointed out repeatedly,

The survivors weren't happy campers. While not life-threatening, the Supcrdome was no pleasant place.
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And the many survivors who'd had besn dropped off on the nearest high ground (mainly highway
overpasses) facad genuine shortages of food and water - as did those at the Corvent-ion Center, another

drop affpoint. They were stuck - because search, rescue and lifesaving had to come first.

THE biggestsiory everyone missed was that the guys in charge weren out-of-touch FEMA bureaucrats,
a president aff somewhere fund-raising, & paralyzed governor in Baton Rouge or d inayor hanging out
with his oew at a posh hotel. The rescue operation & the Dame was run by National Guardmiddle

mahagers - combst-tested in Tr=g accustomed to hardship and intimately failiarwith the dty.

Thejunior offices munched the same vile buk adequate rabios as everyone else & the Dome. They were
struggling to caich a fow winks when they could mthe garage lovel undar the L2, with concretechips
rainingdown on them when the Chinooks landed and rattled the decking.

They were, in other words, on the scene, and they knew exactly the grotesqueries in the Dome andin the

st of the city. But their priorities wexe search, rescue and lifesaving, not the comfort level of those
alrcady respusd, who they knew would survive if they sorted out the sick and from the henlthy. It looked

brutal an TV, but it was effective.

A Xt of what looked like incompetence is explained by the focus on search and rescue, Had the
helicopters been diverted, people trapped in attics, on roofops and in broken-down hospitals would have
died. Bveastirg the Superdome, setting up soup kitchens, flying mporta-potties, removing corpses,
letting reporters accompany rescue taams - all were distractions rom the maintasks.

GOV Kathlesn Blanco is cagezly, and with justification, claimingsome of the credit for tha rescue
operation, It's puzzling that the Whitee House hasn't joined Blance in tryirg lo rehabilitate its reputation,

The president sits atop a huge bureaucratic machine. He's responsible for bow the pieces of thepyramid
work, not every It detil. "The rescues happened way below the radar screen and thal's not bad," notes
the Heritage Foardation's Jim Carafano, "You want this kind of decentralized execution. If we have to
sitaround for someone in Washing to make a decision, we're all going to dic.”

FEMA failed miserably. But the Coast Quard operated precisely according toplan. The Neiaral Guard
Bureau helped run the show. The state Guard and regalar military saved tens of thousands more.

That's the real story of Katring,
Lou Dolinar is retired reporter for Newsday.
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July 31,2006 i
TO: Bill Winkenwerder

cc. David Chu

FROM; Douald Rumsfeld 'Pﬂ,

SUBJECT: Walter Reed and Psychological Care

I have heard the patients at Walter Reed feel that they are getting superb medical
care, but not psychological assistance,

Please look irto that, and let me know what you think

Thanks.

DHR.ss
SH73106-20

Please Respond By August 23,2006
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THEASSISTANTSECRETARYOF DEFENSE

ol

{200 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON,DC 20301-1 200

HEALTH AFFAIRS INFO MEMO

FOR. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AUG 2 4 7006
FROM: Wlﬁﬁda}n Fwilllkcnwerder, L., ,ASD (Health Affairs)
SUBJECT: Walter Reed Army Medical Center Psychological Care

e You asked me 1o look into psychological care provided at Walter Reed Army Medical Center
(WRAMUC) (1AB A.) 1 havereviewed the availability and quality indicators for their mental
health services.

e WRAMC offersa full range of mental health services along with numerous additional
assessments and interventions for raumatic brain injury, chronic pain management, wounds,
injuries, sleep disorders, and adjustment problems. WRAMC operates & Behavioral Health
Clinic and has teams for psychiatry, psychology. and social work. Services include
psychotherapy, crisis intervention, pharmacological treatment, and special consultative care.

Service. To de-stigmatize mental health care for our injured soldiers, the term "preventive
medical psychiatry’' is used for the service they offer the wounded soldiers. Each soldieris
automatically seen within 48 hours of arrival at WRAMC by a staff provider and followed
daily throughouttheir hospitalization, The goal is for the soldiersto see mental health care as
they would any other medical service.

N
e Every GWOT patient admitted to WRAMC is evaluated and followed by the Psychiatry §
S
L)

o Individual patient complaints are tracked. A new electronic process 1s being implemented.
Fram Jarary 2003 ta Jnly 2006, the complaint rate far Rehavioral Health (peychiatry,

psychology, social work) was a low 1.8per 1,000 patient contucts.

s  Asmany as 17-19% of soldiers returning from [rag and 11% of soldiers returning from
Afghanistan report some signs or symptoms associated with mental healtt 'concerns. 1 am
confident the care they are receiving is very good. We are doing a tremendous amount in
mental health for soldiers, and their families, that was never done in the past. If you have
specific cases ] should be awaye of, please provide me the inforinationand I will look into

themn. &f
COORDINATION: US A B L. 2t g
Fary LMl Ot 20y 40 ‘
Asaed VNG, <
As stared Mmmm ‘ ‘
83012006 11 32 53 AM
Prepared by: Colonel Joyce Adking, DHSD, [(b)(6) [DOCS OPEN 111594 112783
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July 31, 2006
TO: Bill Winkenwerder

cC’ David Chu

FROM. Donald Rumsfeld (vﬂ,

SUBJECT: Walter Reed aud Psychological Care

I have heard the patients at Walter Reed feel that they are getting superb medical
care, but not psychological assistance.

Please look into that, and let me know what you think.

Thanks.

DHR ss
SR73105-20
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Please Respond By August 23,2006
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July 14,2006

TO: Steve Cambone
cC. Gordon England
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?/f
SUBJECT Classifying Documents
Please take a look at the way we classify documents.
A lor of questionscome to mind after reading the attached article:
e Who has the authority to classify documents?
» How long does it take to get them declassified?
o Are we classifying documents that should not be classified?
« Are there the proper training courses to leach people who come to DoD
how 1o classily and when?
Please (ake a look at that for me,
Thanks.
Attach. Dincus, Walter, "GAOTinds Dentagon Lrratic In Wiclding Scorecy
Stamp," Washington Post, July 14,2006.
DHR.dh
SFO71406-16
IIII'III..‘IIIIII--I.III.'IIIIII'-.I"IIIIIIlIIll.ll...'"...II.i'..I.III
Please Respond By 08/24/06
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GAO Finds Pentagon Brratic In Wielding Secrecy Stamp Page1of2

Washington Post
July 14,2006
Pg, 19

GAO Finds Pentagon Erratic In Wielding Secrecy Stamp

By Walter Pincus, WashingtonPost Statt Witer

The Government Accountability Office has criticized the Defense Department for sloppy gement
of its security classification systern, including the marking as "Confidentialor Secret" materiai that
Pentagon officials acknowledged was unclassitied information.

The GAO said in a report June 30 that one of the major questionsraisedby its study was "whether all of
the information marked ag classified net established eriteria for classification.” The GAOQ also found
"inconsistent treatment efsimilar informaton within the same document. " :

The GAOreviewed only a "nonptobability sample™ of 111 classified Defense Department ddcuments
from the Office of the Secretmy of Defense. To understand how minute the sampleis, the G _ 0 reported
tret in the five fiscul years hetween 2000 ari 2004, the Pentagon was responsible for 66.8 llion new
classilied recards. That is about 13 4million a year,

The GAQ ppart, which was sent to Rep. Christopher Shays (R-Conn. }, ¢chaimiun of the subdommittee
on national security of the Government Refonn Committee, and disclosed on the Sesrecy Néws Web
gite of Steven Aftergood, concluded that “a lack of oversight and inconsistent implementatiop of DOD's
information security program are increasing the risk of misclassification,”

classilied infonnation, and when two nongovernment civilians, who were Jobbyists (or a prorlsraeh
organization, are being prosecuted under the 853-year-old Espionage Act forrecelving and refransmittmg

The report was issued at a time when the Bush administration is criticizing newspapers for %blishing
miaterial they got from a Pentagon official involving national defense secrets,

"One reason why classification is an unreliable guide as to what should or 8hould not be published by
the press is that classification policy is implemented erratically by the government,” Aftergopd wrote on
his Web site.

Of the 111 classified documents reviewed, g GAO guestioned classificntion determinations of 29,
about one out of every four. A majority of these questioned "pertained to whather all of the information
marked as classilied met estublished crilenia Sz classilication.”

Pentagon officials agreed that in five documents "the information wes unclassified and in a sixth
document the information should be downgraded.”

in 8 broader administrative criticism, the GAQ found that 92 of the 111 documents had somé marking

errar, such as failure to include declassification instructions or the source of the classiﬁcatioti‘n as
required.

1o 2004, there were 1,059 senior Defense Department officials designated to possess "origi
classification authonty,” but more than 1.8 nullion detense employees who were authorizadito classity

Pagers "derivatively,” meaning the incorporation of already classified infonnation into a ngw document
by paraphrasing or repetition,

hitp://ebird.afis.mil/ebfiles/e20060714445546 html 7/14/2006




GAO Finds Pentagon Erratic In Wielding Secrecy Stamp Page 20f2

The report also comments on a@ broader problem: that the government as a whole has 0o com| non

security classificationstandard and no penalties foroverclassification, underclassificationor|‘ailure to
declassily.

It nokes, for example, that although different agencies have authority to classify material, the| e are
conflicting markings in some agencies forannotating with an "R" whether a record is to be 1| leased or
declassilied or retained and kept classified, "One of the agenciesuses a'D' to denote 'deny a|tomatic
declassification’ and an'R’ to denote release,” the ppert says. "While the other agency uses:| D' to
denote 'declassify’ and an'R' to denote retain,’

The report also said that even though the president, Congress und the public are given figured estimating
how many Defense Departmentdocuments are classified each year, such estimates are "unrefiable”
because Pentagon agenciesuse differentassumptions "about what should be included.”
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

5000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-5000

INFO MEMO

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligmcg 5 2% 206
SUBJECT SecDet Snowflake: Classifying Documents

e The following is in response to the four questions from your snowflake of July

14, 2006:
1. Who has the authority to classity documents?

¢ The SecDef and the Service Secretaries have Original Classification

Authority (OCA) in accordance with Executive Order (EO) 12958, as
amended (TAB C).

o Individuals such as DoD agency heads and commanders, approved by the

SecDef or Service Secretaries, have OCA to classify information under
their purview.

s All cleared DoD personnel may derivatively classify documents they
generate,

2. How long does it take to get them declassified?

» Documents are declassified as soon as they no longer meet the criferia for
classification in accordance with EQ 12958.

o OCAs establish a specific date or event 25 years or less for
declassification at the time of original classification.

s Information may be declassified sooner than the date established 1f the
OCA determines the information no longer warrants protection.

s OCAs assess continuing classification of information every five years
when they review and update their security classitication guides.

B0/2006 12:11:47 PM
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3. Are we classifying documents that should not be classified?

e We sometimes make mistakes in classifying documents.
¢ In all instances, the policy is to correct the mistake and notify known
holders.

o The June 2006 GAO report sample shows a 5% error in improper
classification markings.

4. Are there the proper training courses to teach people who come to DoD how to
classify and when?

o The Defense Security Service Acaderny (DSSA) teaches five web-based
and instructor led courses regarding the classification, declassification
and proper marking of DoD documents.

e All DCAs complete classification training prior to exercising their
authority

COORDINATION: NONE
Attachment{s):
Tab A: Snowflakedtd 14 July 2006

Tab B: Washington Post Pincus Article dtd 14July 2006
Tab C. Executive Order 12958, as amended

Prepared By: E. Brophy, [{2)(6) ¥OSD/59453
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Federal Register
Vol, 68, No, 60

Friday, March 28, 2003

Presidential Documents

Title 3—
The President

Executive Qrder 13292 of March 25, 2003

Further Amendment to Executive Order 12958, as Amended,
Classified National Security Information

By thc authority vested in mc as President by the Constitution and the
laws of d e United States of America, and in order to further amend Executive
Order 12958, ay amended, it is hereby ordered that Executive Order 12958
1s amended to read as follows:

“Classified National Secorily Information

This order prescribes a uniform system for classifving, safegnarding, and
declassilying national security information, including information relating
to defense against transnational terrorism. Our democratic principles require
that the American people be informed of the activities of their Government.
Also, our Nation's progress depends on the free flow of information, Never-
theless. throughout our history, the national defense has required that certain
information be maintained in confidence in order to protect onr citizens,
our democratic institutions, our homcland security, and our interactions
with forcign nations. Protecting information critical to our Nation's sceurity
retmains a priority.

NOW, THEREFORE, by d e authority vested in me as President by the
Constitution and the laws of the United States of America, it is hereby
ordered as follows:

PART 1—ORIGINAL CLASSIFICATION

Sec. 1.1. Classificarion Standurds. (a) Information may be originally classified
under the terms of this order only il all of the following conditions are
met:

{1) an original classification authority is classifying the information;

[2) the information is owned by, produced by eor for, or is under the
control of the United States Government:

(3) the information falls within one or more of the categorics of information

listed in section 1.4 of this order; and

{4) the original classification authority determines that the unauthorized

disclosure of the information reasonably could be expected to result in

damage to the national security, which includes defense against

transnational terrorism, and the original classification authority is able

to identify or describe the damage.

(b} Clagsified information shall not be declassified automatically as a
result of any unauthorized disclosure of identical or similar information.

{c) The unauthorized disclosure of foreign government information is pre-
sumed to cause damage to the national secnrity.
Sec, 1.2. Classification Levels. 1a) Information may be classified at one of
the following three levels:
i1y “Top Sccret” shall be applied to information. the unauthorized disclo-
sure of which reasonably could be expected to cause exceptionally grave
damage o the national security that the eriginal classification authority
is able to identity or describe,
(2} “Secret” shall be applied (o information, the unauthorized disclosure
al which reasonably could be expected to cavse serious damage to the

11-L-0559/0S5D/59455
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national security that the original classilication authorily is able o identify
or describe.
(3] “Confidential™ shall be applicd to information, the unauthorized disclo-
sure of which reasonably could be expected to cause damage to the national
security that the original classification authorily is able to identify or
describe,
(b) Except as otherwise provided by statute, no other terms shall be
used to identity United States classified information,
Sec. 1.3. Classification Authority. (#) The avthority to classify information
originally muy be exercised only by:
(1) the President and, in the performance of executive duties, the Vice
President:

(2) agency heads and officials designated by the President in the Federal
Register:and

(3} United States Government officials delegated this authority pursuant

te parugraph (c] of this section.

(b) Officialy authorized 1o classity information ot a specified level are
also authorized o elassify mformation at o lower level.

(c) Delegatian of ariginal classification authority.

(1] Delegations of original classification authority shall be limited to the

minimum required 1o administer 1his order. Agency heads are responsible

far cnsuring that designated suboerdinate officials have a demonstrable

and continuing need to exercise this authority.

2y “Tap Secret” onginal classification authority may be delepated only
by the President: in the performance of executive duties, the Vice President:
or an ageney head or official designated pursvant to paragraph [(a)(2)
of this section,

(3 "Sceret” or “Confidential” original classification authority may be
delegated only by the President: in the performance of executive duties,
the Vice President: or an agency head or official designated pursuant
te paragraph (a)(2) of this scction: or the senior agency official described
in section 5.4{d} of gL order. provided that pfficial has been delegated
“Top Secret™ original classification nuthority by the agency head.

(4) Each delegation of original classification authority shall be in writing
and the authority x<hull not be redelegated except ax provided in this
order. Each delegation shall identify 1the official by name or position
title.

(d) Original classification authorities must receive training in original clas-
wification as pravided in thix nrder and ite implemeanting directivac. Such
training must include instroction on the proper safegoarding of classified
information and of the criminal. civil, and administrative sanctions that
may be brought against an individual who fails to protect classified informa-
tion fromunauthorized disclosure.

(e] Exceptional cases. When an employee, government contractor, licensee,
certificate holder. or grantee ol an agency who does net have original classi-
fication authority originates information believed by that persen to require
classification, the information shall be protected in a manner consistent
with tlus order and its implementing directives. The information shall be
ransiitted promptly as provided under this order or its implementing direc-
tives to the agency that has approprate subject matter interest and classifica-
tion authority with respect tio this information. That agency shall decide
within 30 days whether (o classily this information. If it is not clear which
agency has classification responsibility for this information, it shall be sent
to the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office. The Director
shall .determine (he agency having primary subject malter interest and {urward
the information, with appropriatc recommendations, to that agency for a
classification determination.

11-L-0559/05D/59456
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Sec, 14. Classification Categories. lnformation shall not be considered for
clagsification unless it concerns;

(a)ymilitary plans, weapons sysiems, Or operations;

(b) foreign government information;

{c) intelligence activities {including special activities), intelligence sources
or methods, or cryptology;

{d) foreign relations or foreign activities of the United States, including
confidential sources;

(el scientific, technological, or economic matters relating to the national
security, which includes defensc against transnational terrorism;

() United States Government programs for safeguarding nuclear materials
or facilities:

{g) vulnerabilities or capabilities of systems, installations, infrastructures,
projects, plans, or proteclion services relating 10 the national security, which
includes defense against fransnational terrorism; or

(k} weapons of mass destruction.

Sec. 1.5. Duration of Classification. (a) At the time of origmgl classilication,
the original classification authority shall attempt to establ%i’;lh a specific date
or evenl [or declassification based upon the duration of the national security
sensitivity of the information. Upon rcaching the date or event, the informa-
tion shall be automatically declassificd. The date or event shall not exceed
the time frame established in paragraph (b) of this section.

(b) I the original classilication authority cannot determine an earlier spe-
cific datc or cvent for declassification, information shall be marked [or
declassification 10 years from the date of the original decision, unless the
original classification authority btherwise determines that the sensitivity
of the information requires that it shall be marked for declassification for
up tu 25 years frum (he date of the original decision. All information
classified under this section shall be subject to section 3.3 of this order
it it is contained in records of permanent historical value under title 44,
United States Code.

{c) An original classification authority may extend the duration of classi-
fication, change the level of classification, or reclassify specific information
only when the standards and procedures for elassitying information under
this order are followed.

(d) Information marked for an indefinite duration of classification under
predecessor orders, forexample, marked as “Originating Agency’s Determina-
tion Required,” or information classified under predecessor orders that con-
tains ne declassification instructions shall be declassified in accordance
wiltl pared ol this order,

Sec. 1.8. Identification and Markings. [a) At the time of original classification,
the following shall appear on the face af each classified decument, or
shall be applied to other classified media in an appropriate manner:

(1) one of the three classification levels defined in scction 1.2 of this

order;

{2) the identity, by name or personal identifier and position, of the original
classitication authority;
[3) the agency and oflice of origin, if not otherwise evident:
{4) declassification instructions, which shall indicate one of the following:
(A) the datc or cvent for declassification, as prescribed in see-
tion 1.5(a) or scction 1.5{c);
(B) the date that is 10 years from the date of ariginal classifica-
tion, as prescribed in section 1.5(b}; or
(C) the datc that is up to 25 ycars from the datc of original
classification, as prescribed in section 1.5 (b); and
[5) a concise reason for classification that, at a minimum, cites the applica-
ble classilication categories in section 1.4 of this order.

11-L-0559/05D/59457



15318

Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 60/Friday, March 28, 2003/Presidential Documents

(b) Specific information described in paragraph [a) of this section may
be excluded if it would reveal additional classified information.

{c) With respect to cach classified document, the agency originating the
document shall, by marking or other means, indicate which portions are
classified, with the applicable classification level, and which portions are
unclassified. [n accordance with standards prescribed in dircctives issued
under this order, the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office
may granl waivers ol this requirement. The Director shall revoke any waiver
upon a finding of abuge.

{(d) Markings implementing the provisions of this order, inclnding abbrevia-
tions and requirements to safcguard classificd working papers, shall conform
to the standards prescribed in implementing directives issued pursuant to
this order.

{¢) Foreign govemment information shall retain its original classification
markings or shall be assigned a US. classification that provides a degres
af protection at least equivalent to that regnired by the entity that furnished
the information. Foreign governmenl informalion retaining ite original elagsi-
fication markings need not be assigned a U.S. classification marking provided
that the responsible agency determines that the foreign government markings
arc adcquate to mecet the purposes served by US. classification markings.

() Information assigned a level of classification under this or predecessor
orders shall be considered as classified at that level of classification despite
the omission of other required markings. Whenever such information is
used in the derivative classification process or is reviewed for possible
declassification, holders of such information shall coordinate with an appro-
priate classilication authority for the application of omitted markings.

(g} The classification authority shall, whenever practicable, use a classified
addendum whenever classified information constitutes a small portion of
an otherwise unclassified document.

(h) Prior to public release, all declassified records shall be appropriately
marked to reflect their declassification.
Sec. 1.7.Classification Prohibitions and Limitations,

(a) In no cuse shall information be classified in order to:

(1) conceal violations of law, inefficicncy, or administrative error:

(2) prevent embarrassment to a person, organization, or agency:

(3) restrain competition; or

(4) prevent or delay the release of information that does nob require

protection in the interest of the national security.

(B) Basic scientific reacarch information neot clearly related to the nationnl
security shall not be classified.

(c) Information may be reclassified after declassification and release to
the public under proper authority only in accosdance with the following
conditions:

(1) the reclassification action is taken under the personal authority of

the agency head or deputy agency head, who determines in writing that

the reclassification of the infoermation is necessary in the interest of the
national security:

(2) the information muy be reasonably recovered; and

(3) the reclassification action is reported promptly to the Director ol the

Information Sccurity Oversight Office.

(d) Information that has not previously been disclosed to the puhlic under
proper autherity may be classified or reclassified aller an agency has received
a request for it under the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.532) or
the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 US.C. 552&), or the mandatory review provisions
of section 3.5 of thus order only if such classification meels the requirements
of this order and is accomplished on a document-by-document basis with

11-L-0559/05D/59458



Federal Register /Vol. 68, Ne. 60/Friday, March 28, 2003/Presidential Documents 15319

the personal participation or under the dircetion of the agency head, the
deputy agency head, or the senior agency official designated under section
5.4 of this order.

{e)Compilations of items of information that are individually unclassified

may be classified il the compiled information reveals an additional associa-
tion or relationship that: (1) meets the standards for classification under
this order: and {2) is not otherwise revealed in the individual items of
information. As uscd in this order, “compilation” mecans an aggregation
of pre-existing unclassified items of information.
Sec. 1.8. Classification Challenges. {a) Authorized holders of information
who, in good faith, believe that its classification status is improper are
cncouraged and expected to challenge the classification status of the informa-
tion in accerdance with agency procedures established under paragraph
(b} of this scction,

(b} In accordance with implementing directives issued pursuant 1o this
order, an agency head ar senior agency official shall establish procedures
under which authorized holders of information are encouraged and expected
to challenge the classification of information that they believe is improperly
classificd erunclassificd. These procedures shall ensure that:

(1) individuals arc not subjcct to retribution for bringing such actions;

(2) an opportunity is provided for review by an impartial official or
panel; and

(3) individuals are advised of their right to appeal agency decisions to
the Interagency Security Classification Appeals Panel (Panely established
by section 5.3 of this ordcr.

PART 2—DERIVATIVE CLASSIFICATION

Sec. 2.1. Use of Derivative Classification. (a) Persons who only reproduce,
extract, or summarize classilied information, ur who only apply classilication
markings derived from source material or as directed by a classification
guide, need not possess original classification authority.

(b) Persons who apply derivative classification markings shall:

(1) observe and respect original clagsification decisions; and

(2) carry forward to any newly created documents the pertinent classifica-

tion markings. Fur inlormation denvatively classified based on multiple

sources, the derivative classifier shall carry forward

(A) the date or event for declassification that correspands to the
longest period of classification among the sources: and
(B} a listing of these sources on or attached 1o the official file
or I\'.‘,C(')l'd C()Py.

Sec, 22, Classification Guides. [a] Agencies with original classification au-
tharity shall prepare classification guides o lacilitate the proper and unilorm
derivative classitication of information. These guides shall conform to stand-
ards contained in directives issued under this order.

(b} Each guide shall be approved personally and in writing by an official
who:

(17 has program or supervisery responsibility over the information or

is the scnior agency official; and

(2) is authorized to classily information originally at the highest level

of classification prescribed in the guide,

(c) Agencies shall cstablish procedures to cnsure that classification guides
are reviewed and updated as provided in directives issued under this order,
PART 3 —DECLASSIFICATION AND DOWNGRADING

Sec. 3.1. Aurhority for Declassification. (a) Information shall be declassified
as soon as it no longer meets the standards for classification under this
arder.

11-L-0559/05D/59459
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(b) Tt is presumed that information that continues to meet the classification
requirenients under this order requires continued protection. In some excep-
tional cases, however, the need to protect such information may be out-
weighed hy the pnblic interest in disclosnre of the information, and in
these cascs the information should be declassified. When such questions
arise, they shall be referred to the agency head or the senior agency official.
That official will determine, as an exercise of discretion, whether the public
interest in disclosure outweighs the damage to the national security that
might reasonably be expected from disclosure. This provision does not:

(1) amplily or modily the substantive criteria or procedures lor classifica-

tion: a

[2) create any substantive or procedural rights subject 1o judicial review.

(¢) Tf the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office determines
that information is classified in violation of this order, the Director may
require the information to be declassilied by the agency that originated
the classification. Any such decision by the Director may be appealed to
the President through the Assistant to the President for National Security
Affairs. The information shall remain classified pending a prompt decision
on the appeal.

(d) The provisions of this section shall alse apply 1o agencies (hal, under

the texms of this order, do not have original classification authority, but
had such authority under predecessor orders.
Sec. 3.2. Transferrad Records. {(a) In the case of classified records transferred
in conjunction with a transfer of functions, and not merely for storage
purposes, the receiving agency shall be deemed to be the originating agency
for purposes of this order.

(b) In the case of classified records that are not officially transferred
as described in paragraph (a) of this section, but that originated in an
agency that has ceased to exist and for which there is no snceessor agency,
each agency in possession of such records shall be deemed to be the origi-
nating agency for purposes of this order. Such records may he declassified
or downgraded by the agency in possession after consultation with any
other agency that has un interest in the subject matter of the records.

(¢} Classified records accessioned into the National Archives and Records
Administration (National Archives) as of the effective date of this order
shall he declassified or downgraded by the Archivist of the United States
{(Archivist) in accordance with this order, the directives issued pursuant
to this order, agency declassification goides, and any existing procedural
agreementbetween the Archivist and the relevant agency head.

(d) The originating agency shall take all rcasonable steps to declassify
classificd infunmation congined in recoids detenmined o have peninancut
historical value before they are accessioned into the National Archives.
However, the Archivisl may require that classilied records be accessioned
into the National Archives when necessary to comply with the provisions
of the Federal Records Act. This provision does not apply to records being
translerred 10 the Archivist pursuant 0 sectiou 2203 of title 44, United
States Code, or records for which the National Archives serves as the custo-
dian of the records of an agency or organization that has gone out of
existence.

{e) To the extent practicable, agencies shall adopt a system of records
management that will facilitate the pnblic release of documents at the time
such documents are declassiticd pursuant to the provisions for automatic
declassification in section 3.3 of this order,

Sec. 3.3, Automatic Declassification. (a) Subject to paragraphs (b}-(g) of
this section, on December 31, 2006, all classified records that (1) are more
than 25 years old and {2) have been determined to have permanent historical
value nnder title 44, United States Code, shall be automatically declassified
whether or not the records have been reviewed. Subsequently, all classiiied
records shall be automatically declassified on December 31 of the year
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that is 25 years from the date of its original classification, excepr as provided
in paragraphs (b)—{e) of this section.

(b) An agency head may exempt frem autematic declassification under
paragraph (a] of this scction specific information, the release of which could
be expected to;

(1) reveal d e identity of a confidential human source, or a human intel-

ligence source, or reveal information abount the application of an intel-
ligence source or method;

(2} reveal information that would assist in the development or use of
weapons of mass destruction,

(3) reveal information that would impair U.S. cryptologic systems or activi-
ties;

(4) reveal information that would impair the application of state of the
art technology within a U.5, weapon system;

(5] reveal actual U.S. military war plans that remain in effect;

(6) reveal information, including foreign government information, that
would seriously and demonstrably impair relations between the United
States and a toreign government, or seriously and demonstrably undermine
ongoing diplematic activities of d e United States:

(7) rcveal information that would clearly and demonstrably impair the
current ability of United States Government officials to protect the Presi-
dent, Vice President, and other proteciess for whom protection services,
in the interest of the national sccurity, are anthorized;

(8)reveal information that would seriously and demonstrably impair cue-
rent natonal security emergency preparedness plans or reveal current
vulnerabilitics of systems, installations, infrastructures, or projects relating
to the national security: or

(9) violate a statute, treaty, or international agreement.

() An agency head shall notify the President through the Assistant 1o
the President for National Sccurity Affairs of any specific file serics of
records for which a review or assessment has determined that the information
within that file series almost invariably falls within one or more of the
exemption categories listed in paragraph () of this section and which the

agency proposes to exempt from antomatic declassification. The notification
shall include:

{1) a deseription of the file series;

{2) an explanation of why the infonmation within the file series is almost
mvariably exempt from automatic declassitication and why the information
mus! remain classified for a longerperiod of time; and

(3) cxcept for the identity of a confidential human source or a human

intelligence source, as provided in paragraph (b) of this section, a specific

date or event for declassilication of the wformation. The President may
direct the agency head not to exempt the file serics or to declassify
the information.within that series at an earlier date than recommended.

File series exemptions previously approved by the President shall remain

valid without any additional agency action.

[d) At least 180 days before information is automatically declassified under
this section, an agency head or senior agency official shall notify the Director
ol the Information Sceurity Oversight Office, serving as Executive Secretary
ol d ¢ Panel, of any specific information beyond that included in a notifica-
tion to d e President under paragraph (c] of this section that the agency
proposes (o exempt [rom automatic declassification. The notlification shall
include:

(1) a description of d e information, either by reference to information

in specific records orin the form of 2 declassification guide;
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(2) an explanation of why the information is exempt from automatic
declassification and must remain classified for a longer peried of time;
and

(3) except for the identity of a confidential human source or a human
intelligence source, as provided in paragraph (b) of this section, a specific
datc or cvent for declassification of the information. The Panel may direct
the agency not to exempt the information or to declassify it at an earlier
date thian recommended. The agency head may appeal such a decision
to the President through the Assistant to the President for National Sceurity
Affairs. The information will remain classified while such an appeal is
pending.
(¢] The following provisions shall apply to the onset of antomatic declas-
sification:
(1) Classified records within an integral file block, as defined in this
order, that arc otherwise subject to automatic declassification under this
section shall not be antomatically declassified until December 31 of the
vear that is 25 vears from the date of the most recent record within
the file block.

(2) By notification to the Director of the Information Security Oversight
Oftice, before the records are subject to automatic declassification, an
agency head or scnior agency official designated under scction 5.4 of
this order may delay automatic declassification for up to 5 additional
vears for classified information contained in microforms, motion pictures,
audiotapes, videotapes, or comparable media that make a review for pos-
sihle declassification exemptions more difficult or costly.

(3) By notification to the Director of the Information Security Oversight
Office, befors the records are subject to automatic declassification, an
agency head or senior agency official designated under section 5.4 of
thin order may delay automatic declassification for up to 3 years for
classified records that have been referred or transferred to that agency
hy another agency less than 3 years before automatic declassification would
otherwise be required.

{4) By notification to the Director of the Information Sccurity Oversight

Office. an agency head or senior agency official designated under sectien

5.4 of this order may delay automatic declassification for up to 3 years

from the date of discovery of classified records that were inadvertently

not reviewed prior to the effective date of automatic declassification.

(f) Information exempted from automatic declassification under this section
shall remain subject 10 the maudatory and systematic declassilicalion review
pravisions of this order,

{g) The Secretary of State shall determine when the United States should
commence negotiations with the appropriate officials of a loreign government
or intornational organization of governments to modify any treaty ar inter-
national agreement that requires the classification of information contained
in records alfected by this section for a period longer than 25 years from
the date of its creation, unless the treaty or international agreement pertains
to information that may otherwise remain classified beyond 25 years under
this section.

(h) Records containing information that originated with other agencies
or the disclosure of which would affect the interests or activities of other
agencies shall be referred for review to those agencies and the information
of concern shall be subject to automatic declassification only by those agen-
cies, consistent with the provisions of subparagraphs (e)(3) and (e){@) of
this section.

Sec, 3.4. Systematic Declassification Review. (2) Each agency that has origi-
nated classified information under #hii order or its predecessors shall estab-
lish and conduct a program for systematic declassification review. This
program shall apply (0 records ol permanent historical value exempled
from automatic declassification under section 3.3 of this order. Agencics
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shall prioritize the systematic rcview of records based upon the degree
of researcher interest and the likelihood of declassification upon review.
b} The Archivist shall conduct a systematic declassification review pro-
gram for classified records: (1) accessioned into the National Archives as
of the effective date of this order; (2] fransferred (o the Archivist pursuant
to scction 2203 of title 44, United States Code; and (3) for which the
National Archives serves as the custodian for an agency or organization
that has gone out of existence. This program shall apply to pertinent records
no later than 25 vears from the date of their creation. The Archivist shall
establish priorities for the systematic review of these records based upon
the degree of researcher interest and the likelihood of declassification upon
review. These records shall be reviewed in accordance with the standards
of this order, its implementing directives, and declassification guides pm-
vided to the Archivist by each agency that originated the records. The
Director of the [nformation Security Oversight Otfice shall ensure that agen-
cies provide the Archivist with adequate and current declassification guides.
(c) Afrer consuliation with affecled agencies, the Secretary of Defense
may catablish special provcedurces for systematic revicw for declassification
of classified rryptologic information, and the Director of Central Intelligence
may establish special procedures for systematic review for declassification
of classified information pertaining to inwclligence activities [including spe-
cial activities], or intelligence sources or methods,
Sec. 3,5. Muandalory Declassification Review. (4) Except as provided in para-
graph (b} of this section, all information classified under tiis order or
predeccssor orders shall be subject to a review for declassification by the
originating agency i
{1) the request for a review describes the document or material containing
the information with sufficient specificity 1o enable the agency to locate
it with a reasonable amount of effort;
{2) the information is not exempted from search and review under sections
106C, 105D, or 701 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50 US.C. 403—
5c, 40358, and 431);and

{3) the information has not been reviewed for declassification within the
past 2 years. If the agency has reviewed the information within the past
2 years, or the informatiou is the subject of pending litigation, the agency
shall inform the reguester of this fuct and of the requester’s uppeal nghts.
(b} Information originated by:

{1) the incumbent President or, in the performance of executive duties,
the incurnbent Vice President;

(2} the incumbent President’s White House Staff or, in the performanece
of executive duties. the incumbent Vice President's Staff:

(3} committees, commissions, or boards appointed by the incumbent Presi-
dent; or

(4} other entities within the Executive Office of the President that solcly
advise and assist the incumbent President is exempted from the provisions
of paragraph (a) of this section. However, the Archivist shall have the
authority to review, downgrade, and declassify papers or records of former
Presidents under the control of the Archivist pursuant to sections 2107,
2111, 2111 note, or 2202 of title 44, United States Code. Review procedures
developed by the Archivist shall provide for consultation with agencies
having primary subject matier interest and shall be consistent with the
provisions of applicablc laws or lawful agrcements that pertain to the
respective Presidential papers or records. Agencies with primary subject
matter interest shall be notificd promptly of the Archivist’s decision. Any
final decision by the Archivist may be appealed by the requester or an
agency to the Panel The information shall remain classified pending
a promipt deeision on the appeal.
(c) Agencies condueting a mandatory review for declassification shall de-
classity inflormation that mo longer meets the standards for classification
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under this order. They shall release this information unless withholding
is otherwise authorized and warranted under applicable law.

(d) In accordance with directives issued pursuant to this order, agency
heads shall develop procedures to process requests for the mandatory review
of classificd information. These procedurcs shall apply to infarmation classi-
fied under this or predecessor orders. They also shall provide a means
for administratively appealing a denial af a mandatory review request, and
for notifying the requester of the right to appeal a final agency decision
to the Panel.

{e) After consultation with affected agencies, the Secretary of Defense

shall develop special procedures for the review of cryptologic information;
the Director of Central Intelligence shall develop special procedures for
the review of infermation pertaining to intelligence activities [including
special activities), or intelligence saurces or mcthods;, and the Archivist
shall develop special procedures for the review of information accessioned
into the National Archives.
Sec. 3.6 Processing Requests and Reviews. In response (o a request lor
information under the Freedom of Information Act, the Privacy Act of 1974,
or the mandatory review provisions of this order, or pursuant to the automatic
declassification or systematic review provisions of this order:

{a) An ageney may refuse to confirm or deny the existence or noncxistence
of requested recards whenever the fact of their existence or nonexistence
15 itsell classilied under this order orits predecessors.

(b) When an agency receives any request for docnments in its custody

that contain information that was originally classificd by another agency,
or comes across such documents in the process of the automatic declassifica-
lion or systematic review provisioens of this order, it shall refer copies
of any request and the pertinent documents to the onginating agency for
processing, and may, after consultation with the originating agency, inform
any requester of the referral unless such association 1s itsell classified under
this order or its predeccssors. In cases in which the originating agency
derermines in writing that a response under paragraph {a) of this section
iy required, the referring agency shall respond to the requester in accordance
with that paragraph.
Sec. 37. Declassification Database. (a) The Director of the Information Secu-
rity Oversight Office, in conjunction with those agencies that originate classi-
fied information, shall coordinate the linkage and effective utilization of
existing agency databases of records that have been declassified and publicly
released.

(b) Agency heads shall fully cooperate with the Director of the Information
Security Oversight Office in these efforts,

PART 4—SAFEGUARDING

Sec. 4.1. General Restrictions on Access. {a) A person may have access
to classified information provided that
{1) a lavorable determination ol eligibility for access has been made by
an agency head or the agency heads designee;

(2} the person has signed an approved nondisclosure agreement; and

(3} the person has a need-to-know the information.

(b} Every person who has met the standards for access to classified informa-
tion in paragraph (a)of this section shall receive cantemporancous training
on the proper safeguarding of classified information and on the criminal,
civil, and administrative sanctions that miay be imposed on an individual
who fails to protect classified information from unauthorized disclosure.,

(c) Classified infarmation shall remain under the control of the originating
agency or its successor in function. An agency shall not disclose information
originally classilied by another agency without ils authorization. An ollicial
or cmployee leaving ageney service may not remove classificd information
from the agency’s control.
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(d) Classificd information may not be removed fram official premiscs
without proper authorization.

{e) Persons authorized 10 disseminate classified information outside the
executive branch shall ensure the protection of the information in a manncr
equivalent to that provided within the executive branch.

(f) Consistent with law, directives. and regulation, an agency head or
scnior ageney official shall cstablish uniform procedures to cnsure that auto-
mated information systems, including networks and telecommunications sys-
tems, that collect, create, communicate, compute, disseminate, process, or
store classificd information have controls that:

(1} prevent access by unauthorized persons; and

(2] ensure the integrily of the information.

(g) Consistent with law, dircctives, and regulation, cach agency head or
senior agency official shall establish controls to ensure that classified informa-
tion 1s used, processed, stored, reproduced, transmitted, and destroyved under
conditions that provide adequate protection and prevent access by unanthor-
1Zzed persons.

(k) Consistent with direciives issued pursuant to this order, an agency
shall safcguard foreign govemment information under standards that provide
a degree of protection at least equivalent to that required by the government
or international organization of governments that furnished the information.
When adequate to achicve equivalency, these standards may be less restrictive
than the safeguarding standards that ordinarily apply to United States "Con-
fidential” information, including modified handling and wansmission and
allowing eccess to individuals with a nced-to-know whe have not otherwise
heen cleared for access to classified information or executed an approved
nondisclosure agreement.

{i) Except as otherwise provided by statute, this order, dircctives imple-

menting this order, or by direction af the President, classified information
originating in one agency shall not be disseminated cutside any other agency
to which it has bcen made available without the consent of the originating
agency. An agency head or senior agency official may waive this requirement
for specific information originated within that agency. For purposes of this
section, the Department of Delense shall be considered one agency. Prior
consent is not required when referring records for declassification review
that contain information originating in several agencies.
Sec. 42. Distribution Controls. (a) Each agency shall establish contrels ever
the distribution of classified information to cnsure that it is distributed
only to organizations or individuals eligible for access and with a need-
to-know the information.

(b} In an cmergency, when necessary (o respond to an imminent threat
to life or in defense of the homeland, the agency head or any designee
may authoerize the disclosure of classified information to an individnal or
individuals who are otherwise not cligible for access. Such actions shall
be taken only in accordance with the directives implementing this order
and any procedures issued by agencies governing the classilied information,
which shall be designed to minimize the classified information that is dis-
closed under these circumstances and the number of individuals who receive
it. Information disclosed under this provision or implementing directives
and procedures shall not be deemed declassified as a result of such disclosure
or subsequent use by a recipient. Such disclosures shall he reported promptly
to the originator of the classified information. For purposes of this section,
the Director of Central Intelligence may issue an implementing direclive
governing the cmereency disclosure of classified intelligence information.

(c) Each agency shall update, at least annually, the automatic, routine,
or recurring distribution of classilied information that they distribute. Recipi-
enis shall cooperate fully with distributers who are updating distribution
lists and shall notity distributors whenever a relevant change in stams
COGUIS,
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(3) limits the access granied o [ormer Presidential appointees and Vice
Presidential appointees to items that the person originated, reviewed,
signed, or received while serving as a Presidential appointee or a Vice
Presidential appointee.

PART 5 —IMPLEMENTATION ANDREVIEW

Sec. 51 Program Direction. (a) The Director of the Information Security
Oversight Office, under the direction of the Archivist and in consultation
with the Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, shall issue
such directives as are necessary to implement this order. These directives
shall be binding upon the ageneies, Directives issucd by the Director of
the Information Security Oversight Office shall establish standards for:

(1] classification and marking principles:

(2 safeguarding classified information, which shall pertain to the handling,

storage, distribution, transmittal, and destruction of and accounting for

classified information;

(3) agency security education and training programs:

{4) agency self-inspection programs;and

{5} classification and declassification guides.

(b} The Archivist shall delegate the implementation and monitoring func-

tions of this program to the Director of the Information Security Oversight
Office.
Sec. 52. Informaiion Security Oversight office. (a) There is established within
the National Archives an Information Security Oversight Office. The Archivist
shall appoint the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office, sub-
ject to the approval of the President.

(b} Under the direction of the Archivist, acting in consultation with the
Assistant to the President for National Sccurity Affairs, the Director of the
Information Security Oversight Office shall:

(1] develop directives for the implementation of this order:

{2) oversee agency actions to ensure compliance with this order and its
implementing directives:

(3] review and approve agency implementing regulations and agency guides
for systematic declassitication review prior to their issuance by the agency;
(4) have the authority to conduct on-site reviews of each agency’s program
established under this order. and to require of each agency those reports,
information, and other cooperation that may be nceessary to fulfill s
responsibilities. ¥ granting access to specific categories of classified infor-
mation would pose an exceptional national security risk, the affected
agency head or the senior agency official shall submit 2 written justification
recommending the denial of access to the President through the Assistant
to the President for National Security Atfairs within 60 days of the request
for aceess, Access shall be denied pending the response:

(5) review requests for original classification authority from agencies or
officials not granted original classification authority and, if deemed appro-
priate, recommend Presidential approval through the Assistant to the Presi-
dent [or National Sccurity Affairs:

(6) consider and take action on complaints and snggestions from persons
within or outside the Government with respect to the administration of
the prugram established under this order;

{7) have the authority to prescribe, after consultation with affected agencies,
standardization of {forms or procedures that will promote the implementa-
tion of the program established under this order:

{8y report al least annually 10 the President on the implementation of
this order; and

{9 convene and chair interagency mectings w discuss maners pertaining
to the program established by this order.
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Sec. 5.3, Interagency Security Classification Appeals Panel.

(a)Establishment and administration.

(1) There is established an Interagency Security Classification Appeals
Panel. The Departments of State. Defense, and Justice, the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, the National Archives, and the Assistant to the President
tor National Security Affairs shall each be represented by a senior-level
representative who is a full-time or permanent part-time Federal officer
or employee designated to serve as a member of the Panel by the respective
agency head. The President shall select the Chair of the Panel from among
the Panel members,

{2y A vacancy on the Papel shall be filled as quickly as possible as
provided in paragraph (a)(1) of this section.

t3) The Director of the Information Secnrity Oversight Office shall serve
as the Execuiive Sceretary. The staff of the Information Security Oversight
Office shall provide program and administrative support for the Pancl.

(4} The members and staff of the Panel shall be required to meet eligibility
for access standards in order to fulfill the Panel's tunctions.

(5} The Panel shall meet at the call of the Chair. The Chaii shall schedule
meelings as may be necessary for the Panel lo fulfill its functions in
a timely rnanncr.

(6] The Information Security Oversight Office shall include in its reports
to the President a summary of the Panel's activitics.

(b] Functions. The Panel shall:

(1) decide on appcals by persons who have filed classification challenges
under section 1.8of this order:

(2] approve, deny, or amend agency exemplions from automatic declas-
sification as provided in section 3.3 of this order; and

(3] decide on appeals by persons or entiies who have filed requests
for mandatory declassification review under scction 35 of this order.
(c}) Rules and procedures. The Panel shall issue bylaws, which shall be
published in the Federal Register. The bylaws shall establish the rules
and procedures that the Panel will follow in accepting, considering, and
issuing decisions on appeals. The rules and procedures of the Panel shall
provide that the Pancl will consider appcals only on actions in which:
(1) the appellant has exhausted his or her administrative remedies within

the responsible agency:

(2) there is no current action pending on the issue within the Federal
courts; and

(3} the information has not been the subject of review by the Federal
courts or the Panel within the past 2 years.

(d} Agency heads shall cooperate fully with the Panel so that it can
fulfill its functions in a timely and fully informed manner. An agency
head may appeal a decision of the Panel to the President through the
Assistant to the President for National Sccurity Affairs. The Pancl shall
report to the President through the Assistant to the President for National
Securily Alfairs any instance in which it believes that an agency head
13 not cooperating fully with the Pancl.

{e] The Panel iy established for the sole purpose of advising and assisting
the President in the discharge of his constitutional and discretionary authority
to protect the national sccurity of the United States. Pancl decisions are
committed to the discretion of the Panel, unless changed by the President.

(f) Notwithstanding paragraphs (a) throvgh (¢} of this scction, whenever
the Panel reaches a conclusion that information owned or controlled by
the Director of Central Intelligence (Director) should be declassified, and
the Dircctor notifics the Pancl that he objects o its conclusion because
he has determined that the information could reasconably be expected to
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cause damage to the national security and to reveal (1} the identity of
2 human intelligence source. or (2) information about the application of
an intelligence source or method (including any information that conccrns,
or is provided as a result of, a relationship with a cooperating intelligence
element of a foreign government), the information shall remain classified
unless the Director’s determination is appealed to the President, and the
President reverses the determination.
Sec, 5.4. General Responsibilities, Heads of agencies that originate or handle
classified information shall:

(a} demonstrate personal commitment and commil senior management
to the successful implementation of the program cstablished under this
order;

(b} commit necessary resources to the effective irmplementation of the
program established under this order:

{c) ensure that agency records systems are designed and maintained to
optimize the safeguarding of classified information, and to facilitate its declas-
sification under the zarms of this order when it no longer meets the standards
for continued classification; and

(d} designate a senior agency ofticial to direct and administer the program,
whose respensibilities shall include;

{1) overseeing the agency’s program established under this order, provided,

an agency head may designate a separate official to oversee special access

programs authorized under this order. This official shall provide a tull
accounting of the agency’s special access programs at least annually:

(2) promulgating implementing regulations, which shall be published in
the Federal Register to the extent that they affect members of the public:
(3) establishing and maintaining security education and training programs:
(4} establishing and maintaining an engoing self-inspection program, which
shall include the periodic review and assessment of the agency’s classified
product;

(5) establishing procedures to prevent unnecessary access to classified
information, including procedures that:

(A) require that a nced for access to classificd information 1s ¢s-
tablished before initiating administrative clearance proce-
dures: and

(B) cnsurc that the number of persons granted access to classi-
fied information is limited 10 the minimum consistent with
operational and security requirements and needs:

{6)developing special contingency plans for the safeguarding of classified
information used in or near hostile or potentially hostile areas:

(71 ensuring that the performance contract or other sysiem used 1o rate
civilian or military personnel performance includes the management of
classified information as a critical element or item to be evaluated in
the rating of:
(A) wurginal classilication authurities:

B) security managers or security specialists; and
{Cj all other personnel whase duties significantly involve the

creation or handling of classified information:
(8] accounting for the costs assecialed with the implementation of this
order, which shall be reported to the Dircctor of the Information Sccurity
Oversight Otfice for publication: and

{8) assigning in a prompt manner agency personnel to respond to any
request, appeal, challenge, complaint, or suggestion arising out of this
order that pertains to classified information that originated in a component
of the agency that no longer exists and for which there is no clear successor
in function.
Bee, 55. Sanctions. [a) Il the Director of the Information Security Oversight
Office finds that a vielation of this erder or its implementing directives
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has occurred, the Director shall make a report to the head of the agency
or to the scnior agency official se that corrective steps, if appropriate, may
be taken,

b} Officers and emplovees of the United States Government, and its
contractors, licensees, certificate holders, and grantees shall be subject to
appropriate sanctions if they knowingly, willfully, or negligently:

(1) disclosc to nnauthorized persens information properly classificd under

this order or predecessor orders;

(2} classity or continuc the classification of information in violation of
this order or any implementing directive;

{(3) create or continue a special access program coutrary 10 the requircments
ol this arder; or

{4) contravenc any other provision of this order or its implementing dirce-

tives.,

{c} Sanctions may include reprimand, suspension without pay, removal,
termination of classification authority, loss or denial of access to classified
information, or other sanctions in accordance with applicable law and agency
regulation.

(d) The agency head, senior agency official, or other supervisory official
shall, at a minimum, promptly remove the classification authority of any
individual who demonstrates reckless disregard or a pattern of error in
applying the classification standards of this order.

(e} The agency head or senior agency official shall:
(1] take appropnale and prompl corrective action when a violation or
infraction under paragraph (b) of this section occurs; and

(2] notity the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office when
a vivlation under paragraph (b)(1},{2), or (3] of his section occurs.

PART 58—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Sec. 6.1.Definitions. For purposes of this order:
(a) “Access” means the ability or opportunity to gain knowledge of classi-
fied information.

(b) “Agency” means any “Executive agency,” as defined in 5 USC, 105,
any “‘Military department” as defined in 5 U,8,C, 102; and any other entity
within the executive branch that comes into the possession of classified
information.

(c) "Automated information system” means an assctnbly of computer hard-
ware, software, or firmware configured to collect, ¢reate, communicate, com-
pute, disscminate, process, store, or control data or information.

(d) “Auromatic declassification”™ means the declassification of information
based salely upon:

(1] the occurrence of a specific date or cvent as determined by the original

classification authority; or

(2] the expiration of a maximum time frame for duration of classitication

established under this order,

(e) “Classification” meuns the act or process by which information is
determined to be classitied information.

(f) “Classification guidance” means any instruction or source that pre-
scribes the classilication of specific information.

() “Classification guide” means a documentary form of classification guid-
ance issued by an original classificalion authority that identilies the elements
ol information regarding a specific subject that must be classified and cstab-
lishes the level and duration of classification for each such element.

{h) ““Classificd national sccurity information™ or *‘classificd information™
means information that has been determined pursuant to this order or any
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predecessor order o require protection against unauthorized disclosure and
is marked to indicate its classified status 1 i documentary form.

(i) tial source’” means any b or organization &t has
provided, or that 13 ably t . ted to id information to
tt Unite |l St 3« on 21 ; pertaining t the 1 1 1 the

tatic  that the information or :lati 1shi  or both, are 1 be held
in confidence.

{}) Damage to the 1 ti il security” means harm to the ¢ il defense
or ndg relalions of the d 3tte from the o thiri 1i
a1 oformation, { iz into ic d P as »d of the

as the iti ity,value, utility. and provenance of that infarmation

(k) “'Declaseification” means the authorized change in the status of informa-
m | 1l  fedind to 1 Ffelinfor i

(1) ‘Declassification authority” means:

(1) thh  dcial 1 ¢ ¢ ize th2 original classification, if that ofticial
is still serving in the same position:

(2] &  originator’s current successor in funciion;

(3) a supervisory official of cither:; or

4o = leg: assific: authority in v hy the agency
head or h senior agency official.
( 1) Declassification i P i ixrsi =2 byad
idr it ta pi Lk n of Information reg

a it yibject that may t | d and e el ts that must

remain classifiad.

{n} “Derivative classification™ means the incorporating, J1-3es.rap]:.wk-‘a-.v.ij:ks;‘. re-

stating, or g in new form drn that is al 1v 1 if
and marking 1 ¢ iy de material consistent with t i

m it apply to the source 13 1. Denvative classilication in-
cl the :lissificatioc of nal based on classification guidance.
The 1p =ti » or p of # classified information is not
derivative classification.

(¢ “Document” means any recorded ati g of the nature
of the medium or k I or circumstances of recarding,

[p) “Downgrading”™ means a determination by 2 declassification authority

t 3 clussified and | at ified level shall be
classified and safeguarded at a lower level.

(q) “File series” means file units or de R o) c g to
a 1 8y =k topether s they relate to a particular suirject
or cuon, result o the s v ax 1t 1 15 dlck 1 7
'8 ti.., lake d particular physical form. or v some other relationship
ri g out of : crealion, rec or » such as icti o1 38
oruse,

(r) “Foreign government information” 2
(1) 4k cali 2 ddid to } United States Government by a iy

itor el un ternatio  orgunizalion of n

or any elem thereof, with the ttatic  that the i, the

wree £l ion orboth. are:o ehel in  2fidi
(2] i produced oy the J ted =& : Govermment pursuant to
oras a It 2 a ni arrangement with a foreign government or g

¥ s oorani timal izati f h, or any 3l
1 21 of, requiring that the information, the t or both, are to
be held in contidence; or
(3) i e landt t as*“f rernment information”

under the terms of a predecessor order.
(s) Information’ means any knowledge &t can be communicated or
documentary material, regardless of its physical form or characteristics, that
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is owned by. produced by or for, or is under the control of the United
States Government. “Control” means the authority of the agency that origi-
nates information, or its successor in function, to regulate access to the
information.

(t) “Infraction” mcans any knowing, willful, or negligent action contrary
to the requirements of this order or its implementing directives that does
notl constitute a “violation,” as defined below.

(u} “Integral file block™ mcans a distinct component of a file scries,
as defined in this section, that should be maintained as a separate unit
in order to ensure the integrity of the records. An integral file block may
consist of a sct of records covering cither a specific topic or a range of
time such as presidential administration ot a 5-year retirement schedule
within a specific file series that is retired [rom aclive use as a group.

{v} “Integrity”™ mecans the state that exists when information i1s uachanged
from its source and has not been accidentally or intentionally modified,
altered, or destroyed.

(w) "Mandatory declassitication review™ micans the revicw Tor declassirica-
tion af classitied information in response to a request for declassification
that meets the requirements under section 3.5 of this order.

ix] “Multiple sources” means two or more source documents, classilication
guides, ora combination of both,

(y} “National security” means the national defense or foreign relations
ol the United States.

{z) *Need-to-know'” means a determination made by an authorized holder
of classified information that a prospective recipient requires access to spe-
cific classified information in order to perform or assist in a lawful and
anthorized governmental function.

faa) “Network”™ means a system of two or more computers that can ex-
change data or information.

{(bb) “Original classification” means an initial determination that informa-
tion requires, in the interest of the national security. protection against
unauthorized disclosure.

(ec) “Original classification authorily” means an individual authorized
in writing, cithcr by the President, the Vice President in the performance
of executive duties, or by agency heads or other officials designated by
the President, to classily information in the first instance.

(dd) “Records™ means the records of an agency and Presidential papers
or Presidential records, as those terms are defined in title 44, United States
Codce, including thosc crcated or maintained by a government contractor,
licensee, certificate holder, or grantee that are subject to the sponsoring
agency’s control under the terms of the contract, license, certificate, or
grant.

(ee) “Records having permanent historical value” means Presidential pa-
pers or Presidential records and the records of an agency that the Archivist
has determined should be maintained permanently in accordance with title
44, United States Code.

(ff) “Records management” mceans the planning, controlling, dirceting,
organizing, training, promoting, and other managerial activities involved
with respect to records creation, records maintenance and use, and records
disposition in order to achicve adequate and proper documentation of the
policies and transactions of the Federal Government and effective and eco-
nomical management of agency operations.

(gg) “Saleguarding™ means measures and conurols that are prescribed 10
protect classified information.

(hh) “Self-inspection” means the internal review and evaluation of indi-
vidual agency activities and the agency as a whaole with respect to the
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implementation of the program cstablished undcr this order and its imple-
menting direclives.

(li} “Senior agency official” means the official designated by the agency
head under scction 5.4(d) of this order to dircet and administer the agency’s
program under which information is clagsitied, safeguarded, and declassified.

{jj} “Source document™ means an existing document that contains classified
information that is incorperated, paraphrased, restated, or generated in new
form into a new document.

(kk) “Special access programi” means a program established for a specific
class of classified information that imposcs safcguarding and access require-
ments that exceed those normally required lor information at the same
classification level,

{11) “Systematic declassification review” means the review for declassifica-
tion of classilied information contained in records that have been determined
by the Archivist to have permanent historical walue in accordance with

title 44, United States Code,

(mm} ““Telecommunications™ means the preparation, ransmission, or com-
munication of infonmation by electronic means.

(nn) “Unauthorized disclosure™ mcans a communication or physical trans-
fer of classified information to an unauthorized recipient

(@0) “Violation” means:

1] any knowing. willful. er negligent action that could rcasonably be
expectled (o resull in an unauthorized disclosure of classified information;

(2] any knowing, willful, or negligent action to classify or continue the
classification of information contrary to the requirements ol this order
or its implementing dircctives: or

(3) any knowing, willful, or negligent action to create or continue a special
access program contrary to the requirements of this order.

(pp) “Wcapons of mass destruction”™ mcans chemical, biological, radio-
logical, and nuclear weapons.
g P

Sec. 6.2, Geneml Provisions. (a) Nothing in this order shall supersede any
requirement made by or under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
or the National Security Act of 1947, as amended. “Restzicted Data” and
“Formerly Restricted Data” shall be handled, protected, classificd, down-
graded, und declassified in conformity with the provisions ol the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and regulations issued under that Act.

(b) The Attorney General, upon request by the head of an agency or
the Director of the Information Security Oversight Office, shall render an
interpretation of this order with respect to any guestion arising in the
coursc of its administration.

[c} Nothing in this order limits the protection afforded any information
by other provisions of law, including the Constitution, Freedom of lnforna-
tion Act exemptions, the Privacy Act of (974, and the National Security
Act of 1947, as amended. This order is not intended to and does not
create any right or benelit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law
by o party against the United States, its departments, agencies, officers,
cployees, or agents. The foregoing is in addition to the specific provisos
set forth in sections 3.1(b) and 5.3(e) of this order.”

(d) Executive Order 12356 of April 6, 1982, was revoked as of October
14, 1995,
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Sec. 6.3. Effective Date. This order is effective immediately, except for section
1.6, which shall become effective 180 days from the date of this order.

THE WHITE HOUSE,
March 25, 2003.

IFR D, 03-7736
Filed 3-27-03: 017 am]
Billing code 315541—P
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TO: Rebot Wilkie— Lo Cdedme
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FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ﬂ-P“ Cr TXB, v.m.)*e..u.w
SUBJECT: Draf Letter o Santorem on the Visa lesus N

IlalkndemnmuduhadhimifhwﬂdMoﬂ'u&emmh ‘a

countries with less than 300 troops in Iraq. [ told bim the 300 person minimum an M
troops in fraq unfiuirly bort emall countries ke Latvia.

e o o
Latvia - a enall country — bas 192 people in Iraq. Latvia is doing & wondesfol 1‘“‘“
job helgiog i in s i Afghacistan snd in Kosovo. They think of themesivey an * Coordimadioa.
our ally and are supportive in Iraq, and we are hurting them on visss becanse they -

sre & smafl coomtry. We shouidn't do that, M)&’)
11alked $o Santorum sbout this. Let's get 4 letter % him thet makes this case. Udn
e Ugs
R

Planee Resnnmd Rv 0871 1708

o o LA

f
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The Visa Waiver Program allows citizens of 27 foreign courdries to travel to the
United States without the need foraVisa citizens from Poland, a key NATO ally and a
contributor to Qperation Iraqi Freedom and Operstion Enduring Freedom, have had
difficultyobtaining visas for traveling to the United States’. Senator Rick Santorum (B-
PA) proposed Senate Amendment 4000 to Senate Bill 2611. The amendment wes OD.
sponsored by Sen. Bill First @-TN) and Sen. Barbara Mikulski (D-MD}.

The sialed purpose of the amendment is 'To allow additional countries to
participate In the visa walver program under setim 217 of the Immigration and
Nationality Act if they mest certain criteria ™ This s of criteria is directed towards
aiding the citizens of key allies in the GWOT. The first criberion is that a nation st be
providing "material support" to either OIF ar OEF in the form of manpower. Three-
hundred soldiers is the minimum nurber required of a natimn in order fix it to be
considered a program nation. A program ration is anv one of the nations that participats
in the Visa Waiver Poogram, viz, whose citizens are eligible to travel to the Thitied States
by having thzir need for a visa waiverl Meebing thigone criterion ot “material support” is
sufficient for anation to be considereda program nation,

It the nation fails toprovidethe minimum of 300s0ldiers tothe GWOT, tagy be
considered a probationary participant in the VWP if it meets a different s 01 criteria,
The nation in question must be a membar of the Buropean Unien, it must provide

"material suppert” to the GWOT as detexmined by the Secretary of Defense in
consultation with the Secretary of Sy, and its citizens m=t not conprami sethe "law
enforcement iteests'’ of the United States, as judged hy the Secretary of Hmelad
Security in consultation with the Secretary of State, If a nation meets 4l threz of these
criteria, it is allowed to be a probetionary program rekion.

The amendment was agreed in Senate an May 17. Ttrez nations are eligitle to
become program nations hased on the 300 soldier criterjon: Romania, Poland and the
CzechRepublic (962,905 and 300soldiers, respectively). Therehas been some backlash
concerning other new members of the European Union over the criteria st fortliin the
amendment. The President of Humgary has stated that he will refise to travel to the
United Sabes wtil Hungary is also granbed probatonary program mation
Hungary contributes about half of the 300 soldiers necessa!lr_y for it to become a program
nation uncer the fit criterion. A recemt Washinglon Times article argues thaf the
amegn?yent may serve to alienate smaller nakions that have ¢onfribwted o fighting the
UwC

JEpuniFley “sich % Hungary, Latvia, Lithuenia, Slovekia and Bstonia-ae &
contributors to both OIF and OEF, None ofthese nations ficld énough soldisrs to meet
the 300 soldier minimum for program nation status. However, a camparison of the
oxtribations of each of these individual ratians with those of Poland, the Czech
Republic, and Romania show make a strong case for these five nations to also be
included as program nations In the YWP,

! Text of Amendments, Senate; May 16, 2006; Page: 84627

? Repart: Hongerian president won't visit U.S. unu]l-}unsmgdmwniwrmud?tm
Worldstream; August 3, 2006 Thursday

} Friends of fiends: U.S. visa policy needs overharul for allies, The Weshington Times; June 28, 2006
Wedneslay:
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The CIA World Factbook estimates that Poland has a population of 38,536,869,
which iz about 55 times that of Hungary (population 9,981,334), abast 17 thnes that of
Latvia (population 2,274,735), about 10.5 tinesthat of Lithuania (population 3,585,906),
about 7 times that of Slovakia (population5,439,448), and about 29 times that of Estonia

(populaticn 1,324.333). If eadh of these five smaller nations had the pepilaticn of
Poland and thei- respective ratio of troops supplied to population remained constant, all
would easily meet the 300 soldier mininmmn set forth for automatic program-nation
status. Metions such as Estonia, Lithuenia, ad Latvia akready contribute soldiers in a
greater ratio than Poland. Of all the nations considered, Lztvia has the highest troop to
populationratio(.0056%).

This data suggests that a ntion’s population is the limiting factor in determining
whether it gains automatic program nation status under the Santoram amendment. We
should not penalize ax alliss because of the limitations of their respective populations.
Instead, we should look at establishing a ratio of troops suppled to population and/or
troops supplied to military size in order to determine thair aligihility for automatic
program naticn status. Each of the nations mentioned here are valusble allies in the
GWOT. If the United States Government is to reward allies for “heir support of GWOT,
it should do 80 in a way that does not jeopardize our relationship with auxr allies nor risk
alienating them.
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YISA WAIVER PROGRAM

The visa wajver program, which is administeredby the Secretary of Homeland Security
and Secretary o f State, allows citizens from 27 countres, including France and Germany,
to visit the United Statesas toutists without visas,

htip//mi i.senete.eov el id=126672

BBC Monitoring qUoles from Siovak press 29 May 06 BBC Monitoring Europe -
PoliticalSupplied by BRC Worldwide MonitoringMar 29, 2006 Monday
Sme |certre-right) htto//wrww sme.sk

"Thekey thiny is tret the {US immigratianlaw]bill marks a significant saft in the USA's
visapolicy phliosophy ... Even ir the condition [demanding that countriess=<king the
lifting of visas deploy af least 300 troops to Irag), 1ailored 1o the Poles, were Lo femain
n the hill and the bill & a whole was approved, 1t would be definnely advantageous io
Slovakia. The doar would be open. [f ws take a broader view of the 1ssue, each Surmimit of
the Viszgrad Four [V4, a group comprising the Czech Republic. Hxegry, Poland, and
Slovakia] typically ends with the assurance thal the minml cooperation makes a lot of
sense The US visa issue illustrates how much hypocrisy thereis in those woxcks, When it
comes ta truly big issues. not only is there not a trame of cooperation 1n the V4, but the
individual states knowingly go it alone and against one another.” {Commentaryby Pater
Schutz}

hitp/fwww.lexis.com/rescarch/retrieve/fiames? me=d3764d82822752¢7¢315 ff00b91a)
f&osve=fo&elorm=baald fnist=XCITE&docnum=! & stertdoc=]&wchp=dGLbY]t~

ZSkAB& mdI=98 [d8ef7fc8Tb7(e9075a9d1d9146abb

Friends of friends; U.S. visa policy needs overhaud for aliies The Washington Times June
28, 2006 Wednesday:

To recap: An amendment to the Senate immigration bill recently introduced by Sems,
Rick Santorum of Pennsylvania and Barbara Mikulski of Muarvland has proposcd io grant
exemptinns to the normal mles af bhis program to allics of theThited Stateswhn am
mermbers of the European Union and who have contributed "materia) support " (defined as
abattalion) to Operation Iragi Freedom ar Operation Enduring Freedomin A fghanistan,

Other countries Czech Republic, Slovakia, Hungary. Lithuamia. Estonia and Latwia,
which feel the squeeze of being shut out of the Visa Waiver programhave also made
sigmificant contributions, especially if you consider their commitment relative to the size
of their populations. All of these countries are members of the BU and NATO, where we
have no problem working with them. All of them signed onto the letter of support fx the
U.S. intervention in Iraq in 2003 that got themn in hot water with the government of
France, which opposed the war. Furthermore this spring Vice PresidentDick Cheney felt
on sufticiently friendly ground in Vilnius, Lithuania, to launch a theborical attack onthe
Russian political leadership and its undemocratic ways. Due to thelr experience under
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camunism, the Central and Esst Eurgpeans otten show a special rapport with the United
States that West Europeans do not.

Each of these sountries has troopsin Irag: Hungary 300, Iatvia 120, Lithuania 118,
Slovakia 102, Czech Republic 80and Estonia 31. Thiscompares tosoine 2,400 for
Poland and 700 for Romania, but on a per capita basis or as apercentage of military
forces, the autnbers are not 80 faroff.

In Afghanistan, Beteria, Iabvia, Lithuania, Slovakia and Czech Republic bave
volunteered assistance. Thisincludes medical teams, dogtears, sngizesting units, ¢f¢, In
the Balkans, where Bircpesns have largely taken over from American peacekeeping
forces, Estania, Latvia, Lithuania and Slovakia each have 104 personnel on the ground in
Kosovo on arotating basis. Thishas freed up American forces for deployment elsewhere,

Hagglingoverthe value of friendship seerns an odd way to write immigration legislation.
¥, & leastthe Santorum amendmenthas hrought the discussion out into the openand
caused samethinking onhow the problem canbe fixed. This canbe doneby eitheran
adjustmentin the criteria for eligibility that would be more inclusive or by rethinkingthe
basis for the Visa Waiver Program altogether, outdated as it has clearly become. It is
worth noting, by the way, that not one of the countries in question is agilating for
allowing [llegals to stay in the United States, but they are offering to cooperate with U.S.
law enforcement.

http:/fwww Jexis.co rch/retrieve/frames? m=abdd? 94056794968 2¢
6&docrum= ' o= -
zSkAB & md5=0i450bbfeffec3761a061c3042d48c6¢

Report: Hungarianpresident won't visit US. until Hungarians get visa waiver Associated
Press Worldstream August 3, 2008 Thiraday

Inclusion in the U.S. visa wadver program has been a delicateissue fxmany former
cormimunist countries that have bexxare members of the Enropean Unien and NATQ ard
have even deployed soldiers in Iragand Afghanistan, samabimesas part of the U.S.-led
coalition.

Poland and Hungary have been especially insistent that Wadhirgmn allow theireitizens
to visit the Uhiterd States as tourists without baving to obtain visas.

VWehirgsm has said the number o frejectedvisa applications from Hungary, now arcund
25-30percent, mmst be lowerbefore a visa waiver can be considered.

hitn o lexis.comiressarch/retrieyve/frames? m=ael 22¢082cacal32BeddbeasfdIdb24
&dggm1m=i& ﬁnlstr‘FULL& s!aﬂd;gl&,wahg—d{i[:g\e'lb-

Senator Santorum Announces Senate Approval of Visa Waiver Program Amendment
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The Secretary ofHomeland Security andthe Secretary of Statc administer the VR
Waiver Program, which allows citizens from 27 countries to visit the Uitd States as
tourists without visas. This program would allow the families o fPolish Americans to
‘travel to the United States to attend weddings, funerals, ard other special occasions
without significant cost or the delay of waiting fxra visa

hitp://santorum.senate.gov/public/index.cfmFuseAction=PressQffice. View& CanentRec
ord_jd=1808

SA 4000. Mr. SANTORUM (for tineelf, Mr. Prist, end Ms, Mikulski) submitied an
amcndment intendedto be proposced by him to the bill S 2611, 1o provide for
comprchensive immigration reform and for other purposcs, whichwas ordered to e on
the table; as follows:

Onpagc 306, strikcling 13 and insert the following:
SEC. 413. VISA WAIVER PROGRAM EXPANSION.

S.AMDT 4000

Amends: 8.2611

Sponsor; $en Santorum, Rick [PA]) (submitted 5/16/2006) (proposed 5/17/2006)
AMENDMENT PURPOSE : T allow additional countries to participate in the visa
waiver programa under section 217 of the Immigration and Nationality Ak if they meet
certain criteria,

TEXT OF AMENDMENT AS SUBMITTED: CR $4629

- STATUS:

5/17/2006: Amendment SA 4000 proposed by Scnator Santorum. {consideration:
CR S4677-4679;text: CR

5/17/2006: Amendment SA 4000 agreed to n Senaleby Voice Vote.

COSPONSORS(2):
Sen Prist, William H. [TN] - 5/16/2006-
Sen Mikulski Farbera A [MD] - 5/16/2006

Section217(c} @ U.S.C.1187(¢c)) is amended by adding & the end the following:

(8) Probationary admission~- — ... . ___ _

{A) Definitionof material support.--1n this paragraph, theterm teharial syport
means the current provision of the cquivalent of, but not less than, a battalion
{which consists of 300to 1,000 military personnel) to Qperation ragi Freedom or
Operaticn Enduring Freedom to provide training, logistical or tactical sipport.or
a military pressnee,
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(B) Designation as a program country.—-Notwithstanding any other provision of
this section, a country may be designated as a program camtry, ona probationary
basis. under this Sectionif—
(i) the coumntry is a membcer of the European Union;
(i) the country is providing material support to the Uhited States ar the
multilateral forcesin Afghanistan or Iraq, as determined by the Secretary
of Defense, in consultationwith the Secretery of State; ad
{iii) the Seeretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the
Secretary of Slate, determinesthat participationof the couniry in the visa
waiver program under this scetion docs not compromise the law
enforcement intcrests of the United Statcs.
{C) Refusal rates; overstay mics.—The determination under subparagraph (BXiii)
shall paly take into sccount any refusal mtes or overstay rates after the expiration
of the first full year of the country’s edmission info the European Unlon,
(D) Full compliance.—-Not laterthan 2 years after the date of a country's
designation under subparagraph (B), the country-
(1) shall be in full compliance with all applicable requirementsfor program
couniry status under this section; or
(i) shall have its program country designation terminated.
(B} Extensions.—-The Secwatary of State may extend, for a period not to exceed 2
years, the probationary designation granted under svbparagraph (B) if the
country—
(i} is mekiregy significant progress towards coming into full compliance
with all applicablerequirements for progrant conntry status under this
sertim;
(1} is likely to achicve fall compliance before the end of such 2-year
period, and
(i) continues to be an ally of the Thited Stafes against beyorist states,
organizations, and individuals, as determined by the Secretary of Defense,
in consultationwith the Secretary of State.”.

SEC.414. AUTHORIZATION OF AFPROPRIATIONS.

http://thomas.Joc.gov/cei-bin/query/C2r 109: /temp/~£109ATK 216

COMPARISONCF' THE CONTRIBUTIONSMADE TO CPERATION
FREEDOM AND OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM BY LARGE AND SMALL

COUNTRIES

TR A m o e, —————— e e

hitp:/Avew. Jexis.com/research/vetrieve/{ =e48:  06: fB9451343367a3732%ae
3&d 1& fmtst=FULL& startdo p=dG VIt
zSkA 45 39b61d6d3034437f0b8 {bsSe
poles face extra scrutiny when visiting the U.S. Chicago Tribune(Hllinois)July 11,
2006 Tuesday
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CHICAGO_, As a loyal American ally in Iraq and recententrant intothe Eurgpean
Union, Peland is frustrated that its citizens face more hurdies to visit the United
._States thap_most of their Europeanbrethren. - .- .~ . . .

Take Iwona Masianka, who applied for a US tourist visa In Peland to be her cousin's
maid of honor at a September wedding in Chicago. Maslanka even produced
documents frem the priest and banquet hall to boost her claim that she was visiting
For a specific event, not to settle here.

Her request was denied.
One factor: Polishcltizens routinely get those tourist visas and never go home.

As Congresswrestles with which Immigrantsdeserveto enter the United Stabes and
which do not, Peland reflects a conundrum _ a cauntry with deepening ties to the
West but whose sputtering economy mirrors developing nations that generate the
most lllegal Immigration.

Polish and US. officials have renewed their push to admit Polandinto an exglugive
group of nations whose citizens don't need tourist visas to enter the U.5. The issue
of visa vloiators has become especially urgent as the US  tries to better secure its
bordersafter the 2001 terrorist attacks.

Paland's influx B ttny compared with Latin America’s but is sizable Inthe Chicago
area, hometo the nation's largest Polish immigrant population. Here, stories abound
of graduatlon ceremonies, weddings and family reunions spoiled because a Paolish
relative couldn't get a tourist visa,

Maslanka's cousin, Justyna Bleszezad, now must find another maid of honor. As
teenagers in Poland, they hadvowed to be ineach other's weddings. 'lt's very, very
disappointing,” said Bieszczad, 26. "Hwon't bethe same’

For 27 countries . including Japan, Australia and nearly all of Western Europe
citizens can visit the US for fewer than 90 days with just a passport. but cannot
work or study.

Poles must travel to the US. Embassy in Warsaw ar the consulatein Krakow. They
must pay $100, stand Initnes and then proveto a US. consular officer that they
don't Intendto stay In the US  long term. Tney must presentdetalled documentalon
that they have families, jobs and hoemes in Paland.

A State Department spokeswoman would not give offlclal numbers, but Polish

oficials say denials are common,

Some U.S. and Polish officialscal the visa requirementoutragecus, considering
Poland's staunch support Forthe U.S.-led military effort in Iraq. U.S. Sen. Rigk
Santorum (R-Pa) recently added an amendment to a sweeping immigration BlH that
would iRt tourist visa requirementstxr Poland.

Inthe ethnic enclaves and Polish media of Chicago, many say they feel lika second-
class citizens compared with their EuropeanUnion brethren. Poles note that they
consistently have backed the US. since the days of the Revolutionary War, including
the conflictin Iraq.
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We shed bfood. We lost [lvas in Iraq. We didn't ask for anything in return. Itwas a
question of honor," sald Jaroslaw Lasinski, Poland's consul general In Chicago. "We
are a friend of the U.S., not a threat.”

To win support for that ¢cause, however, Polishofficigls must undo thelir nation's
reputation as a country that produces a stream of citizens seeking jobs. Even though
Poland has entered the European Unlon, unemployment stubbornly havers around 20
percent and many citizens are lookingfor a way out.

To reduce visa vielators, Polish officlals recently helped produce a documentary on
state-owned television that showed the hardships of living as an illegal immigrantin
Chicago and other cities. The message was to discourage Poles from gverstaying
their visas, officials said.

Poland is planning nowepapor and magazino ads to reinforea that mossago, in
addition to working with Polish-American associations in Chicago and elsewhere, sald
Marek Purowski, press attache at Poland's-embassy in Washington.

"We want to tell our peoplethat if you come here under false pretenses, #°s a bad
thing,” Purowski said. "What we have 10 do Is show the congressmenthat Poland has
changed.”

But the Polish immigration recard has been spotty because of visitors like Asla
(pronounced ASHA). She cameto Chicago two years ago with a one-month tourist
yisa. She was unsure aboutthe trip until a fortuneteller predicted she would cross
the "great water."

Asla, who asked that her last name not be used because she is living hereillegally,
never went home. The 54-year-old Chicago woman fell Inleve andnow works as a
housecleaner.

Asia said she never intendedto stay long. Uke several Poles interviewed, her lengthy
stay happened almost as an afterthought. Infact, Asla said she feels bad that she &
breaking US. law, although she said her work here is necessary to support relatives
back home.

"Thisis not what we wanted eriginally," she sald through an interpreter. 'But Bound
work bem!

U.S, officials did not have data on what percentage of Poles overstay their visas, but
authorities estimate there are about47,000 Pclishillegal immigrants Inthe United
States, about 10 percent of the entire Polish Immigrant population. While the total is
relatively small compared with the total undocumentedpopulatlon of 11 millionto 12
million, Polish Immigrantsrank in the top five ¢ those deported from the Chicago
dred.

Officials with 1.8, Immigration and Customs Enforcementin Chicago say Poland
continues to be a majar source of lilegal immigrants into Chicago, with many working
as construction workers, housekeepers and in other low-wage jdos. Peter Fehey, a
group supervisorin the agency’s Chicago office, said most illegal Immigrants from
Poland enter the cauntry with legal visas, but anincreasing number are "coming
through the desert” with smugglers from Mexico.
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The 2001 terrorist attacks increased calls to arack down on visa overstayers because
four of the 19 Tifjackers hatroverstayed visas but remained undetected. Some
lawmakers have urgedthe US to scrap the waiver program, citing security
concems.

The V.S, has moved to keep closer tabs on arrivals_ those with and without visas _,
through the US~VISIT program, iImplemented in 2004. Authoritles now take digital
finger scans and digital photos of all visitors, butcritics say the system is not yet
tracking who exlts the country.

Mark Krlkarian, executive director of the Center for Immigration Studies, which
favors stricter immigmilon enforcement, sald no countries, aspecially Poland, should
joln the waiver program untilthe US  can objectively say that their citizens are not
overstaying visas inlarge numbers.

"Putting Poland inthe visa walver program would supercharge illegal immigration

-from-Poland,” said Krikarian, who testified befora Congress on ihe visa waiver
program. "There isno excuse, no rationale, for adding Polandother than political
expedience.’

Polish leaden say their country might have a mixed record but that the recent entry
into the European Unionwiil improve Polands economy and providelegal avenues to
work in Europe. At least 120, 000 Poles work legally in Ireland, for example, creating
enclaves akin tothe Mllwaukee Avenue corridor in Chicago.

"Poland is a different country now" said Joanna Borow!ec, director of the Polish
American Association In Chicago. "Why would you pay $0 much for a ticket to work
illegally in Chicago when you can take a busto get a legal job in Eurcpe?”

That potential for economic growth could reduce visa overstayen and uitimately lead
to more favorable treatmentby US. immigration authorities. US Secretary & St
Condoleezza Rice recently told Chicago reporters that *we would hope to qualify
Poland” for the visa waiver program eventually.

For now, Palishfamilies throughout the Chicago area deal with the current system.

Bieszezad didn't have time to dwell on her letdown. Her sister had hoped to Inciude
her godrather In her wedding last month. But he couldn't get a tourist visa, elther.

B&cavembi&cform=bhool& fintstreXCITE&docnum=1& startdoc=1&wchp=dGEbVIb-
zSkAB& md5=c0771155a6/9200086fdcDeaZasf50

“'I:e”xt of report by "res”, headlined "There are 300 troops in Iraq and Afg-hanistan",
by Czech newspaper Pravo website on 15June

The Czech Republic has 120 more soldiets in Afghanistan and I+ aqthan the Ministry
of Defence claimed last week on its website on current foreign missions

The webpage indicated that the total number was 196 (100 inthe ISAF missionin
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Afghanistan and 96 mostly military police officersin Irsg}, but it left out troops
sewing in the independent US-led Enduting Freedom operation [n Afghanistan.
"There are 120 of hese, Ladislav Sticha, spokesman for Military Intelligencs at the
ministry said, addingthat these soldiers had been mentioned independently onthe
website of Milltary Intelligence {wwyw.v2¢r.a).

The total number of our troops in both countries & now around 360, and the Czech
Republic could therefore fulfil the criterion of extent of participation in military
operations, setby the US Senate as a condition for the iifting of visas far new EU
countries for a probationary period of twa years.

However, in the Senate's version of the immigration law this possiblity Is made to
measurefor Poland, which isthe anly country that precisely fulflls the condition,
according to which a given country must assist the United States In Irag and
Afghanisian with the equivalent of at least one battalion of 30¢ soldiers. However
the final version of the US draft law Is still subjectto the approval of the House of
Representatives, the lower house of the US Congress.

http:/fwww. lexis com/research/retrieve/frames? m=e48a0106fbci89451343867a3282%a2
5&docnum=1&_fmtst=FULL& _startdoc=1&wchp=dGLbVIb-
2SkAB& md5=a39b61d6d30344570b8e1bf52324b5e
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THESECRETARYOFDEFENSE
WASHINGTON, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

SEP 1 2006

The Honorable Rick Santonun
United States Senate

511 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3804

Dear Senator Santorurn;

[ would like to follow up on our conversationin early August concerning
amending Section 217 of the Immigration and Nationality Act.

As you know, I am concerned that establishment of minimum force contribution
criteria to qualify for visa waivers, such as the 300-person minimum threshold number
discussed, may unfairly penalize smaller Coalition partners. Small countries like Latvia,
Slovakia, Estonia, Lithuania, and Czech Republic have made significant conuibutionsto
the war effort and have even suffered loss of life. They see themselves as full partners in
the war, aud have small militaries from which they cau draw forces for deployment. The
minimum criteria unfairly penalize these important == but small -- allies. [ request that
you consider this perspective as you pursue your amendment.

Thank you for your continued support to the Department and the men and women
in uniform. [ look forward to our next conversation.

- Sincere

08

T

91/20065.20:17 PM
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~CONTEENTE

POLICY COORDINATION SHEET

Subject of Memo: Letter to Senator Santorum on the Visa Waiver for Coalitionpartners

Control Number: SFOR(2006-12

Title/Organization Name /-D,ate
PDUSD for Policy Ryan Henry ‘-QA 3{0%6
ASDISA Pcter Rodman £ I "“J ol
PDASD ISA Mary Beth Long glacfo
DASD EUR Dan Fata (by etnail) 8/18/06
Special Advisor, NESA John Trigillio &/18/06
For Abe Shulsky
Senior Counselor for CA Debra Cagan &/17/06
Acting ASD Legislative Affairs Robert Wilke coordination copy provided 8/17/06
Robert Wilke rc-coordination provided 8/25/06
Prin. Dep. Gen Counsel Daniel Dell’Orto 8/18/06
CONFDENTAL
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' OSD Legislative Artairs
’ Correspondence Control Cover Sheet

DocumentNumber: 13212 SecDeflDepSee Coordination Classitied Coordinatlon: B4
Dateof Correspondence:  24-Aug-06 Assigned Due Date 28-Aug-08 Date Received: 24-Aug-06

Subject:  L&tter to Sepator Santorum on Visa Waiver for Coalition partners. (2} {class.}

CCD Control Number: Member af Congress: Santorum Rick

Originating Agency: 'SA {Intemational Security Affairs)

Agency POC:  Chrishawn Otey (fex) Agency POC Telephone: |(b){6)
Tranafered To  Backlp Date Transfered: 24-Aug-06

Action Officer:  Bryars, Peppar (Mr) Non-Concur

Conenr/ Nen-Concur

Action Officer:
¥ DASD: Houss ( 4 #@.!Nm@mwr 2&,&‘&
O Dir, House Affairs: Concur/Non-Caneur
/
] DASD: Senats .,,,4-'/ Concur { Nen-Goneur

O bir, Senate Affairs: [ 8 riy @J Non-Concur

™ pasD; Qutreach / —.Concur INon-Congur

/

28 folle O

Frort Ofﬂce@_ 4
o ASRLA Wé Uy F n—Cnncur

Comments:

Picked up by

(PRINT NAME)

(SIGNATURE)
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

SEP 1 2006

The Honorable Rick Santorum
United States Senate

51 1 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-3804

Dex Senator Santonun;

I would like to follow up on our conversation in early August conceming
amending Section 217 of the Immigration and Nationality Act.

As you know, 1 am concerned that establishmentof minimuwn force contribution
criteria to qualify for visa waivers, such as the 300-person minimum threshold number
discussed, may unfairly penalize smaller Coalition partners. Small countries like Latvia,
Slovakia, Estonia, Lithuania, and Czech Republic have made significantcontributions to
the war effort and have even suffered loss of life, They see themselves as full partners in
the war, and have small militaries from which they can draw forces for deployment. The
minimum criteriaunfairly penalize these important -- but small -- allies. Irequest that
you consider this perspective as you pursue your amendment.

Thank you for your continued support to the Department and the men and women
in uniform. [ look forward to amr next conversation.

Sincere
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TO: Dormrance Smith
CC: Mau Larimer

FROM: Domld'ansfeld%

SUBJECT: Distribution of My Speeches

&5 (00 052

Do we regularly scnd my specches to the White House, the Vice President, the
State Department and 10 a good list of people an the Hill?

Please respond ty.&‘eptember 7, 2086
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TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Dorrance Smith
SUBIECT: Distribution of My Speeches

Ref: Snowflake 082806-03 (travel)

Sir,

8/30/2006

. /2005 %

All speeches are posted on DefenseLink, distributed through speech writer channelsto

the Whites House and provided to press and hill contacts.

11-L-0559/0SD/59495
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TO: Dorrance Swith

CC. Matt Latimer

FROM:  Donald Rumsfcld
SUBJECT Distribution of My Speeches

Do we regularly send my specches to the White House, the Vice Presidens, the
State Department and te a good list of people on the Hill?

PRD
GKIRLD (vl

sLaEpAgEEaAd '.lllllll ARALANAAOESCAMRARESREBORERRIDRIGTR ) srsnuditesuPReeronans

Please respond by September 7, 2696




July 31,2006
TO: Dorrance Smith
CC. Eric Rulf
FROM: Donald Rurnsfteld 9/

SUBJECT Austin Bay

AL OD0)

Did we ever get Austin Bay mn” I have never met him, that I can recall. He writes

some good things.

Thanks.

DHR.ss
SFO73106-06

Please Respond By 08/08/06
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8/30/2006
TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Dorrance Smith éf

SUBIECT: Austin Bay

Ref: Snowflake 073 L36-06

Sir,

We have put Mr. Bay on your matrix. We will invite him o either the next journalists’
lunch or invite him to join us on our next visit 10 Texas,

T
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August 10, 2006 g
TO Dorrance smih 3
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeid ﬂu.' <
SUBJECT: Cartoon :
Please see if you can get this cartoon, including the heading aboveit: "Telling It
mt."
Thanks.
Attach. 8/9/06 cartoon from Washington Times,p. Al4.
DHE s
SR% 100601
Please Respond By September 07, 2006 Ly
™~
-
&
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8/30/2006
TO: Sceretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Dorrance Smithgf

SUBJECT Cartoon

You asked me to get the original of this cartoon. The author has offered the
original for $400. Let me know if you want to buy it.
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August 10, 2006

TO. Dormrance Smith

FROM.  Donald Rumsfeld ﬂ;v_,
SUBJECT Cartoon

please see if you can get this cartoon, including the heading aboveit: "Telling It
Rigl,]t'”

Thanks.

Attach. 8/9/06 cartoonfrom Washington Times, p. Al4.

DHEh
SFO31006-01

Please Respond By September 07, 2006 | a7
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1300

LEGISLATIVE
AFFAIRS

August 30,2006

LIS

MEMORANDUM FOR THE EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

FROM: Robert Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense for Legiglative Affairs

SUBJECT: Tn-Theater Airlift Support for Congressional Travel
It is requested that military airlift be provided within the AOR to support Congressional
Travel for the followingrequest:

Senator Bill Frist, Senate Majority Leader (Manifest 1s currently pending).

[tinerary is attached.
The Dcpart?mmmaunf is the Executive Agent for Codel Frist. The POC is Ms.
Mary Pablo|®)6) The Escort Officer is Major Mark Sherkey,
APPROVED /4 NG 30 K06

7T =%
DISAPPROVED

Attachment
AS

QOO &

0SD 1

yAA

813172006 8:53.18 aM
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CODELFRIST
30 September — 5 October 2006
Pakistan; Afghanistan; Kuwait; Iraq; Jordan

Mil Air Movement (asof 29 Aug; 1545)

Via: AF C-40B

Ms#: 10613 (Tentative)

Taili#: 10041

Ravens: 4 (subjectto change)

Seats: 22 (w/sofa) available to the CODEL

Saturday. 30 September 2006

2200 Depart Andrews AFB

Sunday. 1 October 2006

1335 Arrive Tallin (Ulemiste AP), Estonia (Refuel)
1505 Depart Tallin {Ulemiste AP), Estoma

2235 Arrive Islamabad, Pakistan

Mil air depositions to Bishkek (Manas AP}, Kyrevzstan — 1 Oct

0005 — 0305 (2+00) (+ 1) (Islamabad — Bishkek)
Crewrest — 15+00

Mondav. 2 October 2006 - via CENTCOM AC

0730 Depart [slamabad, Pakistan
0800 Arrive Kabul, Afghanistan
1830 Depart Kabul, Afghanistan
2000 Arrive Islamabad, Pakistan

Mil air repositions to Islamabad (Chaklala), Pakistan — 2 Oct
1730 — 1830 (2+()) (-1) (Bishkek- Islamabad)

2030 Depart Islamabad, Pakistan via C-40B
2210 Arrive Kuwait (Ali Al Salem), Kuwait

11-L-0559/0SD/59506

8+35(+7)

5+30 (+2)

1400 (~.50)

1+00 (+.50)

3+40 (-2)



Tuesdav, 3 October 2006 —via CENTCOMAC

0800 Depart Kuwait (Ali Al Salem) 1+30 (0)
(930 Arrive Baghdad, Iraq

Wednesdayv, 4 October 2006 — via CENTCOMAC

1600 Depart Iraq (location TBD) 2+00 (0)
1800 Arrive Amman (Marka Intl), Jordan

Mil air depositions to Amman (QOueen Alia AP), Jordan — 5 Oct
0330 - 0525 (I+55) (0) Kuwait -Amman

Thursdav, § QOctoher 2006

0725 Depart Amman (Queen Alia), Jordan 5450 (-2)
1115 Arrive Shannon, Ireland (Refuel)

1245 Depart Shannon, Ireland T+15 (-5)
1500 Arrive Andrews AFB
Manifest:
Pending
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August 08,2006

TO: Allison Barber
CC. Dorrance Smith
Robert Rangel

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 7/{

SUBJECT Frank Gannon

Frank Ganncn might ke able 1o help out with the wounded or maybe with America
Supports You. Why don't you think about getting him in, brief him on what you
are doing, and ask if he has any ideas. He used tobe my White House fellow, and

he has done a lot of things over the years. He is an interesting person.

Thanks.

DHR s
SFOBQI06-26
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Please Respond By 08124106
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8/29/2006

TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Allison Barber

SUBJECT: Frank Gannon

I had a lovely conversation with Frank Gunnon today. 1 am going to connect him

with a few of our America Supports You groups. He indicated that he enjoys
helping people communicate or sell an idea and he liked the concept of assisting

some of amr grassrants groups imprave in that area. T think the America Supports
You groups will be thrilled to have him volunteer in this capacity.

I will also connect him with one of aur groups that visit the troops at Walter Reed.

Thank vou for sending him my way.

~ OSD1
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August 08, 2006
TO: Allison Barber
CC: Dorrance Smith
Robert Rangel

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?j

SUBJECT: Frank Gannon

Frauk Ganou might be able w Lielp out witk iie wonereded or ruybe with Anerica
Supports You, Why don't you think about getting him in, brief him on what you
are doing, and ask il he has any ideas. He used to be my White House fellow, and

he has done a lot of things over the years. He is an interesting person.

Thanks,

DHR.sx
SFOBOT06-26

Please Respond By 08/24/06

FOrO
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August 16,2006

TO: Steve Cambone
CcC: Gen Pete Pace
Jim Haynes

FROM Donald Rumsfeld ?j
SUBJECT: Fingerprints

On Monday Bob Mueller told the President that 300,000 fingerprints from DoD
are already in the FBI file system database, Is that true? I cannet believe it.

Thanks.

DHE.dh
SF081306-16

Please Respond By 08/31/06
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FOROTFICIATUSEONEY

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

5000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-5000

INFO MEMO

R00OT

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligencyl—AUG 29 26

SUBJECT: Request for Information on Fingerprint Sharing with FBI

o Yourequested (TAB A) information concerning the FBI Director’s
staterent that DoD has provided 300,000 fingerprints to the FBIL

o The US Army, acting as the Department’s Executive Agent for Biometrics,
has shared with the FBI approximately 330,000 fingerprint files of non-US
persons and unknownpersons from operations in Irag and Afghanistan.

COORDINATION: TABB gﬁ d o balieve
S o e e Jewd,

Attachments:
As stated &9 2106
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August 16,2006
TO: Steve Cambone
cc: Gen Pete Pace
Jim Haynes

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?/{
SUBJECT Fingerprints

On Monday Bob Mueller told the President that 300,000 fingerprints from DoD
are already in the FBI file system database. Is that true? I cannot believe it.

Thanks,

DHR.dh
SFO81506-16

Please Respond By 08/31/06

Foto
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COORDINATION:

Mr. Kenneth Vance 22 Aug 06
Office of the Secretary of the Amy

Ms . Allison Lenge 23 Aug 06
Genetal Counsel for the Department

of Detfense
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

OCT 2 0 2006

Honorable Russell D. Feingold
506 Hat Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feingold

Thank you for your letter advocating a comprehensive interagency strategy to help
manage security challenges on the African continent. This Depantment recently has
rencwed discussion of how adjustments to the Unified Commund Plan might benefit our
global efforts. Our approach to security issues in Africa 1s a key focws of those ongeing
deliberations.

We are examining how an Atrica Command might strengthen defense
relationships and activities with our regional partners. Such a command. including its
interagency components, could help us better address diverse challenges in Africa
through coordinated interagency and international actions.

As our work progresses, we will consider the need to align requirements and
processes with aur interagency partners. We also will continue to consult regularly with
the Congress. I value your continued support for our etforts to transtorm the Department
for this new era.

Sincerely.

D p

OTD 1 37:?9-06
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September 12, 2006

1 TO: Eric Edelman
CC: Robert Wilkde :. ?f(gs
FROM.  Donald Rumsfeld L N7

SUBJECT Response to Sen Feingold re: Africa Command

Plense draft the reoponscte Peingold for my cignaturc.

Thanks.

‘. Attach. 8730408 Feingold Iir 1 SD

DHRA
BEO9II0N-05
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Flease Respond By September 21,2006
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August 30, 2006

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
Department of Defense

1300 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

I wes pleased to leamn that you are consldering the creation of an Africa Command. As
youmay know, I offcred and the Senate passed an amendment to the 2006 Dofense
Authorization Act thatcalls for attention tothis very issue. believe itis sasential that
we cenfigure the U.S. govemment in way that allows us to effectively counter emerging
threats throughout the African continent, and to defeat these throats that curreatiy exist.
The creation of a single regional combatant command for Afirica would be a positive step
in this direction, allowing for greater coordinationthroughout the interagency and
additionalattention to the threats thal exist throughout the continent.

That said, itisn't the only step thet isrequired to more cffectively address the challenges
we Zacethroughout the continent. It is impexativethet any new efforts releting to Africa
take into consideration the fact that n majority of the threats we face have root causes and
coanections to underlying conditiong ! cannot be addressed militarily. It is important,
if and when you do createan Africa Command, thatit be B model fior new interagency
coordination, transparency, and dedirat-ion to supporting a broader strategic vision for
U.S. engagement in Africa.

Jincerely,
Russell D, Feingo% 3
Urited States Senator
08D 1373906
i
1
PN TED OB MECTCLED PAVER
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September 12, 2006
O: Bric Edelman

CcC: Robert Wilicie

FROM  Domald Rumsfdnpj\_

SUBIECT: Response to Sen.’!’eingohd ie2 Africa Coramand

Plcase draft the rcsponsc to Peingold for sy signorure.

Thanks,

Attach. §/30/08 FeingoldIr 08D |

DHE OL '
SR91206.08
; Please Respond By Sepiember 21.20
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RUSSELL D. FEINGOLD
WISCONSIN

G0 HawT SEMATEDFRCE BuiLowa
WasmnGTol, O 20510

[m2) 2045122

|20 2241280 {TDD|

faingald yenata.gov

Hnited States Senate

WASHINGTON. 0C 205104904

@002/002

ComumTee on 1 HE BupaET
COmMETTEE On FOREIGH ReLaTIGNS
CuMMITTEE OM THE JUDICIARY
SELECT COMMITTER On INTELLIGENEE
DEMDERATE Poucy COMMITTFF

August 30,2006

The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
Department of Defense

1300 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretarv Rumsteld:

I was pleased to learn that you are considering the creation of an Africa Command. As
you may know, [ offered and the Senate passed an amendment to the 2006 Defense
Authorization Act that calls for attention to this very 1ssue. Ibelieve it 1s essential that
we canfigure the U.S. government in way that allows us to cffcctively counter cmerging
threats throughout the African continent, and to defeat those threats that currently exist.
The creation of a single regional combatant command for Africa would be a positive step
in this direction, allowing for greater coordination throughout the interagency and
additional attention to the threats that exist throughout the continent.

That said, 1t 1sn't the only step that 1s required to more effectively address the challenges
we face throughoutthe continent. It 1s imperativethat any new etforts relating to Africa
take into consideration the fact that a majority of the threats we face have root causes and
connections to underlying conditions that cannot be addressed militarily. It is important,
it and when you do create an Africa Command, thet it be & model for new interagency
coordination, transparency, and dedication to supporting a broader strategic vision for
US. engagementin Africa.

I look forward to working with you closely on this issue.

Sincerelv.
United States Senator
0SD 13739 -DGI _
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,THE. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

September 6,2006

The Honorable Russell D. Feingold
United States Senate
Washington, DC 205 10

Dear Senator Feingold:

Thank you for your letter regarding the possible creation
of an Africa Command. Your interest in this matter is
appreciated.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

Zafl__ps

i A

9/6/200d2:26:27 PM
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE FENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

OCT 20 2006

Honorable Russell D. Feingold
506 Hat Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Feingold:

Thank you for vour letter advocating a comprehensiveinteragency strategy to help
manage sccurity challenges on the African continent. This Department recently has
renewed discussion of how adjustments to the Unified Command Plan might benefit our
global efforts. Our approach to security issues in Africa is a key focus of those ongoing
deliberations.

We are examining how an Africa Command might strengthen defense
relationships and activities with our regional partners. Such a command, including its
interagency components, could help us better address diverse challenges in Africa
through coordinated interagency and international actions.

As our work progresses, we will consider the need to align requirements and
processes with our interagency partners. We also will continue to consult regularly with
the Congress. I value your continued support for our efforts to transform the Department

for this new era.

Sincerely,

D _ufl_ph

3739-06
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AUG 16 208
TO: Robert Wilkie

CC: Dorrance Smith

FROM Donald Rumsfeld(w_

SUBJECT Congressional Gold Medal for Tuskegee Airmen

1 would like to put on 8 majorpush to get the Congressional Gold Medal for the
Tuskegee Airmen. These folksare gettingup in years, and it segms tome itis a
shame totake 50 Jong 1o act on it

Let's get with Cherles Rengel and figure out what we can do move the ball on this,

Thanks.

Attach. Newsday "Tuskegee Airmen Still Waiting"” camried m Washington Post,
August 14, 2006

DHR.&h
Lig Jh o e
sRusmBIBERED SANNNEVENSESNNIRNNURNENDREREBET saPASENSRSENE® CISDUBATRBABERN:

Please Respond By September2l. 2004
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Tuskegee Ammen stll waiting Page 1 of 2

washingtonpostcom
Tuskegee Airmen 3ll Waiting
Moaday, Avgust 14, 2006; A 1l

Five months after Cangrass voted to bestow its highest
honor on the Tusksgee Airmen «- pioneering aviators
who during Wadd W 1 broke the color bar banning
black pilots in the U.S. military -- the Congressional
Gold Ml is gill not i their hands.

"Every time you pick up a newspaper, one ariwo
more are gone."” said retired Lt. Col. Spann Watson of
Westbury, NY. "Wed llepeople who are still living
tobe able to receive them, ] want to get my nerdl in
my hand.” =

HSHCdrectoom

"hereis scme concem,” said mtird Col, Lee Archer, 84, of New Rochelle, N.Y. ,the nation's first
black combat ace. "SinceCongress approved if, I know ofthree people who have passed on and will
never sce it. ButT have no intention of dying before we get the medal.”

QE he 994 black aviators who got theirtraining & the Tuskegee Institubein Alabams beginping in 1942
388 are still alive, Last monin, Elmors Faredy, 96, a retired Lieutenant colonel whe lived
Philadelphia, died of complications of a stroke.

In March, Congress unanimous)y approved the mechl in recognition of fie group's aerialexplaits = its
fighter escort pilots never losta bornber (o enamy fire ~ as well as Jeirbaitles against rzcial
diserimination. Recipients of the medalhave included George Washington, the WAL Brothers, Pope
Jolm Paul LI, the Navajo Code Talkers, and iMarhn ILﬂE:Km; Jr. and Corefta Scott King,

The medal ¢ast in gold, will be displayed in Waehinghon. Brarze: duplicates will be distributedto each
vaeran,

An aidc to Rep. Charles B. Range! {D-N.Y.), who co-sponsored legislationauthorizingthe medal, said
the congressman had hoped the medal would be ready n tine to be awrarded during theannual
convemicn of the Congressional Black Caugus in carly Scpremher.

Bt the aide, Emile Milne, said several revisionsto a design submitted by the aviators group have
delayed themedal's issuance. Milne said the meadhl onginally was to have featured the ivmages of thres
aviators an the front and airerafl an the medal’s reverse side. He said efforts to simplify the design have
led ro delays.

"There vill be anly one gold medal, which will sit in the Smithsonian, honoring the contributions of
nearly 1, 000African American pilots who served henaically in World War [T under thebanner afthe
Tuskegee Aimen,* Milng said. "Everyonewants to get it ridt."

Ron Brewinglon, a spokesman for Tuskegee # @ nlne., said the medals are not expested before next
year.

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/08/13/AR2006081300648 _p... 8/15/2006
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Tuskegee Airmen still Waiting Page2of 2

— Newsday

€ 2006 The Waghington Post Company :
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. AS1g s
TO. Robert Wilkie o
ccC Dorrance Smith C
FROM: DonﬂdRumfe]d% 6
SUBJECT Congressional Gold Medal for Tuskegee Airmen
T would like ¢ it en a neajorpish Fa getthe Congressional Gold Medal for the
Tuskegee Airmen. These folks are getting up 1 years, andit seemstome it isa
shame totake so long toactonit
Lat's get with Charles Rangel and figure out what we can do move the ball on this.
Thenka.
Attach. Newsday "Tuskegee Aimmen Still Waiting" carried in Washington Post, E
August 14, 2006 : R 4
DHR. ' c
SF03)506-02
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Please Respond By September 21, 2006 ﬁva 20, Qodls

Me. &o{g‘lmr\‘ l | - |
We C“"](NSTEA Cﬂ*ﬁeenm-n 'Eanaa\'s oq"l*ce. o Wle el BcrAﬂL’,
The ée\nxl ts Wwith Yhe Hveven ot e CMGQ“ o Yhe U-"am;ﬁ}",

A"‘:?;&w\'\\\ l“'\&\_] \WQ ‘NQ'L' )I'b Oﬁu‘ee, = #Me\\bg O %-\r\e
c:\em‘ ot e weda). Ue? Cargel s ot asmued wie Thee
= e %-\M_l\-w te done Shovs a?‘?em%'\‘\\t A-?fv‘r‘\eh'l'b\
weke a declelon . Hie ahf Yewans %&aﬁeé avrdd The Wit éﬁ
¢

- (eo&\l o 90 e well. Fove |
A e

OSD 13748-06
11-L-0559/0SD/59528 WMMWM

i

P R e e e Tl Rats =1 Y]




_Tuskegee Airmen Still Waiting Page 10f2

washingtorpostcom
Tuskegee Airmen Still V aiting
Monday, Angust 14,2006; A1l

Fivemmths after Congress voted to bestow 1ts highest
honor on the Tuskegee Airmen «- pionseting aviators
who duiing World War O broke the color bar banring
black pilots in the ¥J.8. military -- the Congressional
Gold Machl is still not in thelr hands.

"BEverytime you pick up a newspaper, one or two
more ars gore,” said refired Lt. Col. Spann Watson of
YWestbury, N. Y."Weld like pcople who are still living
to be able to receive them. [ want to g&t my medalin H58Cdirect.com
my hand." - — ———

"There is some concern,” said retired Col. Lee Archer, 84, of New Rochslle, N.Y. the nation's first
black combat ace. “Since Congress approved it, [ know of treepeople who have passed on gndwill
never seeit. Bt [ have no intention of dying before we get the medzl.”

Of the 994 black aviators who gottheir Uaining at the Tuskegee Institute in Alabama beginning im 1942,
388 are sdll alive. Iast moth, Bimore Kennedy, 90, a retired licutenant colonel who lived in
Philadelphia, died efcomplications of a stroke.

In March, Congress unanimously approved the medal in racognition of the group's aerial exploits=- its
fighter escart pilots never lost abamber to &nemy fire = as well as (ngir battles against racial
discrimination. Recipicnts of the medsl have included Gecege Washington, the Wright Brathers, Pope
Tohn Paulll, the Navajo Code Talkers, and Martin Luther King Ir. and Coretta Scott Kirg,

The machl, castin gald, will bs displayed m Washington Bronze duplicates will be distributedto sach
velsTan,

An alda to Rep. Charles B, Rangel {DN.Y.} who co-sponsored 1sgislation authorizing the mechl, said
the congressman had hoped the medal would be ready in time to be awarded during the annual
convention ol e Congressivnal Black Caucus mealy Sepeinber,

But the aide, Emile Milne, said several revisions to adesign submitted by the aviators group have
delayed the medal's issuance. Milne said the medal originally was to have fealured theirneges ofthree
aviators onthe front and airerafl on the medal’s reverse side. He said efferts to simplifythe d¢sign have
led to delays.

"There will be only one gold medal, which will sit in the Smithsonian, hernoring the contributions of
nearly 1,000African Amerdican pilots who served heroically in World War [T under the baniner of the
Tuckegee hirmen, " Miinc said, "Everysns wanls to get i right"’

Ron Brewington, a spokesman for Tuskegee Airmen [ne., said the medls are not sxpected befire next
year,

hitp=//www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/08/1 /AR2006081300648 p... 8/15/2006
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Tuskegee Airmen Still waiting Page20f2

- Newaday
© 2006 The Washington Post Company
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AUB 2 8 2006

TO: Robert Wiikie

cC: Robert Rangel

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ﬂ_‘

SUBIECT: Warner Proposal for Hearmgs on“Civil War”

[ talked 1o Senator Ted Stevens yesterday about Senator Warnor's coneept of
Senate Armex] Services Committeg hearings on ~civil war” and whethér ornol
there ought to be a new Resolution.

1£5

He was negative, and he agrees it is nota good idea. He said be believed it'is
pressure — probably from Ted Kennedy, John McCain and some others on the
Committee = causing John Wamer b mise that issue, which is undersiandable,

Senator Stevens suggested one way 10 deat with it mightbde to have Lhe President
invite down Senators Stevens. McConnell, Roberts. Frist, MeCain, and Warner -
and mavbe some others = and talk about it. The Senators could work with the
President foavoid it.

Thanks

b1 R
MRTN-21 it
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Please respond by Seplember 7,.2006
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August 28,2006
TO: Robert Wilkie
CC. Robert Rangei
FROM: Donald Rumsfcld
SUBJECT: Warner Proposal for Hearings on "Civil War"
DHR.13
SFORZ 70401
Please Respond By September 07,2006
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}

\\kr.%olwlmr\‘,

Wee: Hure \egllic A veported o we lest-
\n&\\'\— -\k.-\— Sm.Jm,. Warner willl ﬂa‘\- poraJe a

Cow way \\pr-..\%

AN

FOUO
D 137

1l pi i

11-L-0559/0SD/59532 ¥31/2006 01 35 PM




AlG 2 8 2005

TO: Roben Wilkie
cC: Robert Rangel

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld jl‘
SUBJECT: Warner Proposal for Hearings on "Civil War™

[ walked 10 Sermator Ted Stevensyesterday abhoul S¢enator Wamer's concept of
Senate Anned Services Committee hearings on 'civil war™ and whether ar not

thereoughl (¢ be a new Resolution.

Hewas negadve. and b agreesit isnol a good idea, Hesaid he befieved itis
pressure - probably from Ted Kennedy. Iohn MeCain and some others onthe

Committee — causing John Warner i raise that issue. which is understandable.

Senator Stevens suggested one way to deal with #t might be to have the President
invite down Sénators Stevens. McConnell, Roberts, Frist. McCain, and Warner -
and mavbe some others - and talk about it. The Senators could work with the
Prestdent to avoid it,

Thanks.

[ JU R
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Please respand by September 7,2006
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August 28,2006
TO: Robert Wilkie
CC: Robert Rangel
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld
SUBJECT: Warner Proposal for Hearings on "Civil War”
D% R
Please Respond By September 07, 2006
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August 31, 2006

TO: Dorrance Smith ; -
7 DV
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld { P\f
SUBJECT: The Correctionin the Early Bird &Q

Please be sure the correction we have in the Early Bird is sent to the friendly

people who are going to be on the talk shows, and also let's be sure it is scnt to the

b et
hosts gf the Sunday morning talk shows,

A ——————

Thanks.

DHR 55
SFO83106-16

Please Respond By August 31,2006
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8/31/2006
TO: Secrctary Rumsteld

FROM: Darrance Smil*@g

SUBJECT: The Correction in the Early Bird

Ref: Snowflake 083106-16

Sir,

The line-up (or the Sunday shows will be announced omorrow and we will send out the
correction s appropriacly. Additionally, we will also ensure it is sent to the hosts of the
Sunday moming shows,

0OSD 13787-06
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August 16,2006
TO. Dorrance Smith
CC. Tina Jonas
Gordon England

FROM Donald Rumsfeld ? /{
SUBJECT: Material for Press Avail
Should we give some thought to using some of the material in the attached memo

from Tina Jonasin a press briefing on waste and so forth?

Thanks.

Attach. 8/14/06 USD{C) memoto SD re: Financial ManagementProgress (OSD
13006-06)

DHR.dR
SFO415606-12

Please Respond By 08/23/06
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1100 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON DC 20301-1 100

INFO MEMO
Augnst 14, 2006, 5:00 PM

FOR: SECRE['ARY DF D'EPENSE

SUBIECT: Financial Management Progress

Over the past several years, the Depantment has mndemmblepbguswwmdiu
goals of abdit readiness, improved accuracy and timeliness, and improved business

The Office of Management and Budget recently elevated the Deparniment of Dafense’s
(DoD’s) progress rating from "yellow'' to“green,” and the Governmert Accouatability
Office has issued two consecutive reports citingmpostant progress in the Department’s
business systems modernization efforts. In addition, the Conptroller General has publiely
scknowledged aur progress and the approach that we are taking o improve financial
managementand achieve audit readiness.

Audit Readiness. We curmentty havea "dean" audit opinion on 16% of our aasets and
48% of our lidalities. By the end of fiscal year 2009, we expect a “clean” opinion on
65% ol our assets and 79%of our lishilities. To uchieve this, we wre taking steps o
improve the accuracy and reliability of the following balance Sheet accounts, which are
currently not anditable:

Miliery Equipment $358 bilion 27% of Total Acsets

Real Property $ 99 biltion 8% of Total Asgets

Fund Balance with Treasury  $153 billion 12% of Total Assets

Medicare-Eligible Health $537 billion 29% of Total Lisbilitles
Care Fund

Environmental Liabilities $ 65 billion 3% of Total Liab#tities
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8/31/2006
TO SecretaryRumsfeld

FROM: Dormrance Smith M

SUBJECT:  Material for Press Availability

Ref: Snowflake 081606-12

Sir,

Phigis an interim response. We are working with the Comptroller’s Office to conduct
interviews with the following media outlets to discuss the progress that has been made:

Bloomberg

The Wall StreetJournal

Inside Defense

Stars and Stripes

Business Week

The Military Times Publications

We will update you as these interviews are conducted.
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opp 0 1 2006

TO Dorrance smith
CC. Matt Latimer

FROM  Donald Rumsfeld qDL

SUBJECT: Copies of My Speechestothe Vice Presidat

In the fubire, please send my speachesto the Vice President in addition to the way
the distribufion is discussed in the altached memo

Thanks.
Anach: 8729/06 SecDef memo w Dormncé Smith

DHRu
SHH3106-26
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TO: Dorrance Smith

cc. - Mat Latipacr
FROM:  Denald lhmtdd%
SURJECT: Distribution of My Speeches

Do we regularly send sy speeches 10 the White House, e Viee President, the
State Department and 1 a good List of people on the Hill?

b
M rhbRR SRR
rqwd by September 7, 2006
AUG 31 2006
SNOWFLAKE RESPONSEATTACHED
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a

Sir,

Secretary Rumsfeld

Dorrance Smath
Distribution of My Speeches

Snowflake 082806-03 (travel)

8/30/2006

All speeches are posted on DefenseLink, distributed through speech writer channels to
the Whites Bouse and provided to press and hill contacts.

11-L-0559/05D/59543
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TO: Secretary Rumsfeld
FROM: Dorrance Smitx
CC: Matt Latimer

SUBJECT: Copies of My Speeches to the Vice President

Ref: Snowflake 08106-26

Sir,

All of your speeches will be sent to the Vice President’s office.

11-L-0559/0SD/59544
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August 31,2006

TO: Dorrance Smith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?j
SUBJECT; American Legion Speech and Rebuttal to John Kasich

Plcasc be surc to fax a copy of my speech to the American Legion to John Kasich

along with a copy of my rebutial. Last night on FOX he was way off track,

Thanks.

DHR.55
SENEN0G-L

Please Respond By 09/07/06

FotHt
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9/172006
TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Dorrance Smith—%
SUBJECT: American Legion Speech and Rebuttal to John Kasich

Ref’ Snowflake OB106-22

"
Sir,

Kasich was sent both pieces on Thursday, August 31™.

OSD 13862
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August 26, 2006

FROM: Donald Remsfcid %
SUBJECT Responses to Letters

et
Attached arc _LB,rct lefters that were given © me at my meeting with the 172~
Stryker Brigede fumilies. ¥ have not reud them, but | would like you o read them

and draft appropriatc responscs to them for me 4o sign, and then give them back to
me o0 1 can read them with the responsc.

Thanks,

Attach. Letters from 8/26/06mceciing

PHY &%
OBG06-1 2(Urarl)
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Please respond by August 30, 2006
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY O F DEFENSE

THE SENIOR MILITARY ASSISTANT
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AUG 2 9 206

TQ: Robert Rangel
FROM:  Dunald Rumsfela "3
SUBJECT: CondolenceLetterto Chairman Honter

We probably ought 10 draft a nice condolence letter tb Duncan Hurter to follow up
on my phone call.

‘Thanks.

DHA &b
CETPO-D (Spareci)
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Please respond by August 31, 2006
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* Page 1 of 2

Bervine, Loma L CPT 8§D
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From: Ranged, Robert CIV 6D

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2008 1:59 PM

Ta: 5D - Cabiea

Ce: Grimgtey, Witiam F Col SD: Cusslo, Snaron CIV D
Subject: FW: SecOef call 1o Chalrman Hunter

importance: High

Plagse Iorward the afiachad ofB)6] N o .
PM EST cal 1o Chairman Duncan Huiok travating party for backpround use in SecDers 2:30

Thanks
Rsbort Rargol

e

NoO obituacy has boen reloassd yet ~ tamily is s8 woddng on it

Robart 0. Huntey [*A.0.°] rae tor U § House in the Late 60's (unsuccesafully),

Masine, fought in ww I

Was 90 yodrs 010, was g willcwsr (Chalrman Hunter's moiher died two years ago)

Was activoly Invelved in Califomia Republican politics, including Ronsid Resgen campaigns

Encouraged son Duncan Hunter 10 run for U § House shor OH retumed 1o CA from Yistnem asd was In
lew school

Funeral will be Friday, 03/08 in El Cajon

E10i dooent Mnow whothar Chalrnars Hunttr will retumn 1o Washington for voles next woak Has nol
decided yet whet 1o do.  Chairmen is in Califomia but mey retem 1o kiaho Bt the end of the weelc,

Mrs. Huntsr is still In idaho with son snd deughter-in-law, Siaff doaan't know whethior baby has been
vetivered yet. :

Virginia Johnson

Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for
ouse Affairs

828/ X006

11-L-0559/0SD/59550
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TJHE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

SEP 5 2006

The Honorable Duncan Hunter

United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Duncan,

I was so sorry to leam of your father's passing, and
wanted to extend my condolences to you and your family. The
loss of a parent is a difficult thing. 1know he will be missed.

[ am pleased to have had the chance to meet him and
learn about his long record of service and leadership. His
influence in your own life is clear, and I am sure you were a
source of great pride to him.

Please know that Joyce and I are thinking about you
during this tough time.

With deep sympath

Sincerely,

-

g
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i
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SEP 0 6 206

FROM: Donald Rumsield
SUBJECT Henninger Op-ed
[ think you may want to call tp the Resident's attention the attached Daniel

Henninger op-ed in the Wall Strecf Journal, since the President has been talking

abont Trman as well.

Thanks.

Attach, Henninger, Daniel. "Can Bush Dodge Bullet Truman Toak on Korea?'
Wall Street Journal, September 1,2006,p. A14.

DER.dh
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THE WALL STREET JOURNAL/ OP]N]ON FRIDAY,

SEPTEMBER ], 2006
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Can Bush Dodge |
- Bullet Truman

" Took on Korea?

Some of us have worTied for years that the
Bush admingstration wasn't making a sicady
ublic cage Tor the war in [raq. And that at the
ead, the troops fighting the war deserved 1.
MOW 411 the poagt wesk ulone have come major
speeches on Irag and the war on terror by
Seeretartes Rice, Rumsleld. Viee President
Cheney and yesterday the president himself,

1elling the American Leion's convention that
we are cngaged in the-"decisive ideological

siruggie of the 218t tentury.”

With expeetations strong of a Republican
detacle e months fremoow in the midterm
elections, 1L 15 'Deingwidely said that the pur-
FOSB of all thi# speechifying is & mitigate the
osses, I so, thal's sood news. In the midterm
elections o 1950, President Harry Truman,
amid both a shooting war in Korea and the
dawm of (e Cold War against the Soviet Union.
declined to campaign for either his party or his
WA, Democrats got whacked, losing a net five
Senate seats and 2% in"the House (Though not
control of either chamber). We may assume
Kl Rove knows this history.

The short version rung like this: . Truman
entbarked on a limited war in Korca, his popu-
lary plummeted, the Demacrats suffered big
losses in 1950, Eetes Kefawer defeated Tru-
man in the 192 New Hampshire primary and
the Republicans gained the White House for
eight years,

This 15 @ history worth knowing: the paral-
lels between Truman then and Bush now are
eerily pertinent towhat may happen when vot-

N

ars g tothe polls this Novemberwith a war o !

their minds.

Truman's failires and losses are larpely
lost o popolar historical memory. MT. Bus!
himself rifled the Trurnan library o its foreign.

olicy successes this past May at the West
oinl conmnencement. He described a world
beset by the new communist threat—Greece,
Turkey, C2echoslovaiia and China for starers—
then noted that Truman recognizet e threu
and took bold action tc confront it. Ciung &
lengthy list of Truman’s foreign-policy achieve-
ments in those unsitled years i Soviets
detonated their first atomic borr D i H9) he
$d ~President Truman made clear L}
Ad 7 vas dan iﬂED!t*gj‘.".‘.! si.mgglf_ bEmwesn
ra ¢ Wi dom”

/

\

/Wonderl.mui/ By Dantel Hennir& This Bushisn turn on the parailel bars

struck me gs legitimate, but after he gave that
speech, some Hberal pundits themselves went
nuclear, accusing the president of misappropri- ;
ating 2 Democratic party saint. But {he similar- :
ities are iniriguing. -

The Korean War sut nside the broader
context ofthe cold war, whicli ‘TrnEnan pre-
taged in & stirring speech to-Congressin. M7, .
Mr. Beh's wAR$ in Afghanistan 284 raq fol- I
fowed ob his gtrong post-Scepienber 1 $peech
to Congress, announcing a new globAl war on
terror. Bach president 1 turn promised that !
the Cold War and the war em-terker wonld be i
long, hard slogs. _

The most interesting Truman ghosts, how- |
ever, are interred in fiie purely political aiano-
sphere of Washingion téck then, Thet tale is
told in a December article by Steven Casey in
the Presidenial Smdics Quarterly titled.
"White Housc Publicity Operations During the
Korear War, June i850-June WSTS }

As now, bipartisunship was a shambles. But
ihen it was the GOP that dripped venom on a
war eotnmitment. Sen. Kenneth Wherry of Ne: |
hrasks, i the role of John Murtha, “said of
Truman, ' hebleod of our boys ik Korea is on
hiz shoulders, and no one else. The Republs
ean MNational Coriniciee built fts midterm cain.
paign around “kundering” in Korea.

Hae's where il gels interesting: Amid the
opposition carping and the Demogratic Party
facjng the likelihood of big lasses in the mid-
term clections. ¢alls went up from within Tra.
man's party and indeed side the White
Heuse 1o launch a public defense of the war. it
didn't happen. AL asti-Truman slogan of the
time asked, "Why Korea?" It gof no answer.

Among (he reasons Steven Cagey adduces
for Trursan's seeming passivity was a belief
thai it "was unseemly torthe head of state to
be zrubbing far votes while American boys
were still ghing and dying in Korea.”

In any event, the abscnce of a PR counter
offensivecost Trurnan dearly beyond the Dem-
peratic con%rcs.\‘ional losses in 1950, A year
later, some £8% d Americans wanted to withr
draw from Korea, and the following year 5Tu-
man's approval numbers fell to some of the
lowest levels ever recorded by Gallup, staying
below 30% and cratering to 22% in February
1952, Gen. Elsenhower swept into officein No-
vemnber.

A month ), this war president 8 1
Republicans were heading for & similar ja
The electronic age is helt for limited wars. But
G¢ 1 W Bush Is ope of those fellows who
seem 1o caich lucky breaks. His latest came
with the Aug. 18 London foiling of an unequive-
enily Teg) yio1 0 € plode m  erous U5 -bou g
alrii o Wk At Ocean.

11-L-0559/0SD/59553

sion: Yup, they are out there &k they ave
trying to kill"all of 1, (Is' there eny other

Had London:mot happeaed, leaving
Irag and Lebanoa in front of a fatigued Amoﬂ
can publie, Mr. Bush's speech yesterdsy to the
American Leg 14 have been & day late
and a Goll4T sho, Tud Landon did happen, and
the Bush {eam 1 taken fate’s gift and used i
t0 refocus.and reframe. the texror debate. Pobi-
1ics7 GOLY es,. and Anang heaven for thal.
Unlike 1350, this puldic won't gu {0 the polls
without j5 war president giving them an exple-
nation of the peint and nurpase of this grave
commitment.

A final Trongan pant. Notwithstanding his
poiitical collapge with Korea, surveys con-
©Juded that the American people had prown m
their $upport or the bmguﬂ‘egf%d War, We'll
know. soon, enouwgh the oR of Geo
Bus‘ﬁ’s%ﬁ'mal fortunes. Eut his assessmenrt%?
the world-wifi¢ threat as articulated {lve years
agoremains Vi, asdid Truman's o the GoM
War ahead. History's freatment of Mr. Bush is
likely to be about the Same: He didn't flinch.

Write to henningen@usj.com.



September 01,2006

TO: Dorrance Smith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?j

SUBJECT: Distributing my American Legion speech and rebuttal
Please be surc to send my American Legion speech and rebuttal statement to:

s The Talking Heads
»  Mecmbers of the Defensc Science, Business and Policy Boards

» Other Cabinet Officers

Thanks.

DHR 55
SF050106.04

Please Respond By 09/06/06

FOTO 074-06
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9/1/2006
TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Darrance Smith%/

SUBIJECT: Dastributing my American Legion Speech and Rebuttal

Ref: Snowflake 09010604

Sir,

We have forwarded both your speech as delivered and our rebuttal statementto all those
outlined in your tasking. Additionally, we have reviewed and updated our list of contacts
to ensure we dare reaching the intended audiences.

OSD 1

i
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September 05,2006

TO: Dorrance Smith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?/f

SUBIJECT: Polls

Please give me the polls that show where the media ranks with the public and

where the Congress ranks.

Thanks.

DHR dh
SF090306-12

Please Respond By 09/14/06
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Harris Poll: Public Confidence in Congress and the Media

Confidence 2006

The Tatest Harris Poll's survey of public conl(idence
in major institutions revealed change in many of the
specific institutions. One of the institutions with the
largest decrcase was Congress (dropping §ix points
from 6% to 10%), while hoth the press and
television news experienced slight increases.

The press saw a slight increase in public confidence
from the previons year, an increase of 2% from 12%
o 14%. Television news experienced a 3% increase
in public Confidence from last year {16% to 19%).

j Great Only  Hardly . Not Sure/
e A SoMe | Any | Refused
Jelevision g% 5% | 25% -
Thepress ' 14% - 51% M% - K
Congress i I0% . BB% % 1

Note: Percentagesmay not add up 101 )0%4 due to l‘(‘.-llrldlllg
# Mot surehelused response for the press and television news
was less than 0.5%.

Past Four Years

[n the past four years, overall confidence in Cangress has
fallen from 22% in 2002 to the current 10%. Public
confidence inthe pressis down [tom four years ago when

il was at 16%.  Despite gains [rom the last year.

2002 1o the current 19%,

B 120023 20032004 2005 £ 2006 -
Televisionnows - 4% ; 21%  17% | 16% ° 19%;
The press 15% | 15% CAB% 2% | 14%
Congress | 22% 0% 5% 18% 10%°

Nute: Percemmages may not add up e 1% due o reunding.
3 Not surehefused response torthe press and television news
was less than 050,

Methodology
#  These are the results o fa nationwide Harris Poll of

LOI6 TS, adults surveyed by telephone between
Febroary 7 and 14,2006 by Hamis Interactive®.

CURRENT CONFIDENCE IN LEADERS OF
INSTITUTIONS (2006)

Q: "' As far as people in charge of running (READ EACH 1TEM) are
concemed, would you say you have a great deal of confidence, only some

QT

confidence, or hardly any confidence at all in them?

Only Some

N

Congress
50%- The press
O Television news

I.

Hardly Any

40%e-

30%

200 %4

Great Deal

SurefRefustd

CONFIDENCE IN LEADERS OF INSTITUTIONS (2001-2006)

(2 “As far as people in charEe of running (READ EACH ITEM) are
concerned, wonld you $ay you have a great deal ot confidence, only some

conflidence. or hardly any conlidence ac all in them?"

30%

~4— Congress
=i The press
25% = L.
-A— Television news
209 -
15% -
10%
5% -
|
0% |

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

11-L-0559/0S5D/59557






97772006
TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM: Dorrance Shiith M
SUBIECT: Polls

Ref: Snowftlake 090500-12

Sir,

Please see the latest Harris Poll which was conducted in June,

140

0sD
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September 07,2006
TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld
SUBJECT: Yam Suggestions
Thanks s¢ nmuch for all the though(s, notes and suggestions you have come up
with. I appreciate them a great deal.
Keep them coming, my friend!

DHR.ch
SRMTE-05
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TO: Dorrance Smith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?l

SUBJECT: Use of the Tam “Dead-ended

September 05, 2006

(Soo pod

Please have someone find precisely when I said “dead-enders”’and what the

context was.

Thanks.

DHR_dh
SFOR0506-20

__Please Respond By 09/1.{/015
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August 22,2006
TO: MattLatimer

CcC: Dorrance Smith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?j
SURJECT: Find Quote

Please find the quote where 1 used the phrase "dead-enders” and let me see what it
looks like,

Thanks.

DHR ==
SFD82206-0%
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Please Respond By 08/25/06
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CNN.com - Rumsfeld: Iraq not fated to civil war - Aug 23, 2005 Page 10of2

G2 PRINTTHIS

.CO m. Powered by (Clickability

Rumsfeld: Iraq not fated to civil war

Insurgents not nationalists; Iraq not Vietnam, Pentagon chief says

WASHINGTON (CNN} == U.S. Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeldon Tuesday tried to dispel
concern over the possibility that a civil war could erupt in Iraq between Sunni Arabs and Shiite
Arabs.

"People have been movingtogether, talking, discussingthings,” Rumsleld said. “Youcan always find someone who's
goirg to try 1 be a dead-ender and say. 'If you don't dothis, b wont dothal.’ Butthats parof negoliabon. We see that in
the Congress andwe see it in democratic systems all over the word"

His remarks came amid a report that a Sunni Arab official believes civil conflicl could anse from diflerences over the draft
constitution.

Although lawmakers handedover a draft to the national assermbly Mondhaynight, a quif of disagreementsremainbetween
Shiite Arahs, wha prevailin the transitional govemment, and Sunnl Arabs, who prevailed under Saddam Hussain.

lraq's interim prime minister, lbrahimal-Jaafari, 3aid he expecied negotiatorsio resolve those diflerences within a self.
imposed three-day deadline. {(F—w_all)

Aurnsfeld praised the constiiution-writing effort, saying "democracy has never beendescribed as speedy. eflicientor
parfact.”

"And, regretiably, completing the constitutionis not likely to end all the viclence in Irag or solve ail of the country’s
preblarns,” he added.

Rumssfeld noted thal the constilutionaldraft gives a nodto both democcracy and Islanic principles.

Referringto comparisons to Vietnam made by some critics, Bumsfeld attacked arguments that any emerging govemment
in Iraq is doomodio collapse undor tho iNnGugoncy.

"Their most prominertleaders are not Iraqis. they are not Ho Chi Minhs with a nationalist base, but in the case of Zargawl
a Jordanian muderer,” Rumsfeld said.

"Andtheir massacres of innocents have outraged most Iragis, rtherthan attracling broad support. Indeed. polls Indicate
that the anger againstthe terrorists and the insurgentsis growing.”

Rumsfeldsaidthat while the specterof civil war should draw attentionand concem. | havent seen arything 10 indicate
thal the risk is greatertoday than itwes yesterday or the day before.”

Find this article at:
hitpe/fwww.cnn.com/2005A18/08/23fumsfeld.iraq

http://enn. worldnews printthis clickat i et R RISl RFBE Be=CNN.com+-+Rum... 8/24/2006



DaoD) News: Scerctary Rumsfeld Interview with CNN Live Today Page | of 5

L |

nited Sabes Department of Defense.

| News Transcript

| @ the web: hitp:/furw defenselink.mil/Utility/Printltem,asps?

" drint=http:/iwww defenselink. milAranscripts/2002/03082002_t0308wb.html
Media contact: +1 (703) 697-5131

blic contact: hiip://www.dod.mil/fag/comment.himl or +1 {703) 428-0711

Presenter: Secretary of Defense Donald H. Rumsfeld Friday, March 8,2002- 11 :20.m. EST

Secretary Rumsfeld Interview with CNN Live Today

(Interview with Wolf Blifzer, CNN Live Today)

Q: And I am here at the Defense Department, at the Pentagon, with the Defense Secretary, Donald
Rumsteld.

Mr. Secretary, thanks so much forjoining us. And I want to getright to the issue of the day Operation
Anaconda in eastern Afghamistan. Is it all but over?

Rumsfeld No. These things are not predictable, really. There are still any number of al Qaeda and
probably Taliban located in thosc caves and tunnels and in very well entrenched positions, dug in.
They've got a lot of ammunition. The weather's terrible today. And so the level, the intensity of the battle
has calmed down. To the extent people try to get in or out of that area where they're contained, we're
dealing with them. And we're still continuing to bomb, and there’s some ground fire coming out frem the
al Qaeda, but it's relatively modest at the moment.

Q: The weather is a significant factor, becausc you really can't go in and provide the kind of closc air
support for thosc U.S. ground forces in bad wcather.

Rumsfcld: That's cxactly right. We can still drop so-callcd GPS weapons, smart weapons, precision
weapons. But in terms of actually flushingpeople out and then using things like the AC-130 with 105
howitzers and 40 millimeters, and you can't do that.

Q: Give our viewers a sense of the scope of this batile. How many al Qaeda and related figbters are
there, do you belicve, and how U.S. and coalition fighters arc fighting themn?

Rumsfeld: Well, it's not clcar to me I want to tell the world how many pcople have doing it. But we do
have a large number of Americans, you know, many hundreds. And we do have 4 good number of
Afghans, and we have four or five other countries engaged in this. And they are well arranged around
the entire area. They spent weeks beforehand gathering intelligence and observing. It's very difficultto
know exactly how many al Qaeda or Taliban are in there because of the fact that they do have tunnels
and caves. And that makes it very difficult to cstimate it.

Q: And you say they're getting reinforcements. They're getting supplics, obviously. But are other
fightcrs coming in to the arca?

Rumsfcld: I don't belicve they are getting reinforcements or supplics. They do have a very large cache of
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supplies and weapons and ammunition imside those caves and tunnels. Sothey're not without
ammunition or food or water. They're well supplied and well disciplined. These are very well trained
fighters. These arc hard dead-enders. These arc hardline types.

(Q: Now when you say dead-enders, tell our viewers what you mean by that.

Rumsfeld: Well, I mean we'd be happy to have them surrender. But we haven't seen anyone comingin
and surrendering. We've seen them txy to sneak out, and we're stopping them. And we've seen some
people trying to sncak in, small numbers, oncs, twos, threes; nothing like tens, or twenties, or thirtics.
These are very small numbers. And, of course, it's very rough terrain, extremely cold. Tt's up between
eight and eleven thousand feet where most of these hattles are taking place.

[Clips of Engagement]

Just trying to breathe up there, for pcople who were acclimated to that altitudc, 15 not casy.

Q: Well, you say they're dead-enders. That mcans they'te ready to fight to the death.

Rumsfcld: Well, we won't know that till they're dead. But thus far we've not scen them surrender.

Q: Docs that mcan that the U.S.rules of engagement in dealing with these so-calleddead-cndm has to
change, becanse 1f someone wants 10 surrender, you don't know 1f that person 18 wired with abomb
ready to commit suicide and kill a lot of US. troops in the process?

Rumsfeld: Well, we've had that happen, as you know, although they've not killed large numbers of U.S.
troops in the process. But we have had people come out with grenades and various types of explosives
taped to their bodics, not in this opcration, but previously. And our folks are trained to deal with that. If
pcople want to surrcnder, we have ways of letting them surrender without putting our people at risk that

they're going to be hlown up.

Q: There's some speculation from local Afghan commanders that Osama bin Laden and his number two,
Avyman al-Zawahari, may -- may bc part of these fighters,

Rumsfcld: You can find some speculation from Afghans, Americans, coalition partners, ncighboring
countrics about wherc thosc folks arc on any given day. And my attitude is I'm not going to not chasc
those speculations.

Q: You still don't have a clue where Osama hin Laden is?

Rumsfeld: I didn't say that.

Q: You do have a clue?

Rumsfeld No, T didn't say that either. T'm not going to talk about whether we have good intelligence or
bad intelligence on that subject. We're looking for him. We're ultimately going to fmd him. Wherever he
18, he is not happy. He is not able to cffectively nunhis safc haven in Afghanistan. And our goal was to
take the Taliban government out and to make sure that Afghanistan was not a sanctuary for terrorists and

for the training of terronists. And it is not today.

And s0 at least that much of our initial goal has been accomplished very successtully,

http:/p’www.defenselink.mi]fUtil—itnylint-]l’eﬁgaégx%%ﬁg@/%ﬁﬁ{)defensc]m.nﬁmrm... 8/24/2006



DoD News: Secretary Rumsfeld Interview with CNN Live Today Page 3 of 5

Q: Were you surprised by the degree of resistance that these al Qaeda fighters had? Tn other words, was
there an underestimation of the battle?

Rumsfeld: No. I mean, if you think of these, thesc arc the pcople who took plastic knives and box cutters
and flew airplanes filled with themselves ag well as American citizens into the World Trade Center and
this huilding you're sitting in. Why would one he surpnsed that they're determuned, well-trained, clever,
capable of using modem technology that they never could have developed, but is made available to the
world today to kill pcople. No, I'm not surprised that they're defermined and well trained. We've read
their terrorist training manuals.

Q: But in part, they're dead-enders. They're ready to fight to the death because they're not Afghans.
They're Arabs; they're Chechens; they're Pakistanis; they're others presumably with no place clse Ieft to
go.

Rumsteld: Oh, they've got places they could go. And they've had plenty of opportunity to leave. What it
tells you s that they didn't leave; they stayed there and are trying to take back that country and to try to
throw out the interim government, and to try to again tum it into a terrorist training camp and a
sanctuary. Wc arc trying to scc that Afghanistan is not a haven and sanctuary. But we're also working
with other countries to see that they aren't, because these terrorists do not have anmies, navies and air
forces. They don't have countries. They have to find some country that will foster and encourage and
finance and harbor and provide sanctuary for them. And we can't let that happen, or else we'll find that
they're not only doing what they've done, but they will be -« there's an enormous appetite. We have
plenty of cvidence that they want chemical, biological and nuclear weapons. We know that. And if we
are relaxed and say, oh, well, things are okay now; nothing's happened; we haven't had a terrorist attack
for the last six months, therefore we don't have to worry about it. That's nonsense, Tf those folks get
ahold of weapons of mass destruction, we're talking to be talking not about thousands of people, hut tens
of thousands of people.

Q: How realistic is that prospect that they could get hold of those kinds of weapons of mass destruction?

Rumsfeld: Well, we know they're intelligent, we know they're well fmanced: we know there are
thousands of them. We know that they've got activitiesin 40, 50 or 60 countries, And we know that
there are a number of nations that are on the terrorist list that also have weapons of mass destruction and
have weaponized chemical and biological weapons and are working very aggressivelytoward nuclear
Weapons.

Now, it does not take a leap of imagination to understand that, with the desire they've demonstrated =
and we have all kinds of intelligence evidence to that effect, that the al Qaedaterrorists want weapons of
mass destruction, and the people they've dealt with over the years having those kinds of weapons. It
doesn't take a genius to recognize that that is a very serious threat,

Q: Is there a link between these al Qaedaterrorists who still may be at large and the government of
President Saddam Husscin in Baghdad?

Rumsfeld: I'm not going to get into intelligence information about where those links are. We know the
countricsthat arc on the terrorist list, and that's one of then.

Q: Vice President Cheney's heading to the region, to the Middle East, as you know, in the coming days.

A lot of speculation that he wants to talk about Iraq. But can the U.S. effectively launch a strike, a
regime change, if you will, of Saddam Hussein's government as long as the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
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scems to be worsening, deteriorating? Don't you, in other words, have to calm that down before youtry
to take onIraq?

Rumsfeld: My whole adult lifetime, there have been problems between Israel and the Arabs and the
Palcstinians in that region. It is something that has gone on decade after decade after decade. In the
intervening penod, we've had a number of wars. And Tdon't know that that 1s the determinant,

Q: Because you will need, if you go after Iraq, moderate Arab support from Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, other
countries that border Iraq.

Rumsfeld: I'm not going to get into the subject of Irag and what the President might ar might not decide.
He gave a speech not too long ago indicating his concern about Iraq and his concem about Neth Korea
and his concern about Iran. He's given a number of indications of his concern about terrorists and states
that harbor and provide sanctuary to terrorists, But it's not for me to begin speculating along that line.

Q: You look back on these past six months, Monday will be six months sincethe September 11th
attacks.

Rumsfeld Uh-huh.
(X That's bcen your biggest frustration?

Rumsfeld: Well, T don't know that T've had a frustration, to be perfectly honest. I've been awfully proud
of the men and women in uniform. Your heart breaks when they die. You have (o get up every Moming
and know that there's no road map as to exactly how this ought to be done, because we've never faced
this kind of a problcm. Wc've generally been able to go against countrics that have armies, navics and
air forces, and we know how to do that. That's what this department’s organized, trained and equipped to
do, as you well know having worked here, So what we're dealing with now is something that requires
bringing to bear all of the elements of national power -- our economic power, oUr ability o close off
bank accounts, our ability to get cooperation from other countries to arrest people and gather
intelligence, to share intelligence; covert activities, as well as overt activities. And it requires a very
close linkage among the departments of our government. It requires a close linkage between us and
dozens and dozens of countries around that have just done a wonderfuljob. And they've suffered deaths
as well.

So1t1s a very complex set of problems. And as | say, there's no road map that you get up and say, oh,
this is what you do next. And, therefore, it's taken a great deal of thought. And we're working hard at 1t.

Q: [just came from the construction site where they're rebuilding that part of the Pentagon that was
blown apart on Scptember 11th. They say -- they tell me that it == the construction manager == shouid be
ready to go by September 11th of this year, Over the next six months, though, where do you believe this
war on terrorism -- six months from now, where will it be?

Rumsfeld Well, we have to finishup the job in Afghanistan, and that means rooting out the pockets of
al Qaeda and Taliban wherever they are in that country, and working with the interim government to see
that they can create a reasonably stable sccurity environment so that their people will retum from
refugee camps and that humanitarian workers can get in there and provide the kind of food and medical
assistance that's needed.

One example. The Jordanians have provided a hospital in Mazar where they've treated some 12,000
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patients -- men, wonen and children -- already. I mean there's just some wonderful things happening in
that country.

Beyond that, we have to see that those folks and other global terrorists don't have sale haven in other
countries. And therefore, we have to continue the law enforcement effort. We have to continue the
freezing of bank accounts. And we have to go after these global terrorists, wherever they are, in
countrics that harbor them. We would be simply driving them out of Afghanistan so they can go to
country "X" and begin o do exactly the same thing, to train and to send terrorists around to kill innocent
men, women and children in this building and in New York City, or goodness knows where next. It
would be a mindless thing to do. Thatjust moves the problem from here to there.

Q: Mr. Sccretary, we have to leave it nght there. Thanks so much forjoining us.
Rumsteld: Thank you.
Q: Appreciate it very much,

Rumsfeld: Good.
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Senior Pentagon and military officials testified before the Senate Thursday about the U.S.'s
military stratcgy and troop training in Irag.
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KWAME HOLMAN: The hearing began with smiles, but quickly tumed serious -» and at
times even contentious -- as Defense Secretary Rumsield and his top generalsresponsible
for fighting the war testified hetore the Senate Armed Services Committee. In responsc to
growing congressional calls for setting a timetable for UK. troops to leave Iraq, they all said
that would be o bad idea.

DONALD RUMSFELD: When can the coalition Icave, and should Congress cstablish a
deadline to withdraw? Some in Congress have suggested that deadlines be set. That would
be a mistake.

KWAME HOLMAN The chairman of the Joint Chiefs:

GEN. RICHARD MYERS: Leaving before the task 1s complete would be catastrophic, not
only for [rug, but also for the overall struggle against violent extremism and for our national
sceurity.

KWAME HOLMAN: Michigan's Carl Levin, the committee’s ranking Democrat, said the
administration continued to paint too rosy a picture of the situation In Traq.

SEN. CARL LEVIN: Our men and women in uniform are serving with great honor. They
descrve an objective assessment of the situation in Iray. They descryve a clear layout of the
next steps there. They're not getting cither from the administration. Instead, they get a
repetitiousbugle that sounds, “things are going well. things are going well, stay the course,
stay the course.” The vice president said on Memonal Day that the insurgency 18 1 its "last
throes.” But the fact is that the insurgency has not weakened.

DONALD RUMSFELD: You raised the question of the vice president's remarks ahout the
last throes. You yourself and 1 both have emphasized the importance of progress on the
political side. The enemy knows that as well, and they know that if a democracy is
cstablished with @ pecrmancent government on their constitution, in Iray, that they have lost a
great deal,

And T don't doubt for a minute but that they will respond to that challenge and recognize
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how important it 1s for them not to lose. And in these final months between now and that
constitution drafting and the election, they may very well be in their last throes by their own
vicw becausc they recognize how important it will be if they lose and, in fact, if a
democracy's established.

So, I think that those words, while I didn't use them and I might not use them, I think it's
understandable that we can expect that kind ef a respense from the enemy.

KWAME HOLMAN: The commander of U.S. forces in the Middle East offered his own
vicw,

GEN. JOHN ABIZAID: I believe that there are more foreign fighters coming into Iraq than
there were six months ago, In terms of the overall strength of the insurgency, I'd say it's
about the samce as 1t was.

SEN. CARL LEVIN: So you wouldn't agrce with the statcment that it's in its last throcs?

GEN. JOEN ABIZAID: I don't know if I would make any comment about that other than to
say that there is a lot ol work to be done against the insurgency.

KWAME HOLMAN Arizona Repuhlican John McCain said the US . had to see its
commitment through.

SEN. JOHN McCAIN: There are some signs of progress that should be encouraging to us,
and I sharc your view that we have to stay the course. And the worst thing we could do
would be to sct a time or date of withdrawal of U.S. troops until the Iragi military is ablc to
take over those responsibilities of ensuring the security and safety of the Tragi people as
they transition to democracy.

KWAME HOLMAN: Senators [rom both parties directed strong words at Secretary
Rumsfeld, none maore blunt than those of Massachusctts Democrat Edward Kennedy.

SEN.EDWARD KENNEDY: Sccrctary Rumsfeld, as you know, we arc in serious trouble

in Trag, and this war has been consistentlyand grossly mismanaged. And we are now il a
seemingly intractable quagmire. Qur troops are dying, and there really ik no end in sight.

You wrongly insisted after Saddam fell that there was no guerrilla war even though our
soldiers continue to be killed. In June 2003 you said the reason I don't use the phrase
"guerrilla war" is there isn't one. Y ou wrongly called the insurgents dead-enders. But they're
killing Americans, almost threc a day, and Iragis with alarming frequency and intensity,
You wrongly sent our service members into battle without the proper armor. So you
basically have mismanaged the war and created an impossible situation for military
recruiters, and put our forces and our national security in danger.

Our troops deserve better, Mr. Secretary. I think the American people deserve better. They
deserve competency and they descrve the facts. In bascball it's three strikes, you're out.

What is it for the sceretary of defensc?

DONALD RUMSFELD: Wecll, that is quitc a statcment.
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First let me say that there isn't a person at this table who agrees with you that we're in a
quagmirc and that there 1s no end in sight. From the beginning of this, we have recognized
that this is a tough business. It is difficult, that it is dangerous, and that it 1s not predictable.
Third, the 1ssue of a guerrilla war, [ mean, my goodness, I don't think it's a guerrilla war.
You may think so. I don't know if anyone at this table thinks so.

I did call themn dead-cnders. 1 don't know what clse you'd call a suicide bomber. What i1s a
person who straps a vest on themselves, walks into a dining hall, kills themselves and kills
innocent Iraqi people or innocent coalition soldiers? I will say that the idea that what's
happening ever there is a quagmire is so fundamentally inconsistent with the facts.

The reality 1s that they are making political progress without question. The reality is that the
American forces that are training and equipping and mentoring the Iraqi security forces are
doing a dam good job. So 1 think I must say that I think the comments you made are
certainly yours to make, and I don't agree with them.

SEN. EDWARD KENNEDYT: Wcll, there have been a serics of gross crrors and mistakces.
Those are on your watch, Those are on your watch. Isn't it time for you to resign?

DONALD RUMSFELD: Senator, I've offered my resignation to the president twice, and he
has decided that he would prefer that he not accept it, and that's his call.

KWAME HOLMAN: Republican Lindsey Graham fiam South Carolina said he supports
U.S. efforts in Irag, but worried about overall support at home.

SEN. LINDSEY GRAHAM: I'm here to tell you, sir, in the most patriotic state I can
imagine, people are beginning to question, and I don't think it's & blip on the radar screen, 1
think we have a chronic problem on our hands. And if you disagree, I certainly respect that.

DONALD RUMSFELD: Well, that's the time the leadership has to stand up and tell the
truth, and if you're facing a headwind you've got two choices: you can turn around and go
downwind or you can stand there and go into the wind. And that's what necds to be done.
And wc've got Icadership capable of doing that, let there be no doubt.

And I think the American people have a good center of gravity, | think they have
individually, they inner gyroscopes that may tilt from time to time but they get recentered

KWAME HOLMAN And Democrat Evan Bayh of Indiana wanted a way to measure U.S.
successesin Iraq.

SEN.EVAN BAYH: In an insurgeney that may go on in some form for a considcrable
period of time, when do we determine the country is stable enough -- no longer a threat to
its neighbors, not a haven for terrorst for which to threaten the rest of the world? So my
first question is, how do we define success. And my second question would be what
benchmarks do we look to?

DONALD RUMSFELD: If this does go on for four, eight, 10, 12, 15 years -- whatever --
and I agree with General Myers, we don't know -- it is going to be a problem for people of

[raq. They arc going to have to cope with that insurgency over time.

The success will he if you have a single country, a modcrate regime that is respectful of the
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various elements within it, even if there's a low-level insurgency that continues at 300 or
500 or whatcver the number may be, but that they have the people who can cope with that.
And that they're not attacking their neighbors. And they're not using chemical weapons on
their own people. And they're not giving $25,000 to suicide bombers' family after they go
out and kill innocent men, women and children as Saddam Husscin was.

KWAME HOLMAN After the Senate hearing ended, Secretary Rurnsfeld and the generals
headed to a meeting of the Armed Services Comrmittee counterpart on the House side of the

Capitol.
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MARCH 25, 2003

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT NEWS BRIEFING WITH SECRETARY RUMSFELD AND GENERAL
MYERS

Excerpt

Q Mr. Secretary, there is reportedto be a popular uprising in Basra, but the popular uprising
apparently is not only targeting some of the Iragi forces but also some of the coalition
forces. And we have reports that at least one British coalition force member has been killed.
Can you comment on what's going on there?

RUMSFELD: | have not seen these reports, but | can tell you roughly what's going on there.
What's going an is that forces came in -~ coalition forces came in fram the sauth; they're
moving towards Baphdad. They essentially bypassed Basra. The British forces now have the
task of dealing with the remaining capability in Basra. We have intelligence information
saying thal the Fedayesn Saddam people-- I'm not going to call them troops, because
they're traveling in civilian clothes and they're essentially terrorists -~ have been moving
south into some areas, including Basra, and that they are in some cases pretending to
surrender and then shooting people.

They do not represent a serious threat to the success of this campaign. What they do
represent is a terrorist-type threat, and there will very likely continue to be people == until the
regime is gone, until it's finally tipped, until there is absalute certainty that Saddam Hussein
is not there anymore, | suspect that seme of these dead enders will be downthere shocting
people and doing that type of thing. That's basically what's going on.

Now, if your implication in your question was that the uprising was againstthe United
Slates or the coalition forces, |suspect that's not true. | mean, these people have been
repressed by the regime of Saddam Hussein and they now haye pecple in there that are
shooting them if they try to desert, if they try to surrender, it they try to escape. These are
Saddam Hussein's people in there shooting peopleif they try to leave the city. Now.
therefore, an uprising-- anyone who's engaged in an uprising has got a whale of a lat of
courage, and | sure hope they're successiul.
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APRIL 21, 2003

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT NEWS BRIEFING WITH SECRETARY RUMSFELD AND GENERAL
MYERS

Excerpt:
RUMSFELD: Good afternoon,

While the overall situation in Iraq is improving daily, coalition forces do still face resistance
from remnants of the death squads and foreign fighters who came to oppose the coalition
forces. There are still some number of dead-enders who remain inthe country, in Baghdad
and elsewhere. And as coalition forces hunt them down, some are continuing to fight.

As the coalition works to remove the remaining elements of the farmer regime, the Iraqi
peopls are emerging fram tho shadow of Seddam's tyranny to holp coalition forese find
death squads, uncover weapons caches, capture regime leaders, recover POWs, and restore
order and basic services.
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JUNE 18, 2003

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT NEWS BRIEFING WITH SECRETARY RUMSFELD AND JAY
GARNER

Excerpt

RUMSFELD: In the norih and south, electric service is better than it's beenin 12 years,
Basra has power 24 hours a day. Baghdad is now averaging something like 18, 19 ar 20
hours a day. Gas lines for cars that marked the first weeks of after liberation are
disappearing, and production and imporiation of gasoline continues as approximately 14
million liters a day.

There has not been a major health crisis. There is not a humanitarian crisis in the country.
All of tho nongovernmontal oxports who havo gono in havo indicatod that that's tho caco.
Doctors and nurses have gone back to work. Twelve 12 public hospitals in Baghdad are
functioning and receiving power. Iragi children are returning to schools. Emergency
payments have been made in the ministry of education, as well as to some 20,000 teachers
in Baghdad alone.

The de-Baathification process is under way, and hundreds of individuals have been removed
from their positions.Security throughout the country is indicated here. Green is what is
characterized as permissive. That's not to say perfect. but it's permissive. The yellow is
semi-permissive. And the red area in Baghdad. And then in the area north towards Tikrit is
considered not permissive, or semi-permissive.

There are now some 8,000 police officers back at work and 2,000 an patral. And in those
pockets, you'll recall that when President Bush indicaled that the major military aclivities
had ended, we said very explicitly that that did not mean that that was tend of kineticg, that
there would continue to have to be significant efforts to root cut the remnants of the regime
that's been going forward, and it's been going forward in recent days, particularly in ways
that had been quite helpiul.

We had a Naticnal Security Council meeting foday with General Abizaid (ph} on a secure
video, and Ambassador Bremer an the secure video, and the president and the Security

Council received a report. And there's no question, but inthose regions where packets of
dead- enders are trying to reconstitute, General Franks and his ieam are rooting them out.
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MEDIA AVAILABILITY AT LACKLAND AIR FORCE BASE

AUGUST 25, 2003

Excerpt

RUMSFELD: It's not a war of big elements, it's not major combat operations, but the war is
still going on in the sense that there are those people on the ground who were not killed or
capiured, who did not surrender; who are still attempting, through low-intensity conflict, to
damage the coalition's efforts. Is that going to take some time? Sure it is. Is it hard work?
You bet. Are people going to be injured in the process? | regret to say that that's what's
happening.

But the combatant commander, Jehn Abizaid, believes that the appreach that's being taken
is working. In a given week, they may arrest anywhere from 150 to 300 peeople.They are
making enlid progrece an the political cide. A Gaverning Cauneil evigte. City rouneile evigt. A
militia is being hired, police are being hired. border guards are being hired. The economic
situation is difficult, but my goodness, they had a Stalinist-like economy for decades under
Saddam Hussein. What does cne expect?

It should come as no surprise that people are -- that the prisoners that were releasedfrom
prison are still committing crimes, or that the Ba'athist dead-enders are still-trying to take
over, or that some of the terrorists are coming in from neighboringcouniries. That's all true.
And they're there, and we're just goingto have to work the problem, stop them fram being
successful.And | think characterizing it as “deteriorating” is a misunderstandingof what's
taking place there. It's tough. There are setbacks. But there's solid pragress being made.
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SECRETARY RUMSFELD SPEECH TO THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS
AUGUST 25, 2003
Excerpt

There is another thing thai's not changed: we still face delermined adversaries, as we've
seen in lraq and Afghanistan, the dead-enders are still with us, those remnants of the
defeated regimes who'll go on fighting long after their cause is lost. There are some today
who are surprised that there are still pockets of resistancein Iraq, and they suggest that this
represents some sort of failure on the part of the Coalition. But this is not the case. Indeed
| suspect that some of you in this hall today, especially those who served in Germany during
World War Il or inthe pericd immediately after the war were not surprisedthat some
Ba'athists have kept on fighting. You will recall that some dead-enders fought on during
and after the defeat of the Naziregime in Germany.

Here's how war correspondent Martha Gellhorn described conditions in Germany after the
arrival of allied forces. She said, "At night the Germans take pot shots at Americans or
string wires across the roads or they burn the houses of Germans who accept posts inthe-
military government or they booby trap ammunition dumps or motorcycles or anything that
is likely to be.touched. *

One group of those dead-enders was known as "werewolves.” They and other Naziregime
remnants targeted allied soldiers and they targeted Germans who cooperated with the allied
forces. Mayors were assassinated including the American appointed Mayor of Achen, the
first major German city to be liberated. Children as young as ten were used as snipate, radio
broadcast and leaflets warned Germans not to collaborate with the Allies. They plotted
sabotage of factories, power plants, rail lines. They blew up police stations and government
building, and they destroyed stocks of art and antiques that were stored by the Betlin
museum. Does this sound familiar?

Like the death squads in Iraqthey failed to stop the liberation of Germany and they failed in
rousing the population of Germany o widespread revolt. Indeed as one historian put it,
"Werewolf intimidation only increased public hatred of the Nazi regime., German civilians
sometimes led allied troops straight to where werewolf supply caches.” The vast majarity
of the German people like the vast majority of the Iraqi peopie were glad to be rid of the
tyrannical dictatorship.

Today the Nazi dead-enders are largely forgotten, cast to the sidelines of history because
they comprised a failed resistance and managed to kill our Allied forces in a war that saw
millions fight and die. But in Operation Iragi Freedom millions did not fight and die.

That country was liberated with fewer casualties and iess destruction than probably any war
in modern history. And so, in light of that success, the resistance our Coalition faces today
may appear more significant than otherwise might have been the case. There are
differences to be sure.

The challenges in lraq today are in some respects more difficult. Unlike the Nazi regime, the
Iraqi regime never surrendered, the surviving remnants disappeared into the population. In
Iraq moreover we're dealing not just with regime remnants but also with tens of thousands
of criminals that were released from the jails by the regime before itfell, as well as terrorists
and foreign fighters who have enteredthe country over the borders to try to oppose the
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Coalition. They pose a challenge 1o be sure but they also pose an opportunity because
Coalition forces can deal with the terrorists now in lrag instead of having to deal with those
terrorists elsewhere, including the United States.

So the threats our forces face today in Iraq are somewhat different but the result will be the
same. The dead-enders in Germany failed just as the Ba'athists, the terrorists and foreign
fighters in Iragtoday will fail. Coalition forces are going after them, rooting them out,
capturing or killing them. They will be defeated but it will take patience.
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September (5, 2006

TO Gordon England

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?1

SUBJECT: Answer on the Budget

We simply have fo get an answer on the budget now that Congress is back this
week., Where do we stand?

DHR_dh
SFM0506- 15

Plcase Respond By 09/07/06
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September 7,2006

- To: SECDEF
el

Fr: Gordon England
Subj:  Budget

Don,
"

Spent a few minutes with Rob Poriman before the Cabinet mecting yesterday and
again stressed the criticality of reaching a budget decision. Rob expressed concern about
the overall Federal budget and also that OMB needs a more detailed substantiationfrom
DaD.

My assessment is that OMB is looking for a detailedjustification of a macro
budget consideration. It won’t work. OMB is on a different wavelength, working
programmatics rather than the broad strategic important of this budget decision by the
F’resident.

We are continuing to engage OMB, but, in my judgment, this will require your
direct intervention with the President.

In the Cabinet meeling yesterday, which, by the way, was quite profound, given
all the events that later unfolded, the President mentioned that Lincoln was su¢cessful
because he had the support of two important groups. The first p u p were people of
strong religious faith who opposed slavery and the second was the military. I mention
this because the President clearly understands the vital necessity of military support
during this war. In my judgment, the President will support our proposals, but OMB will
not get to the point that they can justify or support our recommendation to increase the
top line,

A fwe. & oue-m-ont ¥ 4
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Five Proposed Actions

* DOD to execute at President’s proposed budget
level (no 1 percent reduction)

q °* Administration to help with Congress to maintain
. the IPreS|den’[’s budgetthrough the legislative
cycle

e Extend Army modularity funding of $5B/ year
through FY 2013 (2-year extension)

m Front load the reconstitution funding into a reset
transfer fund of $10B - $15B / year for 3 years

Increase DOD topline by $10B - $15B / year
0 starting in FY 2008

WWM%@ MG
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August 17,2006

TO: Eric Edelman

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?/!

SUBIJECT: Information on Iran

According to Shimon Peres, Iran hag gone from a population of 30 million to 70

million between 1991 and 2006. Let's check that out. It sounds unbelievable.

He also said that 100,000- 200,000 people, with the ability to do so, leave Iran

each year. Iran has seriousproblems.

Thanks.

DHR.dh
SFOE1706-10

Please Respond By 09/07/06
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July 21, 2006
TO: David Chn
CC: Q)
GumPwe -

FROM: Donsld Rurnafeld r)ﬂ, ©

SUBJECT: ADM Don Pilling Review of Militery Compensation

I recall thinking this Pilling project cuthrief inchuded some interesting and

forarard-thinking ideas ahout how o better structure pay and retipemnent.

What has happened tothe ideas? Are we moving ot onany of them? 1 bhelieve

weshoulddoso. Please give me a report. Let's move out

Thanks.

Attach, 4/28/06 USD(P&R) memo to SDe DACMCReport {OSD07561-06)

DHR
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Please Respond By 08/24/06
¢/
2
(o
6

FOYO L OSD 14162.06
nniridane

9/8/Z008 331 05 PM

11-L-0559/0SD/59583




02 e

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, 0.€, 208014800

= "—INFO MEMO

April 28, 2006, 4200 PM
ROR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: David . Cio, USD (P&R)
SUBJECT: Aavh&f o imafmmﬂm ([DACMC)
" Report of the Defense Advisary Committes an Miliary Compasation

» Inhis trapsmitial Jetter st Tab A, the DACMC Chairman, ADM (Ret) Donald 1.
Pilling, forwsnls the DACMC Fionl Report. '

¢ Tha Commitiee believes their proposed compensation architecture provides o
. modemined, responsive approach to compensation, on that can help make an
cutstanding voluteer forcs beter.

The Commiitee Recommenda:

o Changes to the non-dissbility retirement system, incinding eariber vesting:

* Revamping of Basie Pay table % benier rewnrd performance and 10 support bager
career proflles where desirable; .

¢ Chenges in the system of housing and otber sllowanoces to romove discrspancies in
Py that are unrelzied 10 parformance O & membery’ vakua (o the Service;

e Congolidation, simplification snd enhancsrnent of Special and Incentive Peys;

¢ Revizion of the system of health benefits for pre-age 65 retirees to incronce
premiums to more competitive levels;

o Perindie evalustion of quality-of-life programs o ensure they are costcflective and
sdequate; snd .

Revipw of Reserve Component pay and benefits to ensure that Rescrve
‘ callad to active mnmmfmmmmﬁuuwNCom
members and to make il easier for members to maintain continaity In teelr family's

hesith care when called to active duty.

COORDINATIONS: NA

ATlschment:
As staed
Prepared By: 1.1Cal William Birden, USMC.[EXE_ | 333,

o788
s o nonna
mﬁ..ih? —RGARI I
MA g | SIFIR _
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-4000

<
INFO MEMO S

PERSOMHEL AND August 24,2006, 10:38 AM

AEADINESS

FOR. SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM David S. C. Chu, US,D—{‘P—% 2
: *:/'Z(Jr ¢, Lbreg TP <

SUBJECT ADM Don Piiling Review of Military Compensation - SNOWFLAKE (Tab A)

¢ We are using the DACMC recommendations as the foundation for the 10®

Quadrennial Review of Military Compensation (QRMC). which provides a
mechanism to decide how the Department wishes to proceed. The QRMC began
deliberations in May and has made the following progress:

o Consolidation, simplification and enhancement restructuring of Specialand
Incentive pays is widely supported, and legislation is currently being drafted. We
are targeting submission in February for inclusion in the Fiscal Year 2008 Defense
Omnibus Bill.

» A new 'time-in-grade’ basic pay table 1s nearing completion, which will better
reward performance and support longer careers. Qur target to deliver legislation
1s this fall, also for inclusion in the Fiscal Year 2008 Defense Omnibus Bill.

2090 12

» Much work has been accomplished in the area of housing and housing allowances.
Proposals to phase out the marital differential in housing allowances and to
establish fair market rental rates for Bachelor Enlisted Quarters will be ready this
fall.

+ Retirement reform 15 more complex and may require further cost benehfitanalysis
before a Departmental consensus is established. Benchmarking is being
accomplished while we await development of a RAND Corporation model to
assess differentretirement plan combinations.

e The QRMC is also developing questions for the Defense Manpower Dala Center's
fall survey to assess the response of members and their families to creating a
benefits "cafeteria plan”.

® The issues of retiree health care premiums and pay and benefits for Reservists are
already being actively pursued with mixed success in Congress,

0 INL/7°

Attachments: As stated
Prepared By: Ms. Virginia S. Penrad, 0SD 141 62-06
T I
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July 21, 2006
TO David Clu

CC: Gordon England
Gen Pete Pace
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'D‘l_
SUBJECT: ADM Don Pilling Review of Military Compensation

forward-thinking ideas about how to better structure pay and retirement.

What has happened to the ideas? Are we moving out an any of them? 1 believe
weshoulddoso. Please give me a report. Let's move out.

Thanks.

Aftach, 4/28/06 USD{P&R) mamo to SDre: DACMC Report (OSD U7561-06)

DHR.4h
AF072106-01

Please Respond By 08/24/06 .
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
4000 DEFENSE FENTAGEN
WASHINGYON, D.€, 203014000

" ""INFQO MEMO

April 28, 2006, 4:00 PM
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: David S\C, Chu, USD (P&R)
S oy 2421 %
SUBJECT: Compmm's(DACMf:)-
Repont of the Defense Advisory Committee on Military Compeassiion
o In his tusmited lcticy 2 Tab A, the DACMC Chairman, ADM (Ket) Donisid L.
Pilling, forwends the DACMC Fimal Report.
» The Commitsee believes their proposed compensation archivecture pravides a
. modemized, responsive approach 1o sompensation, one el can help make s
outstending volunteer force better.
The Commitiee Recommends: .
» Changes to the non-disshility retirement system, including eariier vesting;
» Revamping of Basic Pay table to bener reward performance und to suppert longer
carver proflkes where deairabie;
s Changes in the system of housing and other allowances 1 remove discrepancies in
pay that sre unrelatad (0 performancs or a members’ value to the Service;
» Consolidstion, simplification and enhancament of Specisl and Incentive Peys;
s Revision of the system of health benefits for pre-age 65 retirees ta increase
premiums 10 more competitive bevels; _
o Periedic evalustion of quality-of-life programs to ensiire they are cost-effective and
adequate; sad
Review of Reserve Component pay and benefits to ensure that Reserve members
’ called to nctive duty receive the same pay and benefiits as Active Component
members and ta make it easler for members 1o maintain continuity in their farnily’s
bealth care when called to sctive duty.

COORDINATIONS: NA

As

Prepared By: 14Cal William Birden, USMC. [B)6) ] ,ﬁj.333
_ | o8
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

SEP 11 2006

Mrs. Eugene H. E. Alex
(b)(8)

Dear Mrs, Alex,

Please acceptiny condolences during this terribly
difficult time. Your loss has to leave an enormous void in your

life. T want you to know that you and your family are in my
prayers.

[ understand that you were able to be there when I met
with the 172* Stryker Brigade family members in Alaska. My
time with you made the strength and resilience of our military
members and their families all the more evident. Our men and
women in uniform and their loved ones make remarkable
sacrifices. Staft Sergeant Eugene Alex made the ultimate
sacrifice, and we mourn his loss.

Your husband served our nation with integrity and valor.
He died to help keep our country safe, and to secure liberty
against violent extremists who are doing everything possible to
deny us our freedom. I count him among American heroes
from previous generations who fought to protect and promote
that freedom, and Ijoin a grateful nation in saluting him.

With my deepest sympathy,

Sincerel

2l
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pont i
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September 07,2006
TO Robert Rangel

cC: Bill Marriott

Donald Rumnsfeld %_
FROM:

SUBJECT: Special Condolence Letter

We should write a special letter to the family of the soldier from the 172nd Stryker
Brigade who died this past weck

Please Respond By September 14, 2006

08

i i

9711120086 12:06:56 PM
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Page lof 2

McDonald, Brian CIV SD

From: White House News Updaie [News.Update @ WhiteHouse.Gov]

Sent:  Tuesday, September 05,2006 5:04 PM

To: McDonald, Bnan CI¥ SD

Subject: AP - Ammy death was first for Alaska-based brigade whose g duty was extended last month

Army death was first for Alaska-based brigade whose Iraq duty was extended last
month

By ROBERT BURNS

WASHINGTON (AP) The Army brigade whose year-long tour of duty in [raq was extended by the
Pentagon last month just as the soldiers were beginning to return home has suffered its first death since
taking on the extra duty.

The Pentagon on Tuesday announced the death of Staff Sgt. Eugene H.E. Alex, 32, of Bay City, Mich.
He was assigned to the 4th Squadron, 14th Cavalry Regiment, 172nd Stryker Brigade, from Fort
Wainwright, Alaska.

He was not among the 301 members of the brigade who had already returned to Alaska, only to be
ordered back to Irag. He was among the approximately 3,700 soldiers of the 172nd who were transferred
from their original mission area in northern Traq to the Baghdad area, as part of an effort to quell
sectarian violence.

The Pentagon said Alex died Saturday at Landstuhl Regional Medical Center in Germany, where he had
been taken after being shot by hostile forces in Baghdad last Wednesday.

No other details about his injuries or the circumstances in which he was shot were released.

The decision to keep the 172nd in Irag longer than the normal 12 months is an unusual, but not
unprecedented move.

Defense Secretury Donald H. Rumsfeld visited Fort Wainwright on Aug. 26 and met with several
hundred spouses of 172nd soldiersto tell them he understands the inconveniences and anxieties caused
by the extended tour of duty.

Rumsfeld said he conld not promise that the unit's tour of duty would not be extended even further, but
he said he thought it likely that the soldiers would be back home before Christmas.

The decision to extend the unit and to shifuit to Baghdad was part of a strategy for tamping down
sectarian violence in the Iraqi capital by increasing the number of U.S. and Iragi soldiers on patrol there.
The number of reporied violent incidents has declined in recent weeks, but some question how long the
trend will last.

In all, at least 2.652 Americans have died in Iraq since the war began in March 2003, according to the
Pentagon's count.

9/5/2006 11-L-0559/0SD/59591
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" Notification of Death of Active Duty Soldier#390 (2006) (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFI
Caveats: NONE

9/8/2006 11-L-0559/0SD/59593
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September 07, 2006
TO: Robert Rangel
cc: Bill Marrioft
FROM:  Doneld Rumsfeld |
SUBJECT: Spmial'c:mdolmai.eu«

Weshouﬂwmeaspmallanﬂ'tothcfmnﬂyofﬂwsm&mﬂtlﬂnd Steyker
Brigade who' died this past week

Thanks,

ol
P70

FENSFOERNEAPER I JARKSERINER R AT IduaNAN AR ReAvepasnpuatdb ol S ssnvnenuENTOw]

Please Respond By September 14, 2006
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McDonald, Brian GV 8D

L e s amd eV LA | g ——— 4

From:  Vithite House News Update [Newe.Update 8 WhiteHouse,@ov)
Sant:  Tuesday, September 05,2006 5:04 PM

To McDonald, Brisn CiV SD
Subject; AP~ Aymy death was firef for Alaske-based brigade whaea itaq duty wes sxiended lagt monih

Army death was first for Alasks-based brigade whose Iraq duty was extended last

month
By ROBERT BURNS

WASHINGTON {AF} The Army brigade whose year-long “curaf duty in Iraq was exiended by the
Fentzgon last montb just as the soldlers were beginning to retum hame has suffered its firs: death sinoe

taking on the extra duty.

The Pentagon on Tuesday announced the death of Staff Sgt. Eugene HE. Alex, 32, of Bay City, Mich.
He was assigned to the 41h Squadron, 14th Cavalry Regimen!, 172nd Stryker Brigade, from Fort -
Wainwright, Alaska

He was not among the 301 members of the brigade who had already returned 1 Alaska, anly lobe
ordered back o Trag. He was among the approximately 3,700 soMiers of the 172ed who wese transresred
from tbeir original mission area in northern Yraq to the Baghdad area, as prrz of an efforvie qual

sectarian violence,

The Pentagon seid Alex died Saturday ot Landsiuhl Regionsl Medical Cenier in Germany, whese he had
been taken after being shot by hostile forces in Baghdad last Wednesday.

No other details about bis injuries or the circumstances in which he was shot were released.

The decision tokesp the 172nd m 1raq longer than the normal 12 monthsis an imusial, bat ant
unprecedented move,

Defense Secretary Donald B. Rumsfeld visited Fort Wainwrighton Aug. 26 and met with sevesal
Irondred spouses of 372nd soldiers 10 tell thern be underseands the incanveriences and anxietiescansed
by the extcaded tonr of duty.

Rumsfeld said be cotld nol promise that the unit's tour of dﬁty would not be extended even farther, but
he said he thought it Hkely that the soldiers would be back homae before Christmas.

The decision toextend theunh and o shift it 1o Baghdad was pan of g strategy far tamping down

sextarian violence in the Iragi capital by increasing the number of U 8. and Iragi soldiers on patrol there.
Thenumber of reporied violent incidents kas declined inrecent weeks, but some gquestion how lorg the

trend will Jast

In all, ai least 2,652 Americans have died in lraq since the werbegan in March 2003, according (& the
Penlagon’s count,

34572006 B’L’ «(4‘
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‘ Natificetior of Deuth of Active Dty Soldier #3990 (2006) {UNCLASSIFIED} Pipol a2

-
L

{b){6)
From: Barman, Margarel A M8G, HRC-Alexandriajmargaret bowman@us.ammy.n
Sent: Fridéy, Seplembar 08, 2006 6:26 AM
To: Bowman, Mergaret A, MSG HRC-Alsxandela; Lavinaon, LTS, HRC-Alexandsin; Che,
° Jacoy, S5 OBUIA: Coopor, Kor, Ma. B/G, ot Ton SFC. SMA; Lohse, doh A GV
OS50, ‘Chi E. Smith'; Bchard W. Dinauck ©whmao mif); Novikeky,
g:m. HA Ha; techauncey Gwhmomils medecker@wvhmo.mii; Deloache,
nchetta P, HQEAD -1: Casay Frorara@whmamit; Hendersan,
Hawcr'f? oégcq Gwﬂcnsga;r‘mk M.CEL" m&u i
Subjact: Notification &f Death af Active Duty Soltiar $390 {2008) AJNCLASSIAED)
Follow Up Flay: Follow up
Fag Siety;  Fed
Ciassiticafion: UNGLASSIFIED
Cavealy: NONE

Nemez Eugene H. E. Alex (Eugene) (DOB: 30 August 1974.) (Gender: Male)
Hank: StaffSergeant (Soldiernot efiglbis for posthumous promotion)
Setvice; United States Amy

Duly Station: Headkuarters and Headguarters Company, st Squadron, 14th Cavalry, Fort
Wainwright, Alaska

Dale of Death: 02 September 2006

Place of Death: Landswihi, Germany

Circumstances; Staff Sergeant EugeneM, E. Alex died as a regutt of injurles received from
hostile action, On 30 August 2008 in Baghdad, aq, the Soidier was io a military vehicla When

a small arme fire attack occurred. On 31 2005, ihe Soldier was transferred 1o Landstuhl
Regional Vedical Center, Germany, where he lator died fram his injuries. The Soldier wag

parikipating in Operation Iraqi Freedom.,
Primery Next-&-Kin
Full Name: Mre. Mefissa 8. Alex
Retationahip: Wile

Mailng [P
Address;

NOTE: The Soldier has two middle names.  All information has been verified.

h
0/3/12006 . h{‘
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September 8,2006

SecDef _

Attached 1s a draft letter of condolence to Mrs.
Alex, surviving spouse of Staff Sergeant Eugene Alex
who was recently killed in Iraq as part of the 172

Stryker Brigade.

We have confirmed that Mrs. Alex was in
attendance at the event you held with the 172™ Stryker
Brigade spouses in Alaska, although there is no record

that you personally met with her.

Mhbsef R

Approved

See Edits

11-L-0559/0SD/59600
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September 01, 2006
TO: Dorrance Smith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Retuttal to piece Star Democrat picee by Spitzer

We're going to want to get a rebuttal to this piece in the Siar Demacrat by Carlton

Spitzer.

Thanks.

Attach "KeepingPace" by Carlton E. Spitper 0sD 14367-06
(OUARALEMRR AL

SRR 10601 9M2/2008 4.-41:;? PM

Please Respond By September 11,2006

OSD 14367

it

/122006 4:48:18 PM
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Rummy's dangerous ruminations

No one delights more in setting up
straw men and knocking them down
lhan Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumisfeld. who somctimes ruminates
about the known knowns and
unknown knowns, and other matlers
he finds confusing,

He presented his latest straw man,
actually an old one knocked down
several times, picked up. dusted oft
and propped up again, before the
American Legion's national conven-
tion in Salt Lake City.

In clincd, somber tones, he decried
*meral and intellectual confusion
ahout the war” and made clear that
critics of the administration’s policies
"weakenthe ability of hee socictics (o

Mo political critic or writer has chal-
lenged the need to combat lerrorism
m all ils vicious, devious forms in all
corners of the globe. To state they
have, Mr. Secretary, and © equale
constructive dissent in a freesociety
to elforts by some leaders 67 years
zgo to appease Adelptr Hider's anbi-
tons, which you did this week. is dan-
gerously disingenuous.

Moast of fellow citizens -
Mr. Secretary, deplore the meansyou
and your adminisiration colleag
chose fo combat terrorism. Citizens
stand sheolder 1o shoulder with the
administration In their commitment
to work ccasclessly 1o cradicate ter-
rorist organizations. knowing it may
take as long to acconiplish thal mis
sion as it did for the free world to end
the cold war.

Citizens also see that military might,
the "shock and awe' invasion of Iraq.
has exacerbated terrorisin, and creat-
ed in frag a hotbed d terrorist activi-
ty sustaining chaotic conditions and
breeding a civil wir.

Dissenters aren't appeasers. Yo
know that fact among vour known
knowns. but pretend otherwise. Ne
dissenter uses the term appease-
ment.

You use the dishonest straw min to
offend them and mischaracterize
their appeals to change course,

That we cannot easily extract our-
selves from the Irag quagmire is a
known known. But your reluctance,
perhaps inability, Mr. Secretary, to
program graduated withdrawal, and
pertiaps, albeit reluctantly, design a
new paradigm to satisfy religious znd
cultural divisions, 1s dismaymg,

Police uction, not military might,
thwarted would-be terrorists platting
¢ destroy Awmerican jets departing

Keepning Pace
Carlton E. Spitzer

Londen; and police work stopped the
bungling efforts o wannabe terror-
ists’ daydreamingin Florida.

Your straw men don't stand up. Mr.
Secretary. No one needs to knock
them dewn. They fall on their own.

You attack the news media, blaming
tte messenger for simply reportin
on administation errors and miscal
culations. That's what a free press
does in a free society. Independent,
investigative reporters and editors
are a vital force in keeping us free,
That'’s nlae a known koown of which
youre well aware, It's disheartening
to hear you blame the messenger.

Most of ug in 2006 are mrawlul a
rather compliant and follow-the
leader press ¢orps has come alive and
is doing its jdb lor America and the
world Many jevenslists have Jost
their lives reporting this war many of
your generals now S8y was unneces-
sary and wrong-headed, Journalists
were hrave, couragects rnien and
wom¢ n simplv doing their work,

The biggest, most vacal, mast pow-
erful dissenters are members Of (he
9/11 Commission, who conducled
public hearings. studied internaldoc
uments. talked to senior officials, mil-
itury leaders, and analyzed disputes
among cabinet members and agency
directors previously hidden from
pubilic viewr.

Surely Comumission  Chairman
Thomas Kean and Vice Chairman
Lee Hamnilton are not appeasers, Mr,
Secretary. But even they, with their
sterling credentiale ag public cer-
vants of the highest order, had to dig
deep and om magic tricks to
obtain information from inside your
administration.

Qur governiment is a government
by, for and o the people, a known
known familiar to you, Mr. Secretary.
Therefore, people understandably
resent an overly secretive administra-
tion that hides every act under wraps,
speaks in mantras, and eqnates con.
slructive dissenl to appeasers who
condone fascism.

Frankdy, Mr. Secretary, your distor-
fiens and ruminations are dangerous-
ly disingenuons,

You need to look in the mirror and
unburden yourself from these delu
sions,

11-L-0559/08D/59603
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1400 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1400

PUBLIC AFFAIRS

September 12,2006

Editor

The Star Dermocrat
P.O. Box 600,
EBaston, MD, 21601

To the Editor:

Carlton Spitzer’s September 1, 2006 article, which discussed Secretary Rumsfeld’s recent
address to the American Legion National Convention, was inaccurate.

Mr. Spitzer wrote that Secretary Rumsfeld claimed “critics of the administration’s policies
‘wedgken the ability of free societies to persevere.”” This it is not what the Secretary said. In
fact, the Secrctary warncd that:

“[1n any long struggle or long war. any kind of moral or intellectual confusion about whe and
what s right or wrong, can weaken the abilitv of free societies to persevere.” (emphasis added)

He did not equate this notion with critics of the administration. Mr. Spitzer also falsely claimed
that the Secretary “equate[d] constructive dissent in a free society to efforts by some leaders 67
years ago to appease Adolf Hitler.” He said nothing of the kind, which is why Mr. Spitzer could
not quote the Secretary as having said anything of the sort.

In fact, the Secretary’s remarks were an effort to remind people of the similarities between past
and current periods in U.S. history, so that a mentality of dismissing real and gathering threats

while focusing nearly exclusively on American imperfections does not undermine our nation's
ability to prevail in what will be a long and difficult  struggle against violent extremists.

We mvite your readers to read the full text of the Secretury’s remarks at

www.defenselink.mil/speeches.
Sincerely,
Ve W

Dorrance Smith
Assistant Secretary of Defense
for Public Affairs
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August 31,2006

TO: Dorrance Smith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?j

SUBJECT: Mark Levine's Radio Show
Have [ ever been on Mark Levine's radio show?

Thanks,

DHR. 55
SFDE3106-06

Please Respond By 09/15/06

4375-
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9/12/2006
TO: Secretary Rumsfeld

FROM.: Dorrance Smith (K

SUBJECT: Mark Levine’s Radio Show

Ref: Snowflake 083 106-06

Sir,
You have not been on Mark Levin’s Radio Show.

Levin 1s on the air trom 6 ~ 8 p.m. Monday - Friday on the ABC radio network. We will
reach out te him and schedule an interview when your schedule permits.

14375-06 5
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TO: Bl Marriott
CC. Robert Wilkie
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld/;n

SUBJECT Response to Congresswoman Myrick

Please have a good letter drafied in response to Congresswoman Sue Myrick's
attached note to me,

Thanks.

Attach. 8/30/06 Myrick note to SD

DHR.dh
SFO91806-26

EEEEEEEFEENFEEEERSEEE I EEEEESIENENEEIEENFSEEEEEEENENIENESENINEESENEENENEINEFNER;

Please Respond By September 21, 2006 SEP 19 7T
SNOWFLAKE RESPONSEATTAGHED

J

o 8408

i

9/20/2006 4:23:38 P
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Waghington, D.C. 20615

\N%PECTEU—PASSED

T T

§/13/20067 5C:05 AM &

SUE MYRICK
& NINTHDISTRICT-NORTH CARCLINA

HOUSE CF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, D.C.20515

)L . 30, 2005
A

The House of Représentatives

sep 12 1006
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t THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
\ WASHINGTON

SEP 20 2006

The Honorable Sue Myrick
United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515
Dear Representative Myrick,
Thank you so much for your note. Mining the annals of

history for its lessons 1s useful during this important time in our

Nation's history. I want you to know how much I appreciate

your Support.
With my thanks,
. Sincerely,
/{7

',r-""\
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TO Rabert Wilkie RN

ce: Tina Jonas k

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'(p\'
SUBJECT: Infoto Hill on Progress in Financial Management

Attached is a note on some financial management progress. 1 wonder if there are
Members of the House or Senate, Chairmen of Commiittees, ar staft people who

ought tobe made aware of this.

Thanks.

Attach. 8/14/06 USDYC) memo to SD re: Financial Management Progress (OSD
13006-06)

DHR dh ‘
SHIR1606-14 [

Please Respond By August 31, 2006 ‘ --------------- 41{‘3
' SEP 15 2008 ﬂ \9{9

| SNOWFLAKE RESPONSE ATTACHED

P
0 ‘MJQJ’

N
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SD 14448-08
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Component Progress. In addition tofocnsing on these portions of the balance sheet,
certain Components have mede good progressin preparing for sudits.

o The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is undergoing an audii on its fiscal year (FY)
2006 financial statements.

s The Marine Corps expects to be ready for auditin FY 2007.

Improved Business Practices,

¢ Since 2001, we have reduced manpower costs at the Defense Finance and Accounting
Service by approximately $238 million, while improving productivity and service.
New eyetome implementations and the Base Realignment and Closure process will cut
manpower costs an additional 45% with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

o  We reduced the rate of past dueindividual travel accounts from 18.4% in 2001 to an
il tmelow of 3.2% foday. Thisresultsin greater public credibitity and improves our
positien when negotiating new card service contracts.

o Weincreased the use of clectronic payments to 95% of all payments, thereby reducing
the cost of issuing payrments by $6 millionsince 2001,

» We reduced overdue amounts owed to the Depastment by $1.1 billion in the last year.

+ We areimplementing a standard financial languege throughout the Department,
which will enable us e consistently manage costs, value assets. forecast future noeds,
develop historical trends, move toward performance basad budgeting, and make better
trade-off decisions., We have completed 20% <f this implemeniation and expect to
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

o We reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63 billion in 2005.
Overall, we have achieved an §6% renxrion from the $2.3 trillion in 1 999.

o We have steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by gpproximately $39 million.

¢ Wereduced late payment penalties by 63 %(from $343 per million of payments in
2001 to$127 per million in 2006). Berween 200] and 2005, we have avoided interest
payments in the amoum of $140 million.

COORDINATION: NONE .

Prepared By: Terri McKay, DCFO,[BX® |







“Snowflake Response, #81606-14: Information to Hill about Financial
Management’

COORDINATION SHEET

USD(C) ﬁM ng;_ 9/r/ 6
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC| 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Thomas M. Davis IH
Chairman

Commuittee on Government Reform
House of Representatives

Room 2157 Rayburn Office Building
WashingtonDC 20515

De=e Mr, Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
fram poor fiscal management. [n an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased andit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulling
from these measures has been recently recognized hy several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
repotts citing important progress in DoD’s business sysiems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve Financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Otfice of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD's progress rating from “yellow™ 1o “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specitic information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on G3 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve thisend. DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Troasuary,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Ralth Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD husiness practices include:

¢ Since 2001, the Departunent has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systemsimplementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

i
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¢ DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts fizm 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 32percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department's position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

e The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
adll payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

¢ DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Departmentby $1.1 billion in
the last year.

® The Department is implementing a standardfinancial language throughout
DoD, which Wil enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-oft decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects ©
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

¢ DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999,

¢ The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

o DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006), Between 2001 and 2005, the

Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Henry A. Waxman
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Christopher Shays

Chairman

Subcommitteeon National Security, Emerging Threats and International Relations
Committee on Government Retonm

House of Representatives

Room B-327 Rayburn Office Building

Washington DC 20515

Dear vlr. Charrman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DeD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing importantprogress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is tuking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Office of Managenent and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “vellow™ to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specitic information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congresstonal oversight.

The Departmentcurrently has a “clean™ audit opinion on 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects 4 “clean” audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property. Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Game Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:
o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense

Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and

LT
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results i greater public credibihity and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating hew card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001,

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Department iz implementing a standard financial language throughout
DaoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, valne
assets, forecasttuture needs, develop historic trends. move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustiments by an additional $63
billion in 2005, Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the

Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top prionty of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this a any other matter.

copy to:
The Honoruble Dennis ). Kucinich
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETAJ?YOFD EFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PRENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1G10

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Todd R. Platts

Chairman

Subcommittee on Government Management, Finance and Accountability
Committee on Government Reform

House of Representatives

Room B-371C Raybum Office Building

Washington DC 20515

Deexe Mr, Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor tiscal management. In an etfort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased auditreadiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009. DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 85 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:
¢ Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense

Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and

T
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut Manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts fizom 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results 1n greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the costof issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001,

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Depariment by $1.1 billionin
the last year.

The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions, The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

DaD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005, Overall, the Depaniment has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

The Deparunent has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DaD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005. the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 nullion.

You can be assured that financial managemnent improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know 1f you have questions about thus or any other matter.

copy 10

The Honorable Edolphus Towns
Ranking Member
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSEPENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Duncan Hunter
Chairman

Committee on Armed Services
House of Representatives

Room 2120 Rayburn Ottice Building
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman.

As you know. the Department of Defense (DoD) has sutffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. [n an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow™ to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your importuntrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Departiment currently has a “clean™ audit opinionon 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “‘clean” audit opinionon 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achievethis end, DoD 1s taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund. and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpowercost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

g
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DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today, This reduction
results 1n greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts,

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001,

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Departmentby $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enahle the Department’s leaders 1o manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-basedbudgeting. and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005, Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999,

The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million,

DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 mullion in 2006). Between 2001 and 20005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be & top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have guestions about this or any other matter.

copy lo:
The Honorable Tke Skelton

Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSEPENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

The Honorable C.W. Bill Young
charman

Subcommuitee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
House of Representatives

Room H-149 Capirol
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairtman:

As you know. the Department of Detense {DoD) has sufferedin the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effon to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations, The Government Accountability Office has 1ssued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD s taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow™ to “green.” The tollowing
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a ““clean” audit opinion on 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean’™ audit opinion on 63 percent of the Depariment’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which arc not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices inclu(l?
F

e Since 2001, the Departiment has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower Cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

¢ DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

e The Departinent increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

e DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

e The Departmentis implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets. forecast future needs, develop historic frends, move toward
pertormance-based budgeting, and make better trade-oftf decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

¢ DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustmentsby an additional $63
billion in 2005. QOverall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999,

e The Departmenthas steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

¢ DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Departrnent hus avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be « top priority of the Depurtment. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honarable John P. Murtha

Ranking Member

1 1-L-0559108?I59627



DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 | 2006

The Honorable Susan M. Collins

chairman

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
United States Senate

Room 340 Dirksen Office Building

Washington DC 20510

Dear Madame Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. [n an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD 1s taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’'s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “cleau’ audit opinion on 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a ‘‘clean”’ audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to inprove the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasxy,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achievedin improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million,

14448-068
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DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 184
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Department is implementing a standard financial language througbout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of ThIS implementation and expects 1o
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion 1n 2005. Overall. the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction trom the $2. 3 trillion figarein 1999,

The Deparument has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DaoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to S127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the

Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priornity of the Department. Please let me
know 1f you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Joseph I Liabarman

Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Tom Coburn

Chairman

Subcommittee on Federal Financial Management, Government
Information and International Security

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
United States Senate

Room 446 Hat Office Building

Washington DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD} has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization eflorts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DaD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoDY’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.”” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinionon 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean’” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

¢ DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts fram 18.4
percentin 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. Thisreduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

s The Department increased the nse of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

¢ DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year,

® The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Departrment’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, Torecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

¢ DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2003, Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figurein 1999.

e The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

¢ DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue o be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know 1f you have questions about this a any other matter.

copy te:
The Honorable Thomas R. Carper
Ranking Marber
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE'PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20201t-10t10

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Ted Stevens
Chairman

Subcommuittee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate

Room 119 Dirksen Office Building
Washington DC 20510

Degr Mr, Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has sufferedin the past
frompoor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknawledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinien on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure prdcess, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

o DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

¢ The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

¢ DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Departmentby $1.1 billion in
the last year.

o The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DolD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implementedby March 2007,

o DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005, Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999.

e The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

e DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assnred that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE/ PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable John W. Warner
chaiman

Committee on Armed Services
United States Senate

Room 228 Russell Otfice Building
Washington DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has sutferedin the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has pnt
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Otfice has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “‘green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “‘clean” audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheetaccounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasnry,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD bnsiness practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systemsimplementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
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o DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2percent today. Thisreduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

o The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost o issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001,

o DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

o The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-oit decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

o DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reducticn from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999,

o The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million,

o DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured tbat financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy lo:
The Honorable Carl Levin
Ranking Member
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DG 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2008

The Honorable John Ensign

Chairman

Subcommittee on Readiness and Management Support
Committee on Armed Services

United States Senate

Room 228 Russell Office Building

WashingionDC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased andit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Govermnment Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.”” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean’ audit opinionon 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “‘clean” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s asscts and 79
percent of its liabilities. Toachieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:
» Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense

Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure prbeess, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
DaoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to0 93 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed 1o the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year,

The Department 1s implementing a standard financial language throughout
DaoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, torecast tuture needs, develophistoric trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it tully implemented by March 2007.

Dol reduced unsupported accounting adjusimentsby an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall. the Departiment has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999.

The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006), Between 2001 and 2005. the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:

The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorablie Thomas M. Davis [I1
chaiman

Committee on GovernmentReform
House of Representatives

Room 2157 Rayburn Oftice Building
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chainnan:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal nanagement. In an effort to correct this, the Depariment has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has 1ssued two consecntive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD (s taking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Otfice of Management and Budget
recently elevated Do Ds progress rating from “vellow™ to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressionaloversight,

The Departmentcurrently has @ “clean” audit opinion on |6 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “‘clean” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’c assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end. DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property. Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund. and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

e Since 2001, the Departinenthas reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service, New systems implementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpowercost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
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DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of 1ssuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Departmentis implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-hasedhudgeting and make better trade-off decicions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

DaoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
hillion in 2085. Qverall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999,

The Departunent has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
paymeants in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005. the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Henry A. Waxman
Ranking Mermber

11-L-0559/0S /59640



DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Christopher Shays

Chairman

Subcommittee on National Security. Emerging Threats and International Relations
Committee on Government Retorm

House of Representatives

Room B-327 Rayburn Oftice Building

WashingtonDC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As vou know, the Department of Defense (DoD2) has suffered in the past
from peor fiscal management. In an effort 1o correct this, the Department has put
in place several successtul measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and umeliness. and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recoguized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issned two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modermzation efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Addiuonally, the Otfice of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progressrating from “yellow™ to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you 1n YOUr importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean™ audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2000. DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end. DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property. Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure proaess, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

¢ DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and iinproves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

® The Departmentincreased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

* DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

¢ The Departmentis implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enahle the Department’s leaders to manage costs. value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and mnake better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

o DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999,

¢ The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

¢ DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 millien of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernizatiou will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy ta:
The Honorable Dennis J. Kucinich
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 21 2006

The Honorable Todd R. Platts

Chairman

Subcommittee on Government Management, Finance and Accountability
Committee on Government Retorm

House of Representatives

Room B-371C Rayburm QOffice Building

Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor tiscal management. In an ettort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness. and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations, The Govemment Accountability Office has 1ssued two consecutive
reports citing impottant progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts.
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledzed the Department 's
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Otfice of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow™ 10 “‘green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you 1n your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean™ audit opinion on 16 percent of its
asscts and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment. Real Property. Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense

Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. Nkw systemns implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

» DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

o The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

o DoaD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

» The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD. which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs. value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

» DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Departmenthas achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trillion figure in 1999,

» The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

» DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2003, the
Departinent has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Edolphus Towns
Ranking Member
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 203011010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Duncan Hunter
Chairman

Committee on Armed Services
House of Representatives

Room 2120 Rayburn Otfice Building
Washington DC 205 15

Dear M. Chairman:

As vou know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. [n an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successtul measures that have led to increased aundit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has 1ssued two consecutive
repotts ¢iting important progress in DoD’s business systems modemizationefforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD's progress rating from “yellow™ 10 “green.” The following
pardagraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Departmentcurrently has a “clean”audit opinionon 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion an 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD 15 taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliabiiity of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable; Military Equipment, Real Property. Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund. and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DeD) business practices include:

e Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
the Base Realigniment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.
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DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast tfuture needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation aud expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007,

DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005, Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3trllion figure in 1999,

The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Tke Skelton

Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 21 2006

The Honorable C.W. Bill Young
Chairman

Subcommuittee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
House of Representatives
Room H-149 Capitol
Washington DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased auditreadiness,
accuracy and timeliuess, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations, The Governinent Accountability Office has 1ssued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD's business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Departinent’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009. DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:
e Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense

Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

e DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 184
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

e The Departmentincreased the use of electronic payments t 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

e DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

¢ The Department is implemeuting a standard financial language throughout
Do, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-oft decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

s DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

« The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

¢ DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Departmenthas avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable John P, Murtha
Ranking Member
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE F'ENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DT 20301-1010

SEP 2 | 2006

The Honorable Susan M. Collins

Chairman

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
United States Senate

Room 340 Dirksen Office Building

Washington DC 20510

Dear Madame Chairinan:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD} has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased auditredness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “‘yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your important role
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects @ “clean” audit opmion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achievethis end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpowercost an
additional 45 percent with a projected zlmnual savings of $357 million.
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DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent tbday. This reduction
results in greater public credihility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts,

The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of 1ssuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop bistoric trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Departmenthas completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

DaoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2003. Overall. the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figarein 1995,

The Department has steadily reduced overpaymentsto vendors by
approximately $39 million.

DaD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million 1n 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the

Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business

modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Joseph 1. Lieberman

Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Tom Coburn

Chairman

Subcommittee on Federal Financial Management, Government
Information and International Security

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
United States Senate

Room 446 Hart Office Building

WashingtonDC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successtul measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean’ audit opinion on 65 percent of the Departiment’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accnracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

» Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

o DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

¢ The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby redncing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

o DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year.

e The Departmentis implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implemeutation and expects to
have it fully implemenied by March 2007,

e DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
hillion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

e The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

e DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management iinprovement and business
maodemization will continue to he a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Thomas R. Carper
Ranking Member
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable Ted Stevens
Chairman

Subcommittee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate

Room 119 Dirksen Office Building
Washington DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has snffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In au etfort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progressresulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress iu DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DobD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal s 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 63 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systeins implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

= DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

e The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

¢ DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Department by $1.1 billion in
the last year,

¢ The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD. which will enahle the Department’s leaders to manage costs. value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-basedbudgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

¢ DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

s The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

# DocD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Departmenthas avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that financial management improvement and business
modemization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please lct me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Daniel K. Inouye
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable John W. Warner
Chairman

Committee on Armed Services
United States Senate

Room 228 Russell Office Building
Washington DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to comrect this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased audit readiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and improved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems moderization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approachDoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve auditreadiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.” The following
paragraphs provide specificinformation that will assist you in your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on [6percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean’ audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

e Since 2001, the Departiment has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected armual savings of $357 million.
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¢ DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-time low of 3.2 percent today. This reduction
results in greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

¢ The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001.

®  DoD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Departmentby $1.1 billion in
the last year.

¢ The Department is implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future ueeds, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, and make better trade-off decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this implementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

® DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. QOverall, the Department has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

¢ The Departmenthas steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

¢ DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 2005, the
Departmenthas avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assured that [inancial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have questions about this or any other matter.

copy to:
The Honorable Carl Levin
Ranking Member
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 1 2006

The Honorable John Ensign

Chairman

Subcommittee on Readiness and Management Support
Committee on Armed Services

United States Senate

Room 228 Russell Office Building

Washington DC 205 10

Dear Mr. Chairman:

As you know, the Department of Defense (DoD) has suffered in the past
from poor fiscal management. In an effort to correct this, the Department has put
in place several successful measures that have led to increased auditreadiness,
accuracy and timeliness, and umproved business practices. The progress resulting
from these measures has been recently recognized by several external
organizations. The Government Accountability Office has issued two consecutive
reports citing important progress in DoD’s business systems modernization efforts,
and the Comptroller General has publicly acknowledged the Department’s
progress and the approach DoD is taking to improve financial management and
achieve audit readiness. Additionally, the Office of Management and Budget
recently elevated DoD’s progress rating from “yellow” to “green.”” The following
paragraphs provide specific information that will assist you in your importantrole
of providing Congressional oversight.

The Department currently has a “clean” audit opinion on 16 percent of its
assets and 48 percent of its liabilities. By the end of Fiscal Year 2009, DoD
expects a “clean” audit opinion on 65 percent of the Department’s assets and 79
percent of its liabilities. To achieve this end, DoD is taking steps to improve the
accuracy and reliability of those balance sheet accounts which are not currently
auditable: Military Equipment, Real Property, Fund Balance with Treasury,
Medicare Eligible Retiree Health Care Fund, and Environmental Liabilities.

The milestones achieved in improving DoD business practices include:

o Since 2001, the Department has reduced manpower costs at the Defense
Finance and Accounting Service by approximately $238 million, while
improving productivity and service. New systems implementations, and
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the Base Realignment and Closure process, will cut manpower cost an
additional 45 percent with a projected annual savings of $357 million.

a  DoD reduced the rate of past-due individual travel accounts from 18.4
percent in 2001 to an all-timelow of 3.2 percent today, This reduction
results n greater public credibility and improves the Department’s position
when negotiating new card service contracts.

¢ The Department increased the use of electronic payments to 95 percent of
all payments, thereby reducing the cost of issuing payments by $6 million
since 2001,

a DaD reduced overdue amounts owed to the Departmentby $1.1 billion in
the last year.

a The Department 1s implementing a standard financial language throughout
DoD, which will enable the Department’s leaders to manage costs, value
assets, forecast future needs, develop historic trends, move toward
performance-based budgeting, aud make better trade-otf decisions. The
Department has completed 20 percent of this iimplementation and expects to
have it fully implemented by March 2007.

a  DoD reduced unsupported accounting adjustments by an additional $63
billion in 2005. Overall, the Departinent has achieved an 86 percent
reduction from the $2.3 trillion figure in 1999.

a  The Department has steadily reduced overpayments to vendors by
approximately $39 million.

a  DoD reduced late payment penalties by 63 percent (from $343 million of
payments in 2001 to $127 million in 2006). Between 2001 and 20085, the
Department has avoided interest payments in the amount of $140 million.

You can be assnred that financial management improvement and business
modernization will continue to be a top priority of the Department. Please let me
know if you have gnestions about this or any other matter.

copyto:
The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka
Ranking Member
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UNCLASSIFIED

ACTION MEMO

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Assistant Secretary of Defense (1SP), Peter

USD(P)

SEP 2 1 2006

A SEP 2| ame

SUBJECT: Invitation from Serbian President Boris Tadic to visit Serbia

« Secrbian President Tadic recently sent you an invitation (Tab B) to visit his country.

¢ Attached for yourreview is a draft response (Tab A) that acknowledges the invitation
but does not commit to a visit.

e We are working with your staff on possible scheduling options.

RECOMMENDATION: Signthe letter at TAB A.

Attachments:
Tab A Proposed Response
Tab B: Invitation

Prepared by: Nathan G- Bein, 18P Eurasial{(b)(6)
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ob /012 392
o 457 )
TO: Exric Edelman &9 '?%'lg
FRCM: MW‘T}

SURJECT. Response to Serbia

Please have a nice response drafted from me to the President of Serbiain response
to the attachedletter he sept me. Lathim know 1 would 1 ke very muoch to visit
Serbia at some puind in U period ol iad.

Tharks.

Attach, 9/8/06 Tadiclr to SD

7000~ i

B/22/2006 11:25.35 AM
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Policy Coordination Sheet

Subject: Invitation from Serbian President to Secretary Rumsfeld to Visit Serbia

Control Number: 06/012 118

Title/Organization Name Date
DASD/Eurasia James MacDougall :\_"'_1"
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TAB A
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WASHINGTON

\g THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

* OCT 2 2006

His Excellency
Boris Tadic
President
Belgrade, Serbia

Dear Mr. President,

Thank you so much for your recent letter. I am sorry I
was unable to be with you during your time in the United
States, but [ am glad to hear that you found the meetings in
Washington and in Ohio useful.

I also want to thank you for your kind invitation. I
appreciate the offer, and would very much like to visit Serbia.

[ look forward to continuing to strengthen the defense
relationship between our two countries.

Sincerely,

2 4l
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UNCLAS

PRIORITY

TO: USDAO BELGRADE

INFO: HQ USEUCOM//CDR/DCDR/IS//

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL WHITE HOUSE WASHINGTONDC
DIA WASHINGTON DC

SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC

JOINT STAFF//CICS/15//

UNCLASSIFIED

SUBIJECT: SECDEF RESPONSE TO SERBIAN FRESIDENT TADIC INVITATION
TO VISIT

ACTION USDAO BELGRADE: TRANSLATEAND DELIVER THE FOLLOWING
SECDEF LETTER TOQ PRESIDENT TADIC AT THE EARLIEST OPPORTUNITY.
ORIGINAL WILL BE SENT STATE POUCH TO USDAOFOR DELIVERY.

(BEGIN TEXT)

HIS EXCELLENCY
BORIS TADIC
PRESIDENT
BELGRADE, SERBIA

DEAR MK. PRESIDENT,

(PARA) THANK YOU SO MUCH FOR YOUR RECENT LETTER. 1 AM SORRY]
WAS UNABLE TO BE WITH YOU DURING YOUR TIME IN THE UNITED
STATES, BUT | AM GLAD TO HEAR THAT YOU FOUND THE MEETINGS IN
WASHINGTON AND IN OHIO USEFUL.

(PARA) TALSO WANT TO THANK YOU FOR YO UR KIND INVITATION. 1
APPRECIATE THE OFFER, AND WOULD VERY MUCH LIKE TO VISIT SERBIA.

(PARA) I LOOK FORWARD TO CONTINUING TO STRENGTHEN THE DEFENSE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN OUR TW(Q COUNTRIES.

SINCERELY,
//DONALD RUMSFELD//

(END TEXT)

08D 144982-08
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SECRETARYOFDEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

His Excellency Boris Tadic
President
Belgrade, Serbia
My,
Dear/President Tate

Thank you for your recent letter inviting me to visit Belgrade. | would very much
like to visit Serbia at a mutually convenient time.

I appreciate your kind words regarding my recovery from my operation. I regret
that [ was unable to meet with you during your recent visit to Washington.
Nevertheless, Tunderstand that you had a productive mecting with Deputy Secrctary
England and that your visit to Ohio was a success. [believe that we will continueto
strengthen our defense and military relations.

I'look forward to seeing you soon.

Sincerely,

%
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UNCLAS

PRIORITY

TO: USDAO BELGRADE

INFO:

HQ USEUCOM//CDR/DCDR/J5//

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL WHITE HOUSE WASHINGTON DC
DIA WASHINGTON DC

SECSTATEWASHINGTONDC

JOINT STAFE/CICS/I5//

SUBIJECT: SECDEF RESPONSE TO SERBIAN PRESIDENT TADIC INVITATION
TO VISIT

ACTION USDAO BELGRADE: TRANSLATE AND DELIVER THE FOLLOWING
SECDEF LETTER TO PRESIDENT TADIC AT THE EARLIEST OPPORTUNITY.
ORIGINAL WILL BE SENT STATEPOUCH TO USDAO FOR DELIVERY.

(BEGIN TEXT)

HIS EXCELLENCY BORIS TADIC
PRESIDENT

BELGRADE, SERBIA

DEAR PRESIDENT TADIC:

THANK YOU FOR YOUR RECENT LETTER INVITING ME TO VISIT
BELGRADE. [ WOULD VERY MUCH LIKE TO VISIT SERBTIA AT A MUTUALLY
CONVENIENT TIME.

1 APPRECTATE YOUR KIND WORDS REGARDINGMY RECOVERY FROM MY
OPERATION. T REGRET THAT I WAS UNABLE TO MEET WITH YOU DURING
TYOUR RECENT VISIT TO WASHINGTON. NEVERTHELESS, T UNDERSTAND
THAT YOU HAD A PRODUCTIVEMEETING WITH DEPUTY SECRETARY
ENGLAND AND THAT YOUR VISIT TO OHIO WAS A SUCCESS. TBELIEVE
THAT WE WILL CONTINUE TO STRENGTHEN OUR DEFENSE AND MILITARY
RELATIONS.

I LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING YOU SOON.
SINCERELY,

/MDONALDRUMSFELD//
(END TEXT)
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September 8™, 2006

DE’M @V(/e Sau’t—&i(%"—'—l

I am truly 80Ty that it was not possible to meet you during my stay in
Washington D.C. However, 1 am pleased 10 inform you that I had important
and fruitful exchange of views on matters of bilateral military and defense
cooperation with Deputy Sccretary Mr. Gordon England which will
undoubtedly help to further enhance our mihitary relations.

I depart from the United States. convineed that the talks that I had with your
associates as well as my visit to Ohio, where I was accompanied by Chief of
the National Guard Burcau, Licutenant General H Sieve Blum and the
Adjutant General = Ohio. Major General Gregory L. Wayt and where 1 had
the honor of inspecting the National Guard, represents a milestone 1n the
creation ot a new mulitary partnership between Serbin and the United States.

[ would also like to invite you to visit Serbia. I would be greatly pleased to
host you.

[ look forward to seeing you soon.

With the best wishes for your carly recuperation. T remain

Sincerely yours,

Bons Tadic,
?WT@—JQ‘L = )

President of the Republic of Serbia

Honorable Mr. Donald H. Rumsicld
United States Secretary of Defense
Washington, DC

Sy
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TO. Eric Edelman

FROM Demnald ansfcldtm
SUBJECT: Response to Serbia
Please have a nice response draficd from me to the Resident of Serbia In response
to the attached ietter he sent me. Let him know I would like very much to visit
Sertiia at some point in the period ahead

Thanks.

Attach, 9/8/06 Tadicltr to SD

DiDLah
SP091505-18

Please Respond By 09/28/06
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D W N 2o &/uf'_u__( September 8", 2006
Pr I C Ne @l

[ am truly sorry that it was not possible to meet you during my stay in
Washington D.C. However, [ am pleased to inform you that I had important
and fruitful exchange of vicws on matters of hilateral military and defense
cooperation with Deputy Secretary Mr. Gordon England which will
undoubtedly help ta further enhance our rmhitary relations.

I depart from the United States, canvinced that the talks that I had with your
associates as well as my visit to Ohio, where I was accompanied by Chief of
the National Guard Burcau, Licutenant General H Steve Blum and the
Adjutant General - Ohio. Major General Gregory L. Wayt and where 1 had
the honor of inspecting the National Guard, represents a milestone in the
creation of 4 new military partnership between Serbia and the United States.

[ would also like to invite you to visit Serbia. I would be greatly pleased 1o
host you.

[ look forward to seeing you soor.

With the best wishes tor your early recuperation. I remain

Sincerely yours,

/ Bmls‘Tadu,
President of the Republic of Serbia
Honorable Mr. Donald H. Rumsteld

United States Secretary of Defense
Washington, DC
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EMBASSY OF THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA

2134 Kalorama Road N.W. WASHINGTOND . C 20008
Phone: (202)332-0333 Fax: (202)332-3933
http://uuw. serbiasemmsa. org

Email:inf@serbiaembusa.org

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsteld
United States Secretary of Defense
Washington, D.C.

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld,

The Embassy of the Republic of Serbia has the honor to enclose herewith
the copy of the letter from H.E. Boris Tadié¢, President of the Republic of
Serbia.

The Embassy of the Republic of Serbia avails itself of this opportunity to
renew the assurances of its highest consideration.

Respectfully.

% qu-—vz,
lvan Vujadic,

Ambassador

11-L-0559/0S5D/59671



THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHIN GTON

OCT 2 206

P GO

His Excellency
Boris Tadic
President
Belgrade, Serbia

Dear Mr, President,

Thank you so much for your recent letter. 1 am sorry 1
was unable to be with you during your time in the United
States, but I am glad to hear that you found the meetings in
Washington and in Ohio useful.

I also want to thank you for your kind invitation. I
appreciate the offer, and would very much like to visit Serbia.

I look forward to continuing to strengthen the defense
relationship between our two countries.

26 320 2

Sincerely,

)
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UNCLAS

PRIORITY

TO: USDAO BELGRADE

INFO: HQ USEUCOM//CDR/DCDR/IS//

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL WHITE HOUSE WASHINGTON DC
DIA WASHINGTON DC

SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC

JOINT STAFE//CICS/35//

UNCLASSIFIED

SUBJECT: SECDEF RESPONSE TO SERBIAN PRESIDENT TADIC INVITATION
TO VISIT

ACTION USDAO BELGRADE: TRANSLATEAND DELIVER THE FOLLOWING
SECDEFLETTER TO PRESIDENT TADIC AT THE EARLIEST OPPORTUNITY.
ORIGINAL WILL BE SENT STATE POUCH TO USDAO FOR DELIVERY.

(BEGIN TEXT)

HIS EXCELLENCY
BORIS TADIC
PRESIDENT
BELGRADE, SERBIA

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT,

(PARA) THANK YOU SOMUCH FOR YOUR RECENT LETTER.T AM SORRY 1
WAS UNABLE TO BE WITH YOU DURING YOUR TIME IN THE UNITED
STATES,BUT I AM GLAD TO HEAR THAT YOU FOUND THE MEETINGS IN
WASHINGTON AND IN OHIO TISEFLIT .

(PARA) TALSO WANT TO THANK YOU FOR YOUR KIND INVITATION. 1
APPRECIATE THE OFFER, AND WOULD VERY MUCH LIKE TO VISIT SERBIA.

(PARA) [ LOOK FORWARD TO CONTINUING TO STRENGTHEN THE DEFENSE
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN OUR TWO COUNTRIES.

SINCERELY,
{/DONALDRUMSFELD//

(END TEXT)
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1300

INFO MEMO

LEGISLATIYE

AFFAIRS September 14,2006 3:00 P,

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Robert Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary of Defensg-
for Legislative Affairs, %A/[ M,%ia

f

SUBJECT: Snowflake Response — Response to Letters from Congressman asking for
Money SF082506-10

C th :
e This is in response to an August 25 snowflake on how to respond to Congressional
Member requests for more money while highlighting that the Congress has cut the
President’s budget request for defense spending,

BACKGROUND:
¢ Over the last three fiscal years, including this year FY 2007, the Department has
received 20 letters from Members of the House and Senate requesting additional
funds for programs within the Department’s budget.

e Over that same timeframe, the Congress has repeatedly cut the Department’s
budget request.
» FY 2007 budget request will likely be cut by between $4 billion and $9 billion.
e FY 20006 budget request reduced by $8.5 billion
o Request: $419.3billion
0 Appropriations; 5410.8billion

e FY 2005 budget request reduced by $1.6 billion
o Request: $401.7 billion
0 Appropriations: $400. 1 billion

RECOMMENDED DOD ACTION:
e Nao specific targeted response is recommended at this time however, all senior
DOD personnel who interact with Members of Congress should be sensitized
to covey the above funding reality when they interact with Members.
e [n correspondence and conversation with Members of the House and Senate,
where Members are requesting additional fuuding for specific programs, the
Department representatives should point out that over the last three fiscal years

alone, the Congress has cut over $14 billion from the Department’s overall

budget request.
In addition, convey that Congress has strapped the Department wilth added

funding responsibilities by legislating a number of expensive liabilities such as:

language prohibiting the Depariment {rom retiring certain weapons systens,

increasing troop end §|tr1e_n|§t_lb g%dg(}%ﬂgﬁ /'g%lg?ﬁ\é{]i fee adjustments.

i
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Examples of Reductions Made by Recent Congress’s in the
Defense Appropriations Requests

OVERALL

« FY 2007 budget request will likely be cut by between $4 billion and $9
billion.

s FY 2006 budget request reduced by $8.5 billion
o Request: $419.3billion
©  Appropriations: $410.8 billion

e FY 2005 budget request reduced by $1.6 billion
o Request: $401.7 rilion
o Appropriatinns: $400 1 hillion

SPECIFIC CUTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2006

Military Personngl

Administration request: $98.2B
Congress appropnation: $96.9B
Difference: $12B
Operations and Maintenance (Readiness
Administration request: 312698
Congress appropriation: 312368
Ditterence: $ 3B
Joint Strike Fighter
Administration request: $5.0B
Congress appropriation: $4.8B
Ditterence: 5232 M
Space Radar
Administration request: $225M
Congress appropriation: $ 98M
Difference: $126 M
Future Combat System
Administration request: $34B
Congress appropriation: $32B
Difference: $280M
Transformational Satellite Communications program
Administration request: $836 M
Congress appropriation: 8436 M
Difference: $400 M

11-L-0559/0SD/59676



Fiscal Year 2005

Additionally, below are cuts made from the same accounts for FY2005 (Administration
initial request for Y2005 not included).

o Readiness accounts (Operation and Maintenance)

» FY 2005 $-4.8 billicn
o Military Personnel accounts

= EY 2005 $-1.1 billien
o Joint Strike Fighter

* [Y 2005 $-282 million
o Transformational Communications Satellite (TSAT)

s EY 2005 £-300 millian
o Space Radar

= FY 2005 $-253 million
o Future Combat system

= FY 2005 $-250 million
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'"THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WAS HINGTON

SEP 19 2006

Ms. Tina Hager
Arabian Eye
PO Box 74184
Dubai, UAE
Dear Tina,
It was good to see you. [ have visited with

some folks here about you and the various projects you

are involved in, and we will try to be helpful.

With my best wi

OSD 14713.06
U GU0RA A AR

9f19/2006 11:13:45 AM
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September 05, 2006

N

TO: Eric Edelman
- N
CC: Steve Cambone g
A ~
FROM: Donald Rumsteld /L. Q
SUBJECT: Timna Hager and Ulrich Fichtner (\) _

Attached is a business card for Tina Hager. She is living in Dubai. was at the
White House for four years, is a U.S. and German citizen, works under her
German nationality, speaks fluent German, works in the Middle East, and is
interested in doing something on Diego Garcia. I think she basically photographs

for Der Spiegel. Uhich Fichtner is a wnter there who wants to do something,

Thete are a couple other thoughts. T should talkto Eric Edelman and Steve

Camboue about it.

Attach., Business card. Guantanamo Memo

DHR dh
SHP06-16

SEP 1 5 2006 )9)
A1

SNOWFLAKE RESPONSEATTACHED

_OSD 1471308
coro | TAINALFINAR FACIHGIN
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Guantanamo Mamo I

This is a story about the three detaineeswho oommltted suicide in June. The story seeks to
answer the following questions: Who were these men? Howdid they end up in US custody?
Why were they taken to Guantanamo? Why did they kill ihemselves? How did they die?

I am currently talking to as many people as necessary to answer these questions and
conducting all interviews in person, which include |awyers and families o the deceased

detainees.

In order to present an arciwsé~ and patanss -

-

t it would be imperative to speak to
| knowiedge of this incident. | am
+ detention facilities and to meet with
Navy Rear Admiral Harry B. Harris,

11-L-0559/05D/59680



SUBJECT: Tina Hager and Ulrich Fichtner

Attached is a business card for Tina Hager. She is living in Dubai, was at the
White House for tour years, is a US, and German citizen, works under her
German nationality, speaks fluent German, works in the Middle East, and is
interested in doing something on Diego Garcia, 1thirk she basically photographs

for Der Spiegel. Ulrich Fichtner is a writer there who wants to do something,

There are a conple other thoughts. I should talk toEric Edelman and Steve

Cambone about it.

Attach. Business card. Guantanamoe Memo |
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TAB A
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THESECRETARYOFDEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC  20301-1000

SEP 20 2006

The Honorable Anne-Grete Strom-Etichsen
Minister of Defense
Myntgata 1
N-0032, Oslo, Norway
Dear Minister Stram-Erichsen:
Thank you for your note following my recent surgery. I appreciate your wishes
for a speedyrecovery. I regret that I was unable to meet with you during your visit but I
am told that you had useful meetings with Gordon England and Eri¢ Edelman.

I look forward to seeing you in Portoroz later this month. There is much important
business to complete prior to the NATO Summit in November.

Singerely,

|
e

Wsa AT

2202006 4:36.27 PM
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UNCLAS

ROUTINE

TO: USDAO OSLONO

INFO: AMEMBASSY OSLO
SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC
DIA WASHINGTON DC
SECDEF WASHINGTON DC

UNCLASSIFIED
SUBIJECT: LETTER TO NORWEGIAN MOD FROM SECRETARY RUMSFELD

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING LETTER FROM SECRETARY RUMSFELD
TO MINISTER STROM-ERICHSEN. THE ORIGINAL LETTER WILL FOLLOW.

(BEGIN TEXT)

THE HONORABLE ANNE-GRETE STROM-ERICHSEN
MINISTER OF DEFENSE

MYNTGATA |

N-0032, OSLO,NORWAY

DEAR MINISTER STROM-ERICHSEN:

PARA)THANK YOU FOR YOURNOTE FOLLOWINGM Y RECENT SURGERY. 1
APPRECIATE YOUR WISHES FOR A SPEEDY RECOVERY. I REGRET THATI
WAS UNABLE TO MEET WITH YOU DURING YOUR VISITBUT I AM TOLD
THAT YOU HAD USEFUL MEETINGS WITH GORDON ENGLAND AND ERIC
EDELMAN.

(PARA} [ LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING YOU IN PORTOROZ LATER THIS
MONTH. THERE IS MUCH IMPORTANTBUSINESS TO COMPLETE PRIOR TO
THE NATO SUMMIT IN NOVEMBER.

SINCERELY,
J/DONALDH, RUMSFELD//
(END TEXT)
T
SAZ2008 4:38:24 PM

11-L-0559/0S5D/59685



TAB B
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POLICY COORDINATIONSHEET

Subject: Note for Norway's Minister of Defense
Control Number: SF091106-03

Title/Organization Name Date
Coordination:

USDF

DASD Eur/NATO H‘; - _i[ah

Director Europe North cr%-w—- St qr/ s i o

Attachments:

TAB A: Note for Signature
TAB B: Coordination
TAB C: Incoming

buviviv
11-L-0559/0SD/59687



September 11, 2006
TO: Eric Edelman

FROM: Donald Rmnﬁeldm

SUBJECT: Note for Norway's MoD

Please have anote prepared from me to the Mol of Norway PC888€ 1 yag nog
able to meetwith her last week.

A SV

Thanks.

Attach. 97/06 Note to SDfrom NorwegianMoD

Please Respond By September 14, 2006

apdaSll]

90 d=S% !
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THESECRETARYOFDEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

SEP 20 2006 =
&
d?
E
m
The Honorable Anne-Grete Strgm-Erichsen ~L
Minister of Defense
Myntgata 1
N-0032, Oslo, Norway
Dear Minister Stram. Erichsen:
Thank you for your note following my recent surgery. I appreciate your wishes
for a speedy recovery. I regret that I was unable to meet with you during your visit but I
am told that you had useful meetings with Gordon England and Eric Edelman,
1 look forward to seeing you in Portoro? later this month. There is much important
business to complete prior to the NATO Summit in November.
Singerely,
N
{ o
" X\
0
O
o~
~
=
OSD 14744.08 <
T —
9202006 14:36'27 PM m
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UNCLAS

ROUTINE

TO: USDAO OSLONO

INFO: AMEMBASSY OSLO
SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC
DIA WASHINGTON DC
SECDEF WASHTNGTON DC

UNCLASSIFIED
SUBJECT: LETTER TO NORWEGIAN MOD FROM SECRETARY RUMSFELD

PLEASE DELIVER THE FOLLOWING LETTER FROM SECRETARY RUMSEFELD
TO MINISTER STROM-ERICHSEN. THE ORIGINAL LETTER WILL FOLLOW.

(BEGIN TEXT)

THE HONORABLE ANNE-GRETE STROM-ERICHSEN
MINISTER OF DEFENSE

MYNTGATA 1

N-0032, OSLO, NORWAY

DEAR MINISTER STROM-ERICHSEN:

(PARA) THANK YOU FOR YOURNOTE FOLLOWINGMY RECENT SURGERY. |
APPRECIATE YOUR WISHES FOR A SPEEDY RECOVERY. I REGRET THAT
WAS UNABLE TO MEET WITH YOU DURING YOUR VISIT BUT I AM TOLD
THAT YOU HAD USEFUL MEETINGS WITH GORDON ENGLAND AND ERIC
EDELMAN.

(PARA)I LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING YOU IN PORTOROQZ L ATER THIS
MONTH. THEREIS MUCH IMPORTANT BUSINESS TO COMPLETE PRIOR TO
THENATO SUMMIT INNOVEMBER.

SINCERELY,
/DONALD H. RUMSFELD//

(END TEXT)

4744-08

i
VAR

920/2006 1:3624 PM
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Fove
September 22,2006
TO: Robert Wilkie
cce: Steve Bucei
Cathy Mainardi

FROM: [onald Rumsfeld :}?j

SUBJECT: See Me on Letter from Tom Cobum

Flease see me 0n this Jetier from Tom Cobum. | cannot imagine why Dol would
have any role in this at ull, Maybe we can recommend a better possikdlity,

Thanks.

Attach: 9/8/06 Letter from Congressman Coburnto SecDef

DRRM
BF091206-16

Please Respond By 10/04/06

i

11-L-0559/0SD/59693 6729/2008 107:06 PM
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IR ‘ ‘!m. ?/39/06

een- SESN- dnind Statrs Senate

MOCLAT, D. ECWY, JTAS SIRECTOR AMD O E0UNELL COMMITTEE O
ICHARL C. ALOVARA, MSCEITY $TAPP CHECTUR HOMELAND SECLRITY AND ew:mmmm. AFFAIRA
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-8260

“Tadkd A L
sepecnber 0, 2005 L ,4 Divoot Al

Secretary Doneld Rumnafeld
United States Department of Dafense
1300 Defense Peningon

Washington, DC 20301-1700

Disar Secyetary Rumstold:

1 Em Writing to request yDUP SppearEnce, O GR APRTORTING (eaigres, a3 a witness at on apeoming
hearing entitled, “1),3, ismatons! Broadeasing into Inn: Can We Do Betler?™ The purpos of the hearing
i% bo diacusa the fnancial invostment of the American upayer far nkemetional beosdensting ioto Tna,
whether the sppropriate mazmgemant and seccunzebillty coneredw exigt within ULS. interpational brogdeesting, |
and whethi the oontenit of the brosdeasts promore intemational secuzity ind U.5. fhreign polley,

m:mmﬂnmwum.mﬂmms:mmwmmm
an Faders] Financia) Miagement, Govarnment Informatics, and International Security on Wednzeday, -
September 20th, 2006 a19:30 &.m, it 20020 342 of tha Dickyen Senats Office Bullding in Washingeon, DC..

Tha Subeomumities oquasi that your ofx] presepiation be limited to five minutes, although longe:
writion itatemants may be subzxitted fhr the official record. Ceamitise rules require writen statements to be
fbrnitied by 12:00 p.owL g Wednasday, September 13%, 2006, Flesse send a copy of your iestimony and s
thay Hography vis e-muil 10 the Suboo prvdtess s Chief Clork, Liz Scrammon, at
llz_scrton@hegac.senatr.gov. Flonse bring 20 coples of your ktimonry 1o the hearing.

1 ook forward b your pardeipation i this heaning. Bhuuldyauhswmqusﬂw,pltmc'mm

Scranton of oy Suboomnitess sl st (202) 224-224,
MWG’A

om Coburn
Chairman
Subcommitter on Fedaral Finaneis)
Mansgement, Government Inforrnation, and
International Security

it

W00 1 5647 PM
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FLISAN M. COLLINS, MAINE, CHAIRMAN

TEDR STFVEHE, ALAGKA JOSEPH | LIEBERMAMN, CONNECTICUT
BEORGE W W OINOICH, THIO CARLLEVIN, MICHIGAN

NOAM CCLEMAN, MINNESQTA DAMIEL K. AKAKG, HAWAN

TCM COBURN, OKLARON A THOMAS R CARPER, DELAWARE

L MGOLN CHAFEE, RHOOE ISLAND MARK DATTON. MINNESOTA ﬁ - :

RCRERT F. RENHETT, LITAH FRANK LAUTENBERS, NEW - ZRSEY I‘“ [ [H[EB En ﬂtE
PETE DORENIC), WEW ML K AGE PAIYOE, ARKANSAS

CHN WARNER, VIAGINIA

MICHAELD BCPP,STAFF DIRECTORAN 3 GHIEF COUNSEL COMMITTEE ON

MIGHAELL ALEXANDER, MINOR TY STAFF DIRECTOR HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTALAFFAIRS
WASHINGTON. DC 20510-6250

Septemnber &th, 2006

Secretary Donald Rumsteld

Uniled Stales Departimenlt ol Delense
1300 Defense Pentagon
Washingten, DC 20301-1300

Dear Scerctary Rumsleld:

[ am wriling (o request your appearance, Or an appropriate designee, as a wilness al an upcoming
hearing entitled, “U.S. [nternational Broadcasting into Iran: Can We Do Better?™ The purpose of the hearing
is to discuss the financial invesiment of the American taxpayer for international broadcasting into Iran,
whether the appropriale managenient and accountability controls exist within U.8. international broadcasting,
and whether the content of the broadcasts promote international security and U.S. foreign policy.

This hearing will be held by the Senate Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs Subcommitiee
on Federal Financial Management, Govermment Information, and International Sceurity on Wednesday,
September 20th, 2006 at 9:30 a.m. in roam 342 ol the Dirksen Scnate Qifice Building in Washinglon, DC.

The Subcommirttee requests that your oral presentation be limited o five minutes, although longer
wrilen statements may he submitted for the official record. Comunittes rules require writien statements o be
subtnitted by 12:00 p.m. on Wednesday, September 13", 2006. Please send a copy of your testinony and a
short biography via e-mail to the Subcommitiee’s Chief Clerk, Liz Scranton, at
liz_scranton¢ighsgac.senate.gov. Please bring 20 copies ol your testimony (o the hearing.

Tlook lorward Lo your participatien in this hearing. Should you have any questions, please contact Liz
Sutauwu vl wy Subconunitee siallal (202) 224-2254.,

Very truly yopfs,

7

om Cohurn
Chairman
Subcommittee on Federal Financial
Management, Government Information, and
International Security

SD 1475408

DB

11-L-0559/0SD/59695 aN1S2008 15447 PM




THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1300

UNCLASSIFIED
INFO MEMO
LR
September29,2006, 10:00AM \ ai
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE y -
>
FROM: Robert Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense ;
for Legislative Affairs(BIO Y /@72 LA, T

SUBJECT: Letter from Senator Coburn - SF092206-16

¢ You asked about DOD’s role in Senator Coburn’shearing “U.S. International
Broadcasting into Iran: Can We Do Better?” before the Senate Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs Subcommittee on Federal Management, :
Governinent Information and International Security. i

o The hearing has been indefinitely postponed.
¢ The NSCand the interagency Iran Steering Group tasked OSD Iran Desk (USD

Policy) to prepare a report on USG broadcasting into Iran, from the perspective of
a native Persian speaker. I personally diseussedthis matter with Elliot Abrams.

e The report was delivered to the Iran Steering Group in August 20006, and covered a
six-month study of the Voice of America (VOA) Persian TV and Radio Farda.

QPJ/?'Sbt

o At Senator Coburn’s request, we delivered a closed-door, oft-the-recordbrieting
on 21 September 2006 with Mr. Kenneth Tomlinson (Chairman of Broadcasting

Board of Governors), Mr. Bud Jacobs (senior advisor to U/S Karen Hughes), ASD
Peter Rodman, and the author of the report,

¢ Senator Coburn has given the Broadcasting Board of Governors six months to
provide more transparency and review the management and accountability
structures for Voice of America Persia and Radio Farda programs. (TAB A)

Attachments:
|, Senator Coburn Letter
2. Snowflake SF 092206-16

o0 AP

Prepared by: Kelly Bulliner, Special Assistant, OSD-LA.|[(b)(6) ]mmml“ﬂm wnmm \“mmmmm
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TOM COBUAN, M.D. COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY A

OKLAHOMA AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS
PHONE: 202-224-5754 CHATRAN
Fax: 202-224-6008 . . . SuBCOMMITTER Ood PEDERAL PRANCIAL MERAGERINT,
GIYERMENT lACRMATION AND
Hnited DStates Denate e
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-3604 COMMITTEE ON THE JUDKAARY
AR O ITTEE (T

INE=AREER ATICN AND REHABILITATION

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

Kenneth Tomlinson

Chairman

Broadcasting Board of Governors

330 Independence Avenuc, SW, Room 3360
Washington, DXC 20237

September27.2006
Dear Chairman Tomlinson,

Thank you for attending the bricfing last weck regarding the content of United
Statesbroadcastingto Iran. As you know, the threat Ten poses to our national security is
growing daily, and the United States must maximize the effectiveness of every tool at its
disposal to deal with this problem, QuE broadcasting to Tran is vital to a public diplomacy
strategy that clearly and effectively presents United States policy and views. The citizens
of Tran already have access to world news information through sources like the BBC and
CNN and to the views and opinions of the regime through sources like the regime-
controlled [slamic Republic News Agency and Islamic Republic of Tran Broadcasting,
What the citizens of Iran domet have access to is an accurate and reliable presentation of
United States Government views and policics.

At our meeting, we discussed the Iran Steering Group's analysisof six months of
broadeasting from Voice of America Persian Service and Radio Farda. We agreed on the
importance of the Broadcasting Board of Governors enacting the appropriate reforms that
ensure our broadeasting no longer provides another platform to the regime and does not
undermine the interests and policics of the United States, As we discussed, the goal of
our broadeasting is not to give so-called “equal time” to the agenda of the Iranian regime.
There seems therefore, to be no reason the amount of time devoted to presenting U.S.
policy wouldn’t dwarf the amount of time referencing regime perspective. And, it should
g0 without saying, that the regime perspective ought not even to be presented at all at
U.S. taxpayer expense, except as part of adebate forrnat whereby maccurate ar
oppressive claims made by the regime arg effectively and overwhelmingly rebutted.

We agreed that the best way to overcome the he-said/she-said arguments about
the merits of specific programming is to open wide the gates of transparency about ail
programming. I am cncouraged that we arc on the same page with this objective and 1
look forward to your vigorous effortsto welcome the feedback of all stakeholdersinto the
process by fully disclosingall BBG content in Iran,

1D Mig-CoNmuenT Towsn 100 Moy BROADWRY T19 W [ Aveng
407 SouTH BosToM Surre 1820 Surre 102
Tursa, OK 741031007 OxLaromaa Crrr, OK 73192 Lavwrom, O T35
Prgbe: 318-881-7651 PHONE- 205-231 151 FHonE: 508-35T-9674

wiar cgburn.senale. gov
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Specifically, we agreed on the following first steps:

1. Transcribe all radio and television programming on Radio Farda and Voice
of America Persian and, within six months, post all English and Farsi
transcripts no later than 30 days af airing. As I indicated in the inccting, 1
would hope that within three weeks, the Broadcasting Board of Governors will
have identified and allocated appropriate resources to this project, established the
appropriatc contracts and staffrequircd to accomplish the task and begin work on
the project.

2. Review the management and accountability structures and vetting
procedures for guests who appear on Voice ol America Persia and Radio
Farda programs. Changes in the guest vetting process will need to be
immediately implemented to ensure the staff are fully complying with United
States law for intemational broadcasting as found in 22 U.S.C. § 6202(b). This
includes ensuring that the radie and television programming broadcast inte Iran
always meets the goals of “clear and effective presentation of the policies of the
United States Government.”

a} Please provide the results of this review and any protocol changes that
come out of this review within three weeks. Texpectthat some policy
changes will be necessary to improve the vetting process. For example,
before inviting an affiliate with or apologist for the regime, 1 think we
agree that the producers should first ask whether doing so is absolutely
necessary in order to present the views and policies of the United States
governiment (and if so, | presuine it is only as part of a debate format that
would allow for full and overwhelmingrebuttal);

by Please provide me with an organizational chart of Radio Farda and Voice
of America Persian, and indicate who is involved in the guest vetting
procedure.

¢} The Iren Steering Group report included information that Radio TFarda has
hired a significant number of employees whose most recent journalistic or
broadcasting experience was in the Islamic Republic News Agency
(IRNA) or the Tslamic Republic of Tran Broadcasting (IRIB). Please
provide a list of the employees that were hired at Radio Fardain 2005-
2006, the date of hire and title of each new employee, and indicate
whether the individual previously worked for the IRNA or the [RIB.

I'm disappointed that yon have recently decided to publicly attack your critics in
the press. Shooting the messenger won't help promote democracy in Iran. This makes
your task of transparency all the more important so that differences of opinion hetween
English-spcaking BBG cmployces and Farsi-speaking Iranian-Americanscan be resolved
by opening up BBG content to public view and broader dialogue.

11-L-0559/0SD/59698




Again, thank you for your willingness 1 embark on some long-overduereforms
urgently needed forour national sccurity. I hope we can stay in closc contact over the
coming weeks and months and work togethet collaboratively and openly moving
forward. I know we share the same objective of true democratic governmentin Iran
which respects human rights, international tecatics. and becomes a friend rather than an

enemy ol the U.S.
Sittcerely, ;‘

Tom Coburn, M.D. Chairman
Subcommitiezeon Federal Financial
Management, Gevernment
Information, and Intemational
security

US. Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs

Cc: Ambassador Karen Hughes
Assistant Secretary Peter Rodmian
Senator Tom Carper

11-L-0559/05D/59699



—TFOoto-
September 22,2006
TO: Robert Wilkie
CC: Steve Bucci
Cathy Mainardi

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?/{

SUBJECT See Me on Letter fiom Tom Coburn

Flease see me on this letter from 1'om Cobum. 1 carmot imagine why UoL} would

have any role in this at all. Maybe we can recormmend a better possibility.
Thanks,

Attach 9/8/06 Letter from Congressman Cobum to SecDef

DHRE.3
SFO92206-16

Please Respond By 10/04/06

11-L-0559/0SD/59700
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SEP 2 5 2088
TO: Rdoert. Wilkie
CccC Steve Bueci
Cathy Mainardi

FROM Donald Rumsfe.ld{Z’\
SUBJECT: SeeMe onLetter (rom Tom Cobum

Please ses me on this letter from Tom Coburn. [ cannot imagine why DoD would
have any role in this at all. Maybe we can recommenda betta posstbility.

Thanks.

Artach: HR06 Letine Fom Congrastrman Cobora tn SecDal

DHE.s
SFmE-16
03U ENANSRIENIdruesntsRoUalenundUnaOPIRNs IR P IZTRRRRsRarFRARTITINEN

Please Respond By October 04,2006
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EaE- SEEE- Ynind St Swmate

NECHAR. 0. IEAF, STARF DPRCTON Al Comil OO0,

CONBMTTEE DN
Mg, . M EXLMIER, MILCEET BTAPOSELTOR HOMELAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Secrciary Donald Rurafeld

United States Departmant of Defeme
1300 Defirnar Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1300

“Desr Secretary Bumafeld:

1 am writing o redpust your sppesrsnce, Ot an approprietke desigaen, aa p wikness Al in UPLOoTEng
beuring cntithed, U5, Interoational Broadeasting imo lrpn: Can We Do Baner7™ T purpose of the keariang
is to discuan the financisl {mvestenent of tee American laxpayer for interrational broadonrting nbo Irun,
whether the eppropriste cnsgencn and accountabiliry conrols exist within U.S. intermations | brogdoesing,
and whether the content of the broedcasts promote international secarity and U9, foreign palley.

This bearing will be hedd by the Senise Homeland Secarity and Govermumenta) Affeiry Suboormitee
on Federal Financial Meagement, Guvernment Inforombion, ind lnterstions] Seeurity on Wednesday, -
Seplember 20th, 2008 &1 .30 a.m. in room 342 of the Diricen Senste O fice Building in Washingtan, DT

The Bubcommities requests thal your ol presometion be nkzsd (o five mitutss, although longer
WHTEH Malsmant may be nbmined for the official record. Committes rules reguire writhen siatemsnts o be
" sobmitted by 12:00 p.m_ on Wednsaday, Sepiember 13%, 2008, Please send a copy of your iestimony and s
shert biography via evomit to the Subcommities's Chief Clerk. Liz Scramion, at
liz_scrantor@lugac.senate, gov. Plesse being 20 copiey of yous testimanyy 1o the hearing.

1 ook forvard w mpuncpm::mnhmm Should you bave myqunbm.phmcumuz
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&lhwnm.'lme on Federal Fingncial
Management, Jovernment Informatios, and
Intarnaticaal Security
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SECHETARY OF DEFENSE CORRESPONDENCE ACTION REPORT
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

0CT 11 2006

The Honorable Ted Stevens
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Stevens:

Thank you for your letter dated September 6,2006,regarding the extension
of the 172 Stryker Brigade Combat Team in lrag.

As you know. the Commander of U.8.Central Command (CENTCOM)
requested the brigade's extension to provide additional combat power in theater.
This request was approved on July 27,2006. The extensionis for up to 120 days,
with the mam body of the brigade now scheduled to return by mid-December

2006.

[ recognize that this extension has presented challenges for the soldiers and
tamilies of the 172**, We are committed to doing everything possible to ensure
the success of the unit and to take care of their families during this difficult period.
We are continuing to proactively assist soldiers and their families. as well as segk
relief from difficulties caused by the extension. The Army has provided increaxed
funding of more than §5 million to reimburse seldiers and their families for
extraordinary expenses incurred because of the extension.

The Morale, Welfare and Recreation Division of the U.S, Army Alaskan
Command is offering comprehensive family support through the Family Support
Center at Forts Wainwright and Richardson in addition to the services already
offered by Army Community Services. Currently, there are personnel available at
each installation to assisttwency-four hours a day. seven days a week, 10 help
family members solve any concern.

Maintaining the health of our deployed military personnel remains a priority
for our aperational commanders. Neither the CENTCOM Surgeon’s (}ﬁlc.e nor the
QOffice of the Surgeon General of the Army is aware of reports of the 172" soldiers
testing positive for tuberculosis.

CENTCOM developed 4n equipping plan 10 ensure all 172 soldiers have the

equipment necessary toexecute their assigned mission. I can assure you that no
soldier will go in harms way without the necessary arms, ammunition, and

equipment. 6
0SD 14753-06
1cossoososoros  MURAARITIAN
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I and members of the Army leadershiphave met with family members of the
172" 1o explain the mission of the umit in Lra and how the unit’s advanced

combat platforms and systems and soldiers were needed to help in the war effort.

Thank you for your interest in the well-being of our soldiers and their
families and your continued support of cur military.

Sincerely,

<yl
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TO: Fran Harvey
CC. Robert Wilkie
Gen Pete Pace
GEN Pete S¢hoomaker

FROM  Donald Rumsfeld ’PA

SUBJECT Response to Senator Ted Stevens

Please l& me sse the draft response to this letter from Ted Stevens.

Thanks.

Attach 9/6/06 Ietterfrom Senator Ted Stevens to SecDef

DHR 33
SERTNS-15

Please Respond By 10/04/06
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TRIED To A2MY

“Yas®ng ?6&;/ (-om

SD SieoRrRTORY

/? .



4jasfete pa-

Atnited Statex Henate
Ted Stevens President Pro Tempore Chairman
Alaska Washington, DC 20510 Comunerce, Seience, and Tr \
(202} 224-3004 Appmpriations
(202) 242354 {Fan) Governmests! Affairs
Rules end Administration
September 6,2006 Library of Congress

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld /el / g“’% / 7 ‘é’
The Secretary of Def
U.§.[gartnat0f]§]ell?:nse 9{ ﬁ"ﬁ‘" Z’iﬂ""ﬁﬂ

The Pentagon .
Washington, D.C. 20301-0001 if;q‘i‘?e.

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld

Enclosed is a copy of aletter | receivedfrom aconstituent who wished to remain
anonymous. I would appreciate any informationthat you can provide me so that 1 mey
respond to the constituent. The constituentasked 5 specific qestions in their letter.

Please direct any questions vou may have inregard to -hisinquiry to BrandonMaitlen
onmy staff. Repliesto this correspondence should be sentto: P.O.Box 1766, l
Washington, DC 20013. Thark you for your assistance.

With best wishes,
Cordially,
TED STEVENS
pmpini
- SHY2006 220010 FM P
Anchoruge Pairbunks Funesm Walls Estal Ketchiknn Bethk
{907) 271-5915 (7Y 436-0251 (907) S66-7400 (%07T) 3767605 (907) 2833808 (907) 2136550 {507) 5431638
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1 amn fallowing up on the meeting that we had last Thursday, August 3, 2006. 1 zppreciate
the tires that you had to spend with ma. It is unfortunats that we met undsr such dark
sireumstances, Hopeﬁﬂlywcwﬂ]beablewwuttogethﬂmthatmmﬂnngposmve

Stevens had taken Rumsfald and other militery officials to task on the sxtension of the
172%. 1t is imperative that we all stay on top of this situation so that it does not further
erode the conditions of the soldiers, families and the military has a whole

Several concerns from other wives were brought up to us over the weekend thet we focl
you should be aware of: _ f

1. 1t has been reported that some of the soldiers that were stationed arcund
Mosul have been testing positive for TB. What is being done about this? Can
you further discuss this situation and assure thet all soldiers am getting tested
frequentty for this discase? What are the plans for these soldicrs that do have
this disease?

2. There are still dozens of complaints from the soldiers that they do not have all
of the equipment that they need to perform their jobs. [ am personally gware
af the iterng that haven been has porchasad within the last few days: boots,
socks. ammo pouches, safaty glacces, 1o neme a few. These are items that kad
previously purchased by soldiers atd shipped bome prior to the extension. Is
the military going to reimburse the soldiers for the shipping and repurchasing
of the gear that they shipped home? If so what will be the official
reimborecment procedime?

3. The military support system has bren offering e variety of counseling services
as well s edditional child-care options. The support needs to be expanded.
The famities need support with bagic day-to-day househodd functions. A lot of
the famities consist of young mothers with small children that peed wuly peed
a hand, niot a baby Sitter or someone o tatk 10. What can be done to help these
families?




. 4, The soldiers have yet 1o be reissued the items that were shipped by the army
in the containers (connexes), and the soldiers are already arriving in Baghdad
without their equipment. Why is this happening? Shouldn’t wo be getting the
containers-back before their amival in Baghdad?

5, We would like to also address the fiact that the soldiers, their families, and this
couatry, for thet matier, have not besn given & clear time Line o & job
deseription for the mission &l band. The goals of the mission need to be
clearly defined by the military officials thet made the decision to extend the
1724 i in fact the extension is anly for a 120 days, when did the 120 tims
frame begin? We noed the goals defned in detail. We will not accept 2
bulleted explanation “to fight tervorisms in Irag”

I would like w set up another eppointment to follow up on our previous discussion with
either Sex. Stevens or yourself. Please contact me at your earliest convenience (o set up @
time. I will be available in Anchorage after Augpnst 15%.

Thaok you for your time and attention 1o this matter.

Regards,

[ —
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Coordination Page

DoD General Counsel Mr. Paul Koffsky, Oclober 4,2006

Asslstant Secretary of Defense (LA) Mr. Shawn Grenler, October 3,2006
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Anited Dtates Denate

- Committees:
Ted Stevens President Pro Tempore Chairmen
Alaska Washington, DC 20510 Commeree. Seience, und Transpartation
(202) 2243004 Apprpriations
{202) 224-2354 (Fax} Governmental Alfairs

Rules und Administration

September 6,2006

Library of Cangress

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
The Secretary of Defense

U.S. Department of Defense

The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301-0001

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

Enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from a constituent whe wished to remain
anonymous. I would appreciate any information that you can provide me so that I may
respond to the constituent. The constituentasked 5 specific questions in their letter.

Please direct any questions you may have in regard to this inquiry to Brandon Maitlen
on my staff. Replies to this correspondence should be sentto: P.O. Box 1766,
Washingten, DC 20013. Thank you for your assistance.

With best wishes,

Cordially,
TED STEVENS
rwwmmgnﬁrgﬁwlm i
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RE: Follow Up August 3
August 8,2006
George,

I am following up on the meeting that we had last Thursday, August 3,2006. 1 appreciate
the ime that you had toy spend with me. It is unfortunate that we met under such dark
circumstances. Hopefullywe will ke able o work together so that something positive

arises from this situation.

An article in the Fairbanks News-Miner stated that Senator Murkowski and Senator
Stevens had taken Rumsteld and other military officials to task on the extension of the
172, It is impetarive that we all stay on top of this sitvation so that it does not further
erode the conditions of the soldiers, families and the military has 4 whole.

Several concemns from other wives were brought up 10 us over the weekend thut we feel _
you should be aware of: i

1. Ithas been reported that some of the soldiers taat were staticned around
Mosul have been testing positive tor TB. What is being done about this? Can
you further discuss this situation and assure that all seldiers are getting tested
frequently for this disease? What arc d e plans for these soldiersthat do have
this disease?

2. There are still dozens of complaints from the seldiersthat they do not have all
of the equipment that they need to perform theirjobs. | am personally aware
of the items that haven been has purchased within the last few days: boots,
socks, ammo pouches, safcty glasses, to name a few. These are items that had
previously purchased by soldiers and shipped home prior to the extension. s
d e military going to reimburse the soldiers for the shipping and repurchasing
of the gear trat they shipped hime? If so what will be the official
reimbursement procedure?

3. The military support systern has been offeringa varety of counseling services
as well as additional child-care options. The suppor needs to be expanded.
The tamilies need support with hasie day-to-duy household functions. A lot of
the families consist of young mothers with small chikiren tnaz need truly need
a hand, not a baby sitter or someoneto alk to. What can be done to help these
families?

11-L-0559/05D/59716



4. The soldiers have yet to be reissued the items that were shipped by the army
in the cartainers (connexes), and the soldiers are already arriving in Baghdad
without their equipment. Why 1s this happeming? Shouldn't we be getting the
containers back before their arrival in Baghdad?

5. We would like to also address the fact that the soldiers, their families, and this
country, for that matter, have not been given a clear time line or ajob
description for the mission at hand. The goals of the mission need to be
clearly defined by the military officials that made the decision to extend the
172", If in fact the extension is only fora 120 days, when did the 120time
frame begin? We need the goals defined in detail. We will not accepta
bulleted explanation "to tight terrorisms in Iraq”

I would like to set up another appointinent to tollow up on our previous discussion with
either Sen. Stevens or yourself. Please contact me at your earliest convenience to set up a
time. 1will be availablein Anchorage after August 15%.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Regards,

r—
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DEPARTMENT COF THE ARMY
OFRCE OF THE CHEF OF LEQIBLATIVE LISSON

WASHINGTONDG 28330-tece
October 3, 2006 ?

The Honorable Ted Stevens
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20516-0201

Dear Senator Stevens:

This & to acknowledge receipt of your letter of Seplember 6,2008. i the
Sacretary f Defense, conceming the extension of the 172™ Stryker Brigade
Combat Team in Irag,

Inquiry o this ruatier has been initiated. You will be further advised as
soon &8 informationbscomas available. ¥ vou have any questions about this

inquiry, please contact Mr. George Harrls at [(©)(6) |and refer to the
I‘.c;:l?m pcase number:60813041.

Sincerely,
Michelle Y. &zwl
Chist, Special Actions Branch

Congressional Inquiry Divislon

X
,_é/}
&

Th
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

0CT 11 206

The Honorable T Stevens
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Stevens:

Thank you for your letter dated September 6,2006, regarding the extension
of the 172" Stryker Brigade Combat Team in Iraq.

As you know, the Commandecr of U.S. Central Command (CENTCOM)
requested the brigade's extension to provide additional combat power 1n theater.
This request was approved on July 27,2006. The extension is for up to 120days,
with the main body of the brigade now scheduled to return by mid-December
2006.

I recognize that this extension has presented challenges for the soldiers and
families of the 172™, We are committed to doing everything possible to ensure
the success of the unit and to take care of their families during this difficult period.
We are continuing to proactively assist soldiers and their families, as well as seek
relief from difficuities caused by the extension. The Army has provided increased
funding of more than $5 million to reimburse soldiers and their families for
extraordinary expenses incurred hecause of the extension.

The Morale, Welfare and Recreation Division of the U.S.Army Alaskan
Command is offering comprehensive family support through the Family Support
Center at Forts Wainwright and Richardson in addition to the services already
offered by Army Community Services. Cumrently, there are personnel available at
each installation to assist twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, to help
family members solve any concern.

Maintaining the health of our deployed military personnel remains a priority
for our operational commanders. Neither the CENTCOM Surgeon's offlcc nor the
Office of the Surgeon General of the Army is aware of reports of the 172% soldiers
testing positive for tuberculosis.

CENTCOM developed an equipping plan to ensure all 172™ soldiers have the
equipment necessary to execute their assigned mission. I can assure you that no
soldier will go in harms way without the necessary arms, ammunition, and

equipment.

Zw_.JI
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-
I and members of the Army leadership have met with family members of the
172" 10 explain the mission of the unit in Traq and how the unit’s advanced

combat platforms and systems and soldiers were needed to help in the war effort.

Thank you for your interest in the well-being of our soldiers and their
families and your continued support of our military.

Sincerely,

>yl
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August 31,2006
TO: David Chu

CC. Gordon England

FROM: Donald Rumsteld :P/{

SUBJECT: GI Benefits il

I am told that there may be as mary as 4000 Navy people that did not get to
convert their VEAP benefits for education to the Montgomery GI bill. Is this
truc? Are there others in the other services? Can we help?

Thanks,

MHR =
SF083106-12

Please Respond By 09/21/06
A

FOYo 0SD 1479

| WW\W\W i

. sn1g 10£20C€ 6:12:27 PM
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August 10, 2006
TO: David Chu

cC. Gordon England

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld "\

SUBIJECT General Officer Reapportionment

Please take 8 look a this materigl, andtell me what we ought tobe doing toget
the general afficerratio & the appropriatepoint.

Also tell me how we ought to move on minorities and women.
Thanks.

Attach. Slides 25 - 29 (undated) AL-vy odecd 7

DR

D l93
|
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DOD GENERAL / FLAG OFFICER

DISTRIBUTION
* Re-apportionmentis reqt

-~ Wide disparity across the services

— Need to relieve stress on the M

— 11-L-0559/08D/59724

Corps and Army
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GENERAL / FLAG OFFICER DISTRIBUTION
ACROSS THE SERVICES

Observations

* Air Force has a greater
allocation of General
Officers than other
services based on end
strength ratios

| « Deltas needed for parity:
Armmy: + 9

40

Army

Alr Force

Navy:
Marines:
Air Force:

+ 11
+ 36
- 56

Navy T rtett
Marines (  1:2234

B Percent of Endstrength B Percent of GFOs

Based on DoD figures effective 31 Dec 2005

+=0559/GSD/59725
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European Stars and Stripes
July 20, 2008

Alr Force Secretary Says Service To Cut 30 Generals

By Sean Kimmons, Stars and Stripes

RAF MILDENHALL, England — The Air Force plans to cut 30 generals from its rolls as
part of a new force-shaping plan, accordingto the service’s top civilian leader.

nne said that the Air Force is currently implementing a planfor a smaller, more

Durlvr:F a visit to RAF Mildenhall on Wednesday, Secretary of the Air Force Michael W.
Iel¥|al force.

“We are cuttin% the force from top to bottom, infact, leading with 30 general officers,”
Wynne said. “The officer field and the enlisted field are imbalanced, so it is a working
process to make sure that we have force balance across the spectrum.”

Wynne did not speculate on the number of personnel cuts expectedto come, but said
Hme Alfr For%e will become more agile and smarter In the next five years with the
ansformation.

“We're going to operate more efficiently,” he said.

— 11-L-0559/0SD/59726



Where should we be?

Female Flag Officers

1980 1985
30

L =

Q - ) | ' -
0 1977

E 20 -M
-

=

> Target: % of women commissioned as Ensigne 27 ysars ago.
'10 i I I I For 2007, this equstes to 10.8% or 24 femala fiag officers.
0 " T T T T L T I T

2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016

wmAckaEl  Year (As of 1January)
—+—Target

Note: Regular Navy only, does hot include reserves.
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Where should we be?

Minority Flag Offleers
40
1985 I
o Y ]
L2
= 2
=,
= 10 - Jarget: % of minorities commissioned as Ensigns 27 years ago..
For 2007, this squates to 6.4% or 14 minority flag officers.
0 “ I 1 | ' ¥ L - !

2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016
[ |
Atal  Year (As of 1 January)

-+ Target

Note: Regular Navy only, doea not include reserves.
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TO: Robert Wilkic
: S
:IRJ:.IELCT ;?LT:;?JMMUMM 9'3
O
Flease redo this memo and include the dates the nominations were sent to the
Senate bry the White House. I want to give 2 copy to John Warner.
Also -- please do an additional memo on the military folks who are pending.
Thanks. 9;\
Astach: 972006 Acting ASD-LA om0 lo SecDef re: Nomination Statms Updaw (A
B0 N JIs
PW‘RWMByIM............ . - . ?-
)
O
| il
0SD14861.06 | O
= CITTED L L .
10/4¢2006 8:16:80 AM
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, DC  20301-1300 \JX

INFO MEMO

September 20,2006
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FAR FROM g&méwwge AmgveAmmmntSwmmyf Z /£ 4/ 7

SUBJECT: DoD CiviliannNominatim Staws Updale

Feter Flory —ASD (ISP}
¢ Recess Appointment: 8/2/2005
s On Senate Executive Calendar #252
« Appointment will expireat the end of this Congress

Robert Wilkie - ASD (LA)
o Hearing complete; 7/132006 . voted ont of Committee: 8/1/2006
o On Senate. Executive Caendar#830 A

» Holds: Durbin/Obams due to Wind Farm siudy. Study at OMB as of
9/19/06

Frank Jimenez = Navy GC
s Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 vl cut of Commritiee; 8/1/2006
+ On Senate Executive Calendar #831
« Holds: Senatorhold (probably Graham)

David Laufman -DoD I3

¢ Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Rt voted out of Committee
o Holds: Expect tobe voted out Thur 9/21/06; still requires Government
Affairs refermal

Anita Blair — Afr Force Manpower & Reserve Affairs
¢ Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 NI voted out of Commutiee
¢ Holds: Levin in Committee

Nelson Ford ~Army Financial Management and Comptroller
¢ Awailing Advance Policy Questions £rem SASC —
» Expect to be voted out Thur %21/06

Ronald James — Army Manpower & Reserve Affairs
« Awaiting Advance Policy Questions from SASC

» Expect to be voted out Thur 9/21/06

Fﬂ_ B

Or20V2006 22551 PM
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
-WASHINGTON, DC 320301-130D

INFO MEMO

LE:Flgk#"rsl\JE S eptember 20,2006

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Rabert L. Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretaryf
of Defense for Legislative Affairs LVZ74/ L%

SUBJECT: DoD Civilian Nomination Status Update

Peter Flory — ASD (ISP)
= Recess Appoinunent: 8/2/2005
o Un Senate Executive Calendar #252
s Appointment will expire at the end of this Congress

Robert Wilkie — ASD (LA)
® Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Voted out of Committee: 8/1/2006
e OnSenate Executive Calendar #830
» Holds: Durbin/Obama due to Wind Farm study. Study at OMB as of
9/19/06

Frank Jimenez — Navy GC
» Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Voted out of Commiittee: 8/1/2006
o On Senate Executive Calendar #83 1
» Holds: Senatorhold (probably Graham)

David Laufman — DoD IG

o Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Not voted out of Committee
» Ilolds: Expect to be voted out Thur 9/21/06; still requires Government
Affairs referral

Anita Blair — Air Force Manpower & Reserve Affairs

® Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Not voted out of Committee
e Holds: Levin in Committee

Nelson Ford — Army Financial Management and Comptroller
» Awaiting Advance Policy Questions from SASC
» Expect to be voted out Thur 9/21/06

Ronald James — Army Manpower & Reserve Affairs
» Awaiting Advance Policy Questions from SASC
» Expectto be voted out Thur 9/2 1/06 osD 1

00

D0IZ9WE

i
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LEGISLATIVE
AFFAIRS

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC  20301-1300

INFO MEMO
October 3,2006, 11:00AM

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Robert L. Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary

|
of Defense for Legislative Affairs {M AV th‘.y

SUBJECT: DoD Nomination Status Update -~ Snowflake Response #192206-10

Military Nominations:

o There are 49 military nominations still pending in the Senate (see attached).

Civilian Nominations with Continuing Challenges:
Peter Flary — ASD (ISP}

Nomination sent to the Senate: 24 January 2005
Recess Appointment: 2 August 2005

On Senate Executive Calendar#252

Appointment will expire at the end of this Congress.

Anita Blair - Air Force Manpower & Reserve Affairs

Nomination sent to the Senate: 24 April 2006

Hearing complete: 18July 2006

Not voted out of Committee

Holds: Levin in Committee. He remains concerned about the nominee’s
answers in Committee and past affiliations with conservative policy groups,

David Laufman =DoD IG

Nomination sent to the Senate: 5 June 2006

Hearng complete: 18 fuly 2006

Not voted out of Committee

Holds: Levin still holding in Committee

Sen. Collins expressed supportin Governmment Affairs Committee,

yusdi A
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10.

11,

12,

13.

14.

Military Nominations pending in the Senate

Vice Admiral Ann E. Rondeau, USN, for reappointmentto the grade of Vice
Admiral and assignmentas Deputy Commander, U.S. Transportation Command.
Voted out of committee on September29,2006.

Lieutenant Colonel James E. O’Hare, USAR to be Colonel. Senatereceived:
January 6,2005

Colonel General Marc L. Warren, USA, to be Brigadier General. Senate received
Tuly 19,2005

Colonel Kenny C. Montoyd, ARNG to be Brigadier General Senatereceived
September 6,2005

Colonel Exvin Pearson, USA to be Brigadier General. Senate received October
17,2005

Brigadier General James L. Williams, USMCR to be Major General. Senate
received: December 13,2005

Lieutenant Colonel Graham Castillo, USAR, to be Colonel. Senatereceived
December 13,2005

Lieutenant Colonel Kurt E. Diehl, USMC to be Colonel. Senate received: Jamary
27,2006

MajorRobert W. Laatsch, USMC, to be Lieutenant Colonel. Senatereceived
January 31,2006

Colonel Tracy L. Mork, USMCR to be Brigadier General. Senatereceived
February 6,2006

Colonel Curtis D, Potts, USA, to be Brigadier General. Senate received April 24,
2006

Colonel Lyn D. Sherlock, USAF, to be Brigadier General. Senate received June
14,2006

Brigadier General James B. Mallory IT, USAR, to be Major General. Senate
received: July 12,2006

Colonel Gregory E. Couch, USAR, to be Brigadier General. Senate received July
18,2006

11-L-0559/0SD/59735



15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

21.

22,

23

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Brigadier General Carroll F. Pollett, USA, to be Brigadier General. Senaie
received July 27,2006

Lieutenant Commander James R. Carlson 11, USN, to be Commander. Senate
received: August 1,2006

Lieutenant Colonel Robert R. Davenport, USAR, to be Colonel. Senate received
September 13,2006

Colonel James T. Cook, USAR, to be Brigadier General. Senate received:
Seplemnber 18,2000

Brigadier General William C. Kirkland, USAR, to be Major General. Senate
received: September 20,2006

Vice Admiral Patrick M. Walsh, USN, to be Admiral and Vice Chief of Naval
Operations. Senate received: September 20,2000

Rear Admiral Thomas J. Kilcling, Jr., USN, to be Vice Admiral and Commander,
Naval Air Force, US Pacific Fleet. Senate received September 20,2006

Lieutenant Colonel Thomas C. Hankins, USAFR, to be Colonel. Senatereceived
September 28,2006

Major John M. Cottan, USA, to be Lieutenant Colonel. Senatereceived:
September 29,2006

CaptainLee A, Knox, USA, to be Major. Senate received: September 29,2006

[n the Air Force there are |5 appointments to the grade of Colonel and below (list
begins with Jeffery C. Carstens). Senate received: September29,2006

In the Army there are 6 appointments to the grade of Colonel and below (list
begins with Robert E. Suter). Senate received: September 29, 2006

In the Army there are 2 appointmentsto the grade of Major (listbegins with
Laureen A. Otto). Senate received September 29,2006

In the Army there are 2 appointments to the grade of Major (listbegins with
Steven F. Williams). Senatereceived: September 29,2006

11-L-0559f0SD/59736
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TO: Robert Wilkie

FROM Donald anxfeﬂ?.o

SUBJECT Addition w0 Nomination Status Update Memo

Please rado this memo and include the dages the nominations were seat in the
Senate by the White House. I want to give a copy to John Wamer.

Also -~ please do an additional memo Cn the mulitary foik3 who A0® peanding.
Thanks,
Atach: 520005 Acing ASD-LA memo to SecDef rv; Nomination Statns Update

ENDENENENENNENENEEFEENNENENSEFEEFEEENENENFEEFRENNIENINENEGREEDR NPT R 'Y

Please Respond By 10004/06

11-L-0559/0SD/59737




o2z 4
THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY CF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON. DC  20301-1300 \) ){

INFOMEMO
September 20,2006

FOR: SECRETARY CF DEFENSE

OM. Rebert L. Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary 4
PO of Defense forLeegsclst‘}wgrc Affeirs /4)172 ‘{/LJ&‘

SUBJECT DoD CivilianNomination Status Update

Peter Flory = ASD (ISP)
a Recess Appoinement: 8/2/2005

o On Senate Executive Calendar #252
o Appointment will expireat the end of this Congress

Robert Wilkie —ASD (LA)
o Hearing complete: 7/18/2006 Voled out of Committee: 8/1/2006
o On Serate Executive Calendar#830
o Holds: Durbin/Obama due to Wind Farm study. Smdy at OMB as of
9/19/06

Frank Jimenez ~ Navy GC
o Heuring complete; 7/18/2006 Voled out of Commitiee: 8/1/2006
» OnScoate Executive Calendur#831
¢ Holds: Senator hold (probably Graham)

David Laufran - DoD 1G

e Hearing complete: 7/182006 Nol voted cut of Committee
o Holds: Expect tobe voted out Thur9/21/06; still requires Government
Affairs referral

Anita Blair- 2ir Force Manpower & Reserve Affairs

» Herirg complete: 7/18/2006 Nt voled out of Commitiee
s Holds: Levin in Committee

NelsonFord —Army Firarcial Managanent and Comptroller
» Awaiting Advance Policy Questiors from SASC
» BExert tobe voted out Thur 972 1/06

Ronald James — Army Manpower & Reserve Affairs
+ Awaiiting Advance Policy Questions from SASC
o Expect tobe voted out Thar 9/2 1706 F

mmmiﬁulnu

WAI00G 2:25:31 PM
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TO: Dorrence Smith g
FROM:  Daonald Rmsfemtq_k (&
| SUBJECT: Comection \é
What was this correction about? It deesn’tsound like the correctionwas very
thoughtful a thorough. You cannot even tcll what happened. [ :/iink we ought to
crack a littlc harder i something is wrong.
Thanks.
Attach. "Corrections," WashingtonPost, September9, 2006
wﬁ-ld
llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll POOPRP PR RS S AR IDEP RO RN UREFREOREERRID)
Please Respond By Septeinber 21,2006
N~
ro
LN
AN
®
| o OSD ﬁgrz-oe o
Fote TR RAMERAD)
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
PUBLIC AFFAIRS

Sir,

Bryan fought very hard to get the Post to publish any g
correction. The Post was unwilliugly at first and their final S
correction was done grudgingly. N

T 8
. O85D 1487206

LT T

/202006 2:56:49 PM
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Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

From: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Sent: Thursdav, September 07.2006 6.15 AM
To: - YashWhite'

Subject: ajoramar in fact

Josh,

This sentence in you story is simply wrong and | am going to have to insist on a comrection. Use on
dogs and sexually provocative behavior approved by Secretary Rumsield for interrogations. Come

Gn. -y

Gone are techniques that at one point Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld approved for use at

Guantanamo Bay and later appeared in Irag. such as putting detainees instress positions:
manipulatingtheir sleep patterns, diet and environment; and using dogs and sexually provocative
behavior. Also prohibited is waterboarding, which involves putting detainees on boards and

simulating drowning.

11-L-0559/03D/59745




Major error in fact Page 1 af1

Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

From: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Sent:  Thursday, September 07,2006 6 54 AM
To: - ~osh White'

Subject: RE Major error infact

That's bullshit Josh - show me where he approved anything like that inwriting. Thatisan
interpretation. You have the memo. You should say "pride and ego down' then and not "sexually
provocative behavior." Same with dogs. | tis dishonest and simply wrong. Who do I have to

take this up with?

Fmm: .Inch White [mailba: whiteje@washpnst.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 07, 2006 5:52 AM

To: Whitman, BryanSES OSD PA

Subject; Re: Major error in fact

Hi Bryan,

I'm going t> have to respectfully disagree here, We have discussed this before, as this
flows from Schmidt-Furlcw and the technigques in late 2002 and early 2003, approved fcr
Guanzanamo, ia which expleiting Arab fear of dogs and the use of pride and ego down and
futiliy approached were ckaved and then lacer administered. As always, I am happy tc
discuss this, but I do not believe this is aew ground.

Best,

Josh

Josh White

The Washington Post
(202) 334-s181
white1s@washpost. com

“““ Original Message —-7-

Fiom: "Whitman, Bryan 3ES OSD PA" [Bryan.Wnltman@Gosd. mil]
Sent: 09/07/2006 06319 AM

To: Joszh White

Subject: Major error 1n fact

Josh,

This sentence in you story is simply wrong and | am going to have to insist on a correction. Use on
dogs and sexually provocative behavior approved by Secretary Rumsfeldfor interrogations. Come

Gone are technigues that at one point Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld approvedfor use at
Guantanamo Bay and later appeared in Irag, such as putting detainees in stress positions;
manipulatingtheir sleep patterns, diet and environment; and using dogs and sexually provocative
behavior. Also prohibited is waterboarding, which involves putting detainees on boards and
simulating drowning. 11-L-0559/0SD/59746



' Maj’orenm'in fact Page 1 of 2

Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

From: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA
Sent:  Thursday, September 07,2006 7:27 AM

'TD:-"' L - Jupe — - ——— —n - [ = m e—n mmmma— o omet = mi m oeee w = ema

~Josh White’
Subject: RE: Major enror in fact

I will want to talk to somebody that can authorize the correctionfor tomorrow. Idon't want to
drag this out. Clearly you and I won't agree and ifyour editor is inthat same positionthere is
no needfor meto waste his or my time. So let’s just take up the chain to somebody that will
approachthis from a fresh perspective.

From: Jach White [mailtn:whiteje@washpost enm]
Sent : Thursday, September 07,2006 7:16 AM
To: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Subject: Re: Majorerror in fact

Bryan,

let's please try tc keep this on a professicnal level, as I have never treatea you
otherwise., While I am happy —o have a civil conversation about this, IT will put you in
~euch with my editor, if vcou would prefer, when he gets into the office.

Josh

Josh White

The Washingtcon Post
f202) 334-61391
whitejsB@washpost.com

..... Criginal Message =====

From: "Whitman, Bryan SES 08D PA" (Bryan,¥WhikmanBosd,mil]
Sent: 09/07/2005606:53 o

To: Josh White

subject: EI: Majer £rror 1n ract

That's bullshit Josh == show me where he approved anything like that inwriting. That isan
interpretation. You have the memo. You should say "pride and ego down” then and not "sexually
provocative behavior.” Same with dogs. 1t isdishonest and simply wrong. Who do I haveto
take this up with?

From: Josh White [mailta:whitejs@washpost.com]
Sent : Thursday, September 07,2006 6:52 AM

To: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Subject: Re: Major error in fact

Ei Bryan,

I'm going =o have to respectfully disagres here. We have discussed this befcre, as this

flows frem Schmicds-Yurlow and fhe i%ﬁlflﬁgsgfdgﬁfg%%if early 2003, approved [or



Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

From: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Sent: Thursday, September 07, 2006 §:00 PM

To: ﬁ sh White' e e S
: Possible language

" Bubject:

Close -- how about: Secretary Rumsfeld never approved, authorized or condoned sexually |
provocative behavior as an interrogation technique as reported inan article Thursday; however, '
it was a technique that was used at Cuantanamo within an approved interrogation approach

contained inthe old Army Field manual on interrogations.

----- QOriginal Message-----

From: Josh White [mallio:whitels@washpost.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 07,2006 3:48 AM
To: Whitman, BryanSES OSD PA

Subject: Possible language

Hey Bryan,

It's not a done deal, but as | ' m thinking about it and discussing it with my editors, vas
wondering what you'd think about this language:

"Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld did not specifically approve the use of sexually
provocative behavior as a US. military interrogationtechnique, as reportedin an article
Thursday, but he authorized a broad set of guidelines that some interrogators usedto justify

sexually provocative tactics.”

Again, as we discussed, this inpart specifically references the April 16,

2003 memo, signed by Secretary Rumsfeld, that authorizes the "Pride and Ego Down” and
"Futility” approaches {letters Band J ina list that goes from A to X). Those approaches were
used by interrogators to apply the various sexual-themedtactics that were deemed
"authorized" during the Schmidt-Furlow investigationand are now prohibited by language inthe
new Army Field Manual.

Please let me know what you think. B#@'re going to do something here, I want to make sure
everyone is happy with it.

11-L-0550/0SD/59748



Thanks,

Josh

Josh White
The Washington Post
(202) 334-6191
white|s@washpost.com

1 1-L-05§9/OSP! 59749
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Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

From: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Sent: Thursday, September 07,20066:23 PM
To: Josh While' .

Subject “RE: Possible [anguage

Closer ~- I canwalk towards this .... how about this as a counter:

Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld never approved sexually provocative behavior as an
interrggation technique as reported in an article Thursday, but U.S. military interrogators used
the technique at a prison in Guantanamao Bay as part of the "pride and ego down" approach,
which was contained in the old Army field manual on interrogations.

----- Original Message-----

From: Josh White [mailto:whitejsOwashpost.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 07,2006 6:15 PM
To: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Subject; RE: Possible language

And this, which incorporates your thoughts?:

Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld never approved sexually provocative behavioras an
interrogation technique as reparted inan article Thursday, but U.S. military interrogators used
the lechnique at a prison in Guaritandamo Bdy as parl vl the "pride and eygo down”

approach, which Rumsfeld approved in April 2003 and is contained inthe old Army field manual

on interrogations.

-----

Josh White

The Washington Post
(202) 334-6191
whitejs@washpost.com

11-L-0559/0SD/59750



"Whitman, Bryan

SES OSD PA”" To: "Josh-White" «whitejs@washpost.com> - . .
<Bryan Whitman®os cc:
d.mil> Subject: RE: Possible language

09/07/2006 04:59
A

Close -- how about: Secretory Rumsfeld never approved, authorized or condoned sexually
provocative behavior as an interrogation technique os reported inon article Thursday; however,
it was a technique that was usedat Guantonamo within an approved interrogation approach
containedin the old Army Field manual on interrogations.

From: Josh White [mailtc:whitejs@washpost.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 07,2006 3:48 PM
To: Whitman, Bryan SES OSD PA

Subject: Possible language

Hey Bryan,

It's nota done deal, but os | m thinking about it and discussing it with my editors, T was
wondering what you'd think about this language:

"Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld did not specifically approve the use of sexually
provocative behavior os a U.S. military interrogation technique, os reported inon article
Thursday, but he authorized a broad set of guidelines that some interrogators used to justify

sexually provocative tactics."

Again, os we discussed, this in part specifically references the April 16,

2003 memo, signed by Secretory Rumsfeld, that authorizes the "Pride and Ego Down™ and
"Futility" approaches {letters I and Jina listthat goes from A to X). Those approaches were
used by interrogators to apply the various sexual-themed tactics that were deemed

11-L-05568/0SD/59751



"authorized" during the Schmidt-Furlow investigationand are now prohibited by languagein the
new Army Field-Manual. e .

Please let me know what you think. If we're going to do something here, I want to make sure
‘everyone is$ happy with Tt~ T T R B

Thanks,

Josh

-------------------------------------

Josh White
The Washington Post

(202)334-6191
whitejs@®washpost.com

11-L-0559/0SD/59752



September 18, 2006
TO: Robert Rangel
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Letters to Boehner and Santorum

It appears that I have not yet sent ketters to Senator Rick Santorum or House
Majority Leader John Boehner thanking them for their weads of support Please

have someone prepare them quickly.

A9 S oL

Thanks.

Attach. 9/5/06 Rangel memo: copies of letters to Hunter, Bunning, Chambiliss,
Cochran, Cornyn, DeMint, Frist, Gregg, Inhofe, Kyl, McConnell, Sessions,
Stevens, Warer

DHE.dh
SEO91806-07

Please Respond By September 20, 2006
| 920
St ~
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t THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

The Honorable John Boehner

Majority Leader

United States House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Boehner,
[ saw your statement that came out in the New York
Timesrtecently. and [ want to express my gratitude for your

support. Please know how much I appreciate it.

With my thanks,

4906-06

T

{2006 1 47
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1 THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

SEF 21 2006

The Honorable Rick Santorum
United States Senate
Washington, DC 205 10

Dear Rick, -
[ want to express my gratitnde for your recent statements

on Meet the Press. Your support means a great deal. Please
know how much [ appreciate it.

With my thanks

o 0SD14908.06
[T G0 ARG

§121/2008 11:16:43 AW
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M' reseo

TO: Robert Rangel

September 18,2006

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Letters to Bochner and Santorom

It appears that I have not yet sent letters to Senator Rick Santorum or House
Majority Leader John Boehner thanking them for their words of support. Please

have someone prepare them quickly,
Tharks.,

Attach. 9/5/06 Rangel memo; copies of letters to Hunter, Bunning, Chambliss,
Cochran, Cornyn, DeMint, Frist, Gregg, Inhofe, Kyl, McConnell, Sessions,
Stevens, Wamner

Please Respond By .S’eptember 20, 2006
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September 18,2006

as QrCO

TO: Dormrance Smith

CcC. VADM Jmm Stavridis

FROM Donald Rumsfeid :2?1

SUBJECT: Record of Accomplishments

Getting our 6-vear record of accomplishments prepared fast is important, We are
not going to be able to do it after itis needed We have to do it now, before it is

needed. Please show me a firstcut on it no later than this Friday, September 22.

You might want to get im Stavridisto help out en it. It seemsto me he could be

critical in getting it going fast,
Thanks.

DHR.db
SF091 8069

Please Respond By 09/22/06

wokui i

11-L-0559/0SD/59757 D 12006527 2P



September 18,2006

TO: Dorrance Smith

os 070

CC: VADM Jim Stavridis

FROM; Domald Rumsfeld ?l
SUBJECT: Record of Accomplishments

Getting aur 6-year record of accomplishiments prepared fast is important. We are
not going to be able to do it after it is necded. We have to do it now, before it is
needed. Please show me a first cut on it no later than this Friday, September 22.

You might want to get Jim Stavridis to help o an it. It seems tome he could be
critical i getting it going fast

DO o

Thanks,

DHR dh
SF09 | 80409

FEFSEEEA N EYEA IR NN AN SU NS PR FOR U AP NN R FPNVIAYESE NN SR N RN SR AN RN RANEN:

Please Respond By 09/22/06
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DRAFT 1.2

A MPLISHMEN F YEAR

I. WARONTERROR
¢ Overall: A multinational coalition has liberated 50 million people in Afghanistan and
Iraq, with formation of representative governments and security forces.

o Liberated 31 million Afghans from Taliban control and destroyed Al-Qaeda sanctuary =
conquering elements that successfully tought off ibe Soviet Union for over nine years ~
and stood up a Loya Jurga governing council eight months after operations began

o Liberated 26.7 million [raqis trom a bakal dictatorship and wrned over sovereignty of the
country to an Iraqi governmentin 16 months:

¢ Recruited, Organized, Trained, and Equipped Iragi and Afghan Sceurity Forees;

o 129,000 Iragt Mirustry ot Detense
o 165,100 Iragi Ministry of Interior
0 33.000 NeEiaral Army

o 37.0(X) Afghan National Palice

¢ Conducted safe and secure elections in Afghanistan and Irag

a Electionsin Iraq
8 Janmary 30,2003 election/ roughly 55% of voters turnout

» October 15,2005 constitutional ratification/ 63 % of voters tumosk
w  December 15,2005 election/ 7B ¥o ol voters turnout
s March 16,2006 = Permanent Iraqi Government seated
o Elections in Alghanistan
= October 9,20035 election/ roughly 800 of voters turnout
® December 7,2005 —AfghanPresident inauguraied

o Much of the extremists’ senior leadershipare dead or captured: while others are on the
run

o Khalid Sheik Mohamimad, Al-Qacda’s Director ol Operations, capturcd March 1,
2003

o Saddam Hussein’s sons, killed July 22.2003

o Saddam Hussein, capturcd December 13,2003

0 Ali Hassan Mahmud al-Tikriti AKA Chemical Ali, captured August 21,2003

o Al Qaedain Irag leader, Al Zarqawi, killed June 7, 2006

o 45 of 55 of Saddam’s top regime (deck of cards) killed or captured

s Conducted hundreds of intelligence and tactical operations throughout the world with
partner nations against terrorist organizationsdirectly or loosely affiliated with Al

Qucda.
e NATO has expanded its reach in Afghanistan - the first time the Alliance has acted
outside of its traditional boundarics,

11-L-0559/05D/59759



DRAFT 12

o Suspectedterrorists held at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba have revealed information that bas
helped thwart attacks against our troops, the American people and our allies,

II. SHAPING THE JOINT FORCE FOR ASYMETRIC WARFARE
s Army

o Most significant reorganization 1n a generation = from a division-based structure to 70
modular brigade combatteams

o $21 billion invested in the National Guard (or equipment and modernization so that
for the first time, the Guard will be fully manned, quipped and funded

o Shift of thousands of troops from Institutional Army “tail” to Operational Army
“tooth”

o Development of Future Combat System

o Ended Cold War legacy program — Crusader artillery and Comanche helicopter

s Nawy

0o New Fleet Response Plan doubles the number of Carrier Strike Groups that can be
deployed at short notice

o “Sea swaps” of crews allow longer deployment of ships

o Startedthe developmentof the new Littoral Combat Ship designed (o satisty the
urgent requircment for shallow draft vesscls to operate in coastal waters

o Conversion of Trident ballistic missile submarinesto vessels that can carry Special
Forces and launch UAVs

e  Marines
o Created expeditionary strike groups with ULS, Marine Corps with many capabilities
optimized for GWOT operations
0 Created Marine Corps Special Operations Command

o Air Force

0 Created Air Expeditionary Groups for better efficiency/flexibility

o Increased Unmanned Acrial Vehicles from 130 to over 3,000

o Morc than 100 satellites and nearly 100 aireraft arc controlled and flown daily by
26,000 Airmen to provide valuable intelligence, warning, and precision navigation (o
forces around the globe

o Provide the joint / coalitionforce with global networking and space based
communications, navigation, weather and surveillance information

o irregular Warfare

107% budget increase in Special Forces

New technologies and tactics to counter threat from IEDs

Foreign language skills and area expertise increased throughout the force
[ncreased focus on stability operations

New counterinsurgency manual and doctrine issued

29 90 0 C
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o Missile Defense — Limited operating capability implemented

Y

Q
Q
0

Placed mine ground-based interceptorsin Alaska and 2 in Californiato address long-
range threats

All 13ballisticmissile defense flight tests were successtul in the past year

Since 2001, 21 hit-to-kill intercept tests have destroyed their targets

On Scptember 1, the Jast test of the ground-based intereeptors excecded its objectives
by destroying amock ballistic missile in space

o Nuclear Triad — New structure of offensive weapons, defensive weapons bound togethier
by an enhanced command and contrel, and intelligence systems

o Humanitarian Operations & Disaster Relief

0

Q0

8]

Q

Hurricane Katrina/Rita

®  More than 2 million pounds of food, 34,000 MREs and almast 180,000 battles of
watcr were distributed

= Military forces peaked at nearly 72,000 = 50,000 National Guardsmenand 22,000
active duty personnel — a total deployment for Katrina more than twice the size of
the military response to Hurricane Andrew.

® DoeD military personnel evacuated more then 80,000 Gulf Coastresidents and

rescued another 15,000.

= Military forces provided significant medical assistance, including 10,000 medical
evacuations by ground and air and the delivery of medieal treatment to more than
5,000 sick and injurcd persons.

Asian Tsunami

» More than 24 million pounds of supplies delivered since the disaster

= USNS Mercy cared {or more than 60,000 paticnts and performed more than 1,000
surgeries

Pakistan Earthquake = Delivered more than 7,000 tons of medical supplies, food,

shelter material, blankets and rescue equipment. Delivered more than 4.5 million

kilograins of relict supplicsto the disaster arca and transporting more than 15,000

people, including over 4,300 people needing medical atlention.

Evacuated nearly 15,000 American citizens from Lebanon

L MANAGEMENT & ORGANIZATION
¢ Transformed Unified Command Plan

(8]
Qo
Q

O
O

Nerthern Comimand for homeland defense and domestic emergencies

Joint Forces Command to tocus on Transformation

Strategic Command replaces Space Command = missions include ballistic missile
defense and WMD

Finalizing plan for new combatant command for Africa

Developing mechanisms for Combatant Commanders to have dual-responsibilitiesitt
key countries, 2.8, Mexico

o Reorganized Department Leadership

O

Created an Undersceretary for Intelligence

11-L-0559/05SD/59761
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o Created an Assistant Secretary for Homeland Defense
o Created an Assistant Secretary for Network Information Integration/Chief
Information Officer

* Budget — Consolidated the progranvbudget process into a 2-year cycle

» National Security Personnel System (NSPS) — About 10,000 civilian employeesin a
system Lhat allows for greater {lexibility in hiring, promotion, and assignment

o Military to Civilian Conversion— About 20,000 positions previously held by uniformed
military personnel are now performed by civilians, ficeing up troops for military tasks
and assignments

® Business Processes — Created the Business Transformation Agency to improve DoD’s
busincss processcs, systemsand investment governance

® Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) - Implemented largest BRAC round in history

¢ Transportation — Estahlished TRANSCOM as owner of the distribution pro¢ess from
factory to foxhole, as opposed to from port to port

e Defense LogisticsAgency cstablished as sole entity for supply chain
s Senior Level Review Group estahlishedto improve civilian = military interaction

e Headquarters Staff decreaged by 10 percent to reduce unnecessary overhead and
duplication

IV. ALLIANCES AND PARTNERSHIPS

e Global Posture
o Cold War arrangements overseas being updated to reflect new threats and

circumstances
0 Thousands of Lroops and families being moved {rom Germany, Japan and Soulh

Korea
e NATO

o Stood up new NATO Response Force

o Created Allied Transformation Command

o Headquarters and overhead reduced

Deployment of [SAF to Afghanistan and training mission to Iraq

<

Proliferation Security Initiative — Implemented a 60-nation partnership 1o interdict dangerous
weapons and materials

11-L-0559/0SD/59762
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o New Security Partnerships developed in the Pacific, Central and South Asia, Eastern
Europe and the Balkans, and South America
o GeorgianTrain and Equip Program
o Restructure Defense Attaché program to align with new Security Cooperation

Guidance
o Global Peacekeeping Operations Initiative
V. PEOPLE

o Medical
o Military Amputee Training Center
o Stak-ol-the-artmedical care for combat operations in Irag and Afghanistan
o Smallpox Vaccination Program

e Quality of Life — Longer tours at home bases to provide less disruption to family life

e Housing - Privatized several housing programs and built thousands of military housing
units

e Active Component/Reserve Component - “‘rebalanced” thousands of personnel spaces
both within and between the components to reduce stress on the forces

o Targeted Pay Raises to attract most talented skills and people 1n high demand

11-L-0559/0SD/59763



ACTION MEMO
DepSec Action

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM Eric §. Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy %SEP 2 2 2008
SUBIECT Iceland Closeout

s You asked for two closeout actions on [celand.

pupiz? L

e Woe apgree that Tom Hall hae done a greatjob in leading the negotiationg on very
ditficultissues related to closing the base and transterring the property back to Iceland.

- We are completing the interagency procedures to obtain final authority to

conclude the agreements Hall has negotiated. That is expected in the next few
days.

— The base will close on 30 September.

= Once these two events are concluded we will prepare a note for you to send to Hall
thanking him for taking on this extra duty.

e You also asked for a closeout letter to the Icelanders. We have prepared the letter at
Tab A for you to send to Icelandic Prime Minister Haarde.

o Itis expected that Haarde will visit Washington in mid-October for a formal
ceremony connected to the agreements. We would suggest that you meet with him

during his visit to ensure him of our continued commitment to Iceland's defense and
thank them for their hospitality tor U.S. forces.

1 AT

RECOMMENDATION Sign the [etter at Tab A,

COORDINATION TAB B

Prepared by: Jim Qursch, ISE/EFN)(b){6)

Fod=séf

N

~-0e7TRD6 -1
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(ot BP0 200
TO Eric Edeiman 091806 ~16
cc Steve Bucci
Cathy Mainardi

FROM Dmldkmmfcld',ﬁ-
SUBJECT: Icaland Closout

I doneed to see you on the attached “draft options brief® concerning Iceland. It
looks to me more like 3 memo, notan “options brief.” At anyrate, [ haveread it
ad am ready for /i mesting.

W have to make sure we do /e following things:

1. Thank Tom Hall.
2. Prepare for me a closeout letter to the right people i lceland.

Thanks.

Attach, 9/14/06 Renuart note attached to 9/14/06 Hall memo

0SD 1503 37-0

oo Wi
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SBCDEF:

- We bave comploted myy final round of discustions with the Governrent of
Icefand (GOI). Thave forwandad, along wih the Chief Negotistor from Icelaxd
{Ambagsador Albert Jemsson), the Technical Agreement fior the clasnre of !a__
Biation Keflavik and the updating of all the annexes and proviglons of the 19,
Bi-lateral trosty.

- Ambassador Carol VonVoorst (US. Ambessador so Iceland) also signed a “Toint
Understanding™ with Ambassador J EE%EJ— ahead”™ for

Arinre

relations betusen onw oo nations.

-  Wo bave signed good agrecments, we have preserved tho tresty snd relationship
betwem our nations end wo bave peved tie wey shad for the futuro of Iceland in
NATO and ovy bilsteeat relationship. The Prime Minister ovtiined bis concems
and desirea for » “positive outoome” of this process. ' We have achieved this and I
E&I%%ER&&IEESE&BBEE?

- Eigtﬁf&uﬂ recap, bot from oy viewpoint, theso are the
major elements of our process and sgrecments:

- The 195! Bilateral Tresty has been maintained and updated to reflact the

sccomplished without incident and in 8%8%81#&?&
The Commanding Officer, Captain Mark Laughton, has dons u seperb job
EEEEIEEEE%
astist bim in the dvwdown, We have worked with the GOI in sssisting
with the reemployment of the 1,000 Jeelandio employees shoard the bage

snd gurpeisingly this, which was forecest to be & major problem, has not
msdoriatizod ag sach.

for use by U8. and NATO forces in the fitere for exerciscs and
contingency operationt.

- inrnﬁ g’ogﬂg Engbﬁﬂ.

11-L-0559/05D/59766

- loeland has agreed 0 maintain and operste the NATO facilitics ncocssary .



- Wohave seified the environmenta] issues and negotiated sway the
Icelandic requesty for remeodiation that did not meet our standards.

- EUCOM is putting together an exarcise program which will meet the
you indicated. Iceland considercd fhis a major issue and is very
appeeciste of the aspect of Lintited and appropriate exercises in the future.
Rt is their expressed view that exercises will demonstrate to thele people
thas the United States “has departed Iceland, tnt has not deserted us™.

= The issue of operation of the Icelandic Air Defense Radam has been
settled for the immedinte fature and the ultimste disposition of these
radare, which are NATO equipmant, will bs the subject of
Icslandic/NATO discussions.

- The U, S. Commmmications facility in Grindivik will be maintsined for
strategic commmunications, & wili he operated under contract with
Toalandic/U. 8. civillans,

The drawdown of Naval Station Kefiavik continues on schedule and the last group of
parsoneel headed by the Commanding Officer will depart the evening of 30 September,
2006. It haa been an honor for me to serve in this eapacity. We have some work left to
do, and I atand ready to serve and participate until the job is done.

Very respectfully,
Tom Hall

11,1 .0550/0SN/5A767
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SECRETARYOFDEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-100C

SEP 22 2X6

The Honorable Geir H. Haarde
Prime Minister
Stjornarradshusid

150 Reykjavik

Iceland

Dear Mr. Prime Minister:

With the closure of Naval Air Station Ketlavik on September 30, I want to thank
you and the Icelandic people for the cooperation and hospitality you have shown the
American Arned Forces during the last 66 years. The presence of U.S. forces in Iceland
during World War IT and the Cold War was vital for the defense of the free world.

Today we are in a ditferent era, and the Department of Defense 1s working to
transform its posture to meet today’s challenges. We remain committed to Iceland’s
defense, and we appreciate your Government’sclose coordination in the recent

negotiations on matters related to the closing of the base. Assistant Secretary Tom Hall
tells me we have reached a good outcome.

[ would welcome the opportunity to meet with you during your planned visit to
Washington in mid-Octobet.

Sincerely,

A D 15037-06

oo eores  NMMANMBTINARH
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POLICY COORDINATION SHEET
Subject: Iceland Closeout
Control Number: SF091806-16

Title/Organization Name Date

Coordination:

Uspp———— e Ay e

DASD Eur/NATO 2{ Eyﬁ“'
'—f“a'l!

Director Gurope North 2l fep O
rector Curope No %HL 7

State V. Middleton/Amb, Van Vorst 21 Sep 06

Attachments:

TAB A: Note for Signature
TAB B: Coordination
TABC: Incoming

FOvo
11-L-05569/0SD/59771



% 14/06
SECDEF;

We have comploted my fine] ronnd of discogsions with the Govemment of
Iceland (GOYD). ] have forwarded, alang with the Chief Negotiator from Iceland
(Ambagsador Albert Jonason), the Technical Agreement for the closure of Nawal
Station Kaflavik and the updeting of all the sancxea sod provisionp of the 1951
Bi-latera) tremty,

Ambassador Caro! VenVoorst (U.S. Ambassador 40 Ioeland) also signed & “Joint
Understanding” with Ambasssdnr Jobrsson that outlines the “way ahead™ for
fainge relationn betsvera onr teo nations.

Wo have signed good agreements, we have prescrved the treaty mod relationsbip
between cur nations md we have paved the way sbead for the fiiure of Iecland in
NATO and our bilaters) relationahip. The Prime Ministor outiined bis ooncems
and desires for s “posttive outcoms™ of this process. We have achieved this and 1
believe he will exprees that if and when be ix able to meet with you in the fetore.

1 xm sure Policy will be sending you a recap, trut from nry viewpoint, theas are the
mnjor clements of ot prooess and agreements:

- The 1951 Bilatera] Treaty has boen mainisined and updated %0 refloct the
roality of the fatore relstions between our two aations.

~  The deawdown acd withdrawal of U.S, forces from Keflavik is being
acoomplished without incidant sod in complete coordination with the GOL
The Commending Officer, Captain Mark Laughton, has done s superb job
under difficult conditions. Jignificantly, he has used over B0 reservists to
asuist bim in the drewdown, We bave worked with e GOY in amuisting
with the reemployment of the | 000 Jeslandic erployees aboard the base
and surpeisingly this, which was forecast to be s major problem, has not
materializad as mscli,

~ Iceland bas agreod to ammintsin snd operate the NATO fucilities necessary
for use by U.S. and NATO forces in the future for exexrcises and
contingency operations.

« 'We have ensured ths continuity of operations at the International Airport
at Keflavik through lesaing of equipment snd ternover of facilities
neceagary for nirport operations. The afrpart is their gateway to the wodd
and ity continued operation was and is critical to Ieeland and U.S/NATO
fisture uge of ths facilities.

11-L-0659/0SD/59772
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- We bave seitled the environmental issnes and negotisied away the
Icelandic requests for remediation that did oot mest our standseds.

~ EUCOM is puting togpther an exercise program which will meet the
starxizrds you indicated, Iceland considered this a major isans and is very
sppreciate of the aspect of imited and sppropriste exercises in the fitture.
1 is their expretsed view thet exarcises will demonstrate to their people
thet the United States “has departed Iceland, but bas not deserind w™.

- The issue of operation of the Icelindic Air Defonse Radars hes been
settled for the immediste foturs and the ultimate disposition of fhese
rodare, which are MATO oguipment, will be the subjeot of
Lelandic/NATO discussions.

- TheU, S. Communications facility in Grindivik will be maintained for
sinfegic comamnications, Tt will ba operated under contracy with
Icelaadic/U.S. civilisns.

The drawdown of Naval Station Keflavik continnes on schedule and the last group of
personne] headed by the Commanding Officer will depart the evening of 30 September,
2006. It hes baer an honor for me to serve in thix capacity,. We have some work Jeft to
do, and I stand yeady to serve and participate until the job is done.

Very respectfully,
Tom Hall

111 0880/QACND/RA773




SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

SEP 22 2006

The Honorable Geir H. Haarde
Prime Minister
Stjornarradshusid
150Reykjavik

Iceland

NaVESIr 43 ¢

Dear Mr. Prime Ministet:

With the closute of Naval Air Station Keflavik on September 30, 1 want to thank
you and the Icelandic peaple for the cooperation and hospitality you have shown the
American Armed Forces during the last 66 years. The presence of U.S. forcesin leeland
during World War IT and the Cold War was vital for the defense of the free world.

Today we are in a different era, and the Departmeni of Defense 1s working to
transforim its posture to meet today’s challenpes. We remain committed to Iceland’s
detense, and we appreciate your Government’s close coordination mn the recent
negotiations on matters related to the closing of the base. Assistant Secretary Tom Hall
tells me we have reached a good outcome,

nod 2T CE

I would welcome the opportunity to meet with you during your planned visit to
Washington in mid-October.

Sincerely.

200

a.m 1okl

g 0SD 1
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August 31,2006
TO: David Chu
CcC. Gordon England
Gen Pete Pace
ADM Ed Giadestian

FROM. Donald Rurnsfeld ?1

SUBJECT: Clergy Visits [0 Lrag

I'had a good visit with the family members of the 172ad SBCT at Fort Wainwright
last Saturday. One of the questions that came up was whether or not a small group
of local clergy mightbe able to visit their troops in Irag. It seems to me we have
had dergy groups do similar things :n the past. Could you get me an answer on

this?
Thanks.
DHR
SPUS3106-11
ENEEN AN N NS N SN B R A PSS PN NN NS N RS AFEN NN ERRREpEn AN DARE RN RO N]
Please Respond By /1*97‘!76
r .r/,-‘/:’ 4 -

A

Foto
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D.C 203014000

——— INFO MEMO
September 22,2006, 10:00AM

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: David S.C. Chu, US AL L Ll A "79' a4

SUBJECT: Clergy Visits to frag -~ SNOWFLAKE (attached)

»  With few exceptions, CENTCOM limits clergy in theater to those assigned with units.
o Securitvis one issue.
» And CENTCOM is properly reluctant to favor one group over another.

o  We ure exploring with the Joint Staff and CENTCOM inviting DoD “Endorsing
Agents” that provide chaptains {e.g., the Catholic military archdiocese).

o They could ask local clergy tojoin them.

Atllachment: As slated

Prepured By: Ch, Jonathan Frusti, CAPT. CHC, USN

11_L_055?,03D,5g776 L i
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC  20301-1300

UNCLASSIFIED

LEGISLATIVE

AFFAIRS ACTION MEMO
September 27,2006 4:30 PM

p N
@
L
FOR: DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE o

/ d FROM; Robert ki i S z -
X ; L. Wilkie, Acting Assistant Secretary of Defense .
5 5| ’ | M// pible

For Legislative Affairs |

SUBJECT: Response to L#ter from Rep. Boren Requestiag Letter of Stpport

s Representative Dan Boren wrote to the Secretary of Defense requesting a letter of
support for the Code Talker Recognition Act (H.R. 4597). (Tab [)

BACKGROUND:

e The attached proposed response (Tab 2) affirms the Department's support for this
legislation which was introduced by Rep. Kay Granger (Tab 3)

e The Senate has passed a version of the legislation authorizing the President to
award Comgressional Gold Medals 1o any Native American Code Talkers,
identified by the Secretary of Defense, who served their country in World War L.
The House requires 290 co-sponsors before either H.R. 4597, or the Senate
version, can be considered. Currently there are 128 House co-sponsors.

e The original 29 Navaja Code Talkers were awarded Congressional Gold Medals in
2001. (Tab 4)

90 da¢c 1y,

RECOMMENDATION: 8ign the-attached response to ReprBoren.

COORDINATION: None.

DEPSEC ACTI N \
29 Lo N
Approve: &F )
Disapprove:
L
Other:
|
Attachments: As stated. S o 0SD 1504606 IM |
o Lo o zess {[RIR0MINIMNL]
CPE | | il
ES}T;&ESOEG 7 FTFOR LS 912872006 B 46 10 AM
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Conirrvmns o AUBEEY BERVICRE

~— N BOREN
S Dogrvwoy, Oatastres SHCIRRITTEE &n TeC'RCAL AP A0 LD FORDE
SOCIMITTEE Gy PHOASTION TR
e e ai 2 o
e smcn Congress of the Enitel States
Bouse of Repregentatives
EHashingten, BL 20515-3602
September 22, 2006
The Honotable Donald H. Ramsfeld -
Secretary of Defenae
U.S. Department of Defense
1000 Defanse Pentapon
Washington, DC 20301
Desr Secrerary Rumsfrld:
[ atn writing to mqnatzhtﬂafsuppmfm&u Code Talker Recognition Act (FLR. 455T)
a8 intxoduced by Rep. Kay Granger., - :

Thjskgshumuudmm;hcﬁndmtmawud&mg;ﬂumﬂﬁoldmwh
Comanche, Choctaw and Sioud Code Talkers aad any other Code Talkars identified by the Secramry
of Defense. Like the Nacwjo Code Talkers, the:Choctew, Comanche and Sioux Code Talkets served
mbaﬁathehmﬁcadEmupm&mdnmngldeH ‘[‘heC]mctiwCodaTdkmabo
served their countty ag catly 46 Waedd War L. - .

TheSmhasMypumdavmuf&nhgahmhmmh'ﬂmbewmdmd
in the House of Representatives until HE. 4507 has 20 casponsors, A letter stating yout suppoet
of this begishition would greadly help our efforts in secvring the nesded cospoasom.

If you have eny questions, please do not hesitate to conraet me or Erin Barry in oy office at
(202) 225-2701. Whank you fox your coasideration of this request.

Respecifully yours,
Dan RBaten
Member of Congress
DDB: cb ’ s
i
252006 7:35.19 AM -
Slaremans oA lester
F08 W, 107 Grogr 21 Boarrn Tuma, S 4 HWW
Cunbm 0K 74017 Mednaaten, K 74501 Mo, OK P4t
[ RN ) ) AZ3-5M1 B T
Fac (D18 3424008 ﬁu:mm:mm Fox: 216 000-012
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DEPUTYSECRETARYQFDEFENSE -

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 9 2006

The Honorable Dan Boren

U.S. House of Representatives
Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington D.C. 20515-3602

Dear Congressman Boren:

Thank you for apprising the Department of Defense of your efforts to
secure passage of H.R. 4597, the Code Talker Recognition Act.

The story of the Native American Code Talkers 1S one of the most inspiring
chapters in America’s march to victory in World War H. Their heroic and
dramatic contributions were instrumental 1n driving back our enemies across the
Pacific.

You are to be commended for bringing the stories of these heroes to the

attention of the American people. %/A/s /
o

SD 1

o 0SD 15046-06
W VUL
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‘Q.com : ] Page | of

BILLTEXT

HR 4597

VERSION; INTRODUCED IN HOUSE
Deac, 16, 2005

109TH CONGRESS

15T SESSION

H. R. 4597

To authorize the presentaiion of gold medals on behall of Congress 1o Native Amernicans who served as Code

Talkers during foreign contlicts in which the United States was involved during the 20th Century in
recognition of their service 10 the Nation.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

DECEMBER 16,2005

Ms. GRANGER (for herself, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr, BERMAN, Mr. BOSWELL, Mr. CASE, Mrs,
CUBIN, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA Mr, FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
GRUALVA, Mr. HALL, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HAYWORTH, Ms. HERSETH, Mr., INSLEE,
Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr, JEFFERSON, Ms, KAPTUR, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
KIND, Mr. LEWIS of Califomia, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. MANZULLO, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD,
Mr. NEY, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RENZI, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr.
TOWNS,Mr. WEXLER, and Mr. WOLF) introduced the following bill; which was referred to the
Committee on Financial Services

A BILL

To authorize the presentation of gold medals on behalf of Congressto Native Amencans who served as Code
Talkers during foreign conflicts in which the United States was involved during the 20th Century in
recognitionof their serviceto the Nation.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress
assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the “Code Talkers Recognition Act”.
SEC. 2. EXPRESSION OF RECOGNITION.
The purpose of the medals authonzed by this Act are to express recognition by the United States and its

citizens and to honor the Native American Code Talkers who distinguished themselves in performing highly
success[ul communications operations of a unique type that greatly assisted in saving countless lives and in

ttp:f/cq.comfdisplay.do?dockey=r’cqon]mefgrg&lﬁﬁtgjgé:%%%q{tg}%?@%ﬂ Jtext 109-000002022182.html... 9/27/200



*Q.com Page 2 of
hastening the end of World War [ and World Warll.

TITLE I-SIOUX CODE TALKERS
SEC. 101. FINDINGS.
Congress {inds the lollowing:

(1) Sioux Indians used their native languages, Dakota, Lakota, and Nakota Sioux, as code during
World WarlL.

(2) These people, who manned radio communications networks to advise of enemy actions, became
known as the Sioux Code Talkers.

(3) Under somie of the heaviest combat action, the Code Talkers worked around the clock to provide
information which saved the lives of many Americans in the Pacific and Europe, such as the locationof
enemy troops and the number of enemy guns.

{4)The Sioux Code Talkers were so successful that military commanders credit the code with saving
the lives of countless Amercan soldiers and being instrumental 1o the successof the United Statesin
many battles during World War .

SEC. 102. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make
appropriate arrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate
design, to each Sioux Code Talker, including the following:

(1) Eddie Eagle Boy.

(2) Simon Brokenleg.

(3) Iver Crow Eagle, Sr.
(4) Edmund St. John.

(5) Walter C. John.

(6) John Bear King,

(7) Phillip “Stoney” LaBlanc.
(3} Baptiste Pumpkinseed.
(9) Guy Rondell,

(10) Charles Whitepipe.
(11) Clarence Wolfguts.

TITLE I—COMANCHE CODE TALKERS
SEC. 201. FINDINGS.
The Congress finds the following:

(1j On December 7, 1941, the Japanese Empire attacked Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, and the Congress
declared war the followingday.

(2) The military code, developed by the United States for ransmitting messages, had been deciphered
by the Axis powers, and United States military intelligence sought to develop a new means to counter the
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enemy.

{3) The United States Governmentcalled upon the Comanche Nation to support the military effortby
recruiting and enlisting Comanche men to serve in the United States Anny to develop a secretcode based
on the Comanche language.

(4) At the time, the Comanches were second-classcilizens, and they were a people who were
discouraged from using their own language.

(5) The Comanches of the 4th Signal Division became known as the “Comanche Code Talkers” and
helped to develop a code using their language to communicate military messages during the D-Day
invasion and in the European theater during World Warll.

{ 6 )To the enemy’s frustration, the code developed by these Native American Indians proved to be
unbreakable and was used extensively throughout the European theater.

(7) The Comanche language, discouraged in the past, was instrumental in developing one of the most
significant and successtul military codes of World War I1.

(8) The Comanche Code Talkers contributed greatly to the Allied war effortin Europe and were
instrumental in winning the war in Europe. Their efforts saved countless lives.

(9) Only 1 of the Comanche Code Talkers of World War Il remains alive today.

(10) The time has come for the United States Congress to honor the Comanche Code Talkers for their
valor and their serviceto the Nation,

(11) The congressional gold medals authorized by this title are the recognition and honor by the
United States and its citizens of the Comanche Code Talkers who distinguished themselves in performing
a unique, highly successful communications operation that greatly assisted in saving countlesslives and
in hastening the end of World War Il in Europe.

SEC.202. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make

appropriate arrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate
design to each of the following Comanche Code Talkers of World War 11, in recognition of their
contributionsto the Nation:

(1) Charles Chibitty.

(2) Haddon Codynah.
(3y Rubert Holder.

(4) Forrest Kassanovoid.
(5) Willington Mihecoby.
(6)Perry Noyebad.

(7) Clifford Otitivo.

(8) Simmons Parker.

(9) Melvin Permansu.
(10) Dick Red Elk.

(1 1) Elgin Red Elk.

(12) Larry Saupitty.

(13) Moms Sunrise.
(14) Willie Yackeschi.
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TITLE HII-CAOCTAW CODE TALKERS
SEC.301. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) On April 6,1917, the United States, after extraordinary provocations, declared war on Germany,
thus the United States entered World War 1, the War w End All Wars.

(2) At the time of this declaration of war, Indian people in the United States, including members of
the Choctaw Nation, were not accorded the status of citizens of the United States.

(3) Without regard to this lack of citizenstup, many members of the Choctaw Nation joined many
members of other Indian tribes and nations in enlisting in the Armed Forces to fight on behalf of their
native land.

(4) Members of the Choctaw Nation were enlisted in the {orce known as the American Expeditionary
Force, which began hostile actions in France in the fall of 1917, and specifically, members of the
Chuoctaw Nation were incorporated in a company of Indian enlistees scrving in the 142d Tnfantry

Company of the 36th Division.

{5) A major impediment to Allied operations in general, and Amencan operalions in particular, was
the fact that the German forces had deciphered all codes used {or transmitting informationbetween
Allied commands, leading to substantial less of men and materiel during the first year of American
action.

(6) Because of the proximity and static nature of the battle lines, a method to communicate withoul
the knowledge of the enemy was needed.

(7) An American commanderrealized the fact that he had under his command a number of men who
spoke 4 native language. While the use of such native languages was discouraged by the American
Government, the commander sought out and recruited 18 Choctaw Indians to use for transinission of
field telephone communications during an upcoming campaign.

(8) Becausethe language used by the Choctaw soldiersin the transmission of information was not
based on a European language or on a mathematical progression, the Germans were unable to understand
any of the transmissions.

{9) The Choctaw seldiers were placed 1n different command positions, to achieve the widest possible
area for communications.

(10) The use of the Choctaw Code Talkers was particularly important in the movementof American
soldiers in October of 1918 (including securing forward and exposed positions), in the protection of
supplies during American action (including protecting gun emplacements from enemy shelling), and in
the preparation for the assault on German positions in the final stages of combatoperationsin the fall of
1918.

{11) In the opinion of the officers involved, tbe use of Choctaw Indians to transmit informationin
their native language saved men and munitions, and was highly successful. Based on this successful
experience, Choctaw [ndians were being withdrawn from frontline units for training in transnussion of
cades so as to be more widely used when the war came to a halt.

(12) The Germans never succeeded in breaking the Choctaw code.

(13) This was the first time in modem warfare that such transmission of messages in a native
American language was used for the purpose of confusing the enemy.

{14) This action hy members of the Choctaw Nation is another example of the commitment of
American [ndians to the defense of our great Nation and adds to the proud legacy of such service.

(15) The Choctaw Nation has honored the actions of these 18 Choctaw Code Talkers through a
memorial bearing theirnames located at the entrance of the tribal complex in Durant, Oklahoma.
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"SEC. 302. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make
appropriatearrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate
design honoring the Choctaw Code Talkers.

TITLE IV — GENERAL PROVISIONS
SEC. 401. MEDALS FOR OTHER CODE TALKERS.

(a) Presentation Authorized. —In addition to the gold medals authorized to be presented under section
102,202, and 302. the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President Pro Tempore of the Senate
shall make appropriate amrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a gold medal of
appropriatedesign to any other Native American Code Talker identified by the Secretary of Defense pursuant
to subsection (b) who has not previously received a congressional gold medal.

{(b) Tdentification of Other Native American Code Talkers. —

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Native American member of the United States Armned Forces who served
as a Code Talker in any foreign conflict in which the United States was involved during the 20th Century
shall he eligible for a gold medal under this section.

(2) DETERMINATION. —Eligibility under paragraph(1) shallbe determined by the Secretaryof
Defense and such Secretary shall establish a list of the names of such eligibleindividualsbefore the end
of the 120-daypenod beginning on the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 402. PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO ALL MEDALS UNDER THIS ACT.

(a) Medals Awarded Postbumously.—Medals anthorized by this Act may be awarded posthumously on
behalf of, and presented to the next of kin or other representative of, a Native American Code Talker.

{b) Design and Striking, —

(1) IN GENERAL. —For purposes of any presentation of a gold medal under this Act, the Secretary
of the Treasury shall strike gold medals with suitable emblems, devices, and inscriptions, to be
determinedby the Secretary.

(2) DESIGNS EMBLEMATIC OF TRIBAL AFFILIATION. —The design of the gold medals struck
under this Act for Native American Code talkers of the same Indian tribe shall be emblematic of the
participation of the Code Talkers of such Indian tribe.

(3) INDIAN TRIBE DEFINED. —For purposes of this subsection, the term “Indian tribe™ has the

SEC. 403, DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Secretary of the Treasury may strike and sell duplicates in bronze of the gold medals struck under
this Act in accordance with such regulations as the Secretary may prescribe, and at a price sufficient to Cover
the costs thereof, including labor, matenals, dies, use of machinery, and overhead expenses, and the cost of
the bronze medal.

SEC. 404. STATUS AS NATIONAL MEDALS.

The medals struck pursuant to this Act are national medals for purposes of chapter 51 of title 3 1, United
ttp://oq.com/display.do?dockey=/cqonline/grgajﬁﬁ%%q)n%a{é% %illtcxtl 09-000002022182.htnl... 9/27/200
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States Code.

SEC. 405. FUNDING.

(a) Authority to Use Fund Amounts. —There 1s authorized to he charged against the United States Mint
Public Enterprise Fund such amounts as may be necessary to pay for the costs of the medals authorized by
this Act.

{b) Proceeds of Sale.—Amounts received from the sale of duplicate bronze medals under section 403
shallbe deposited in the United States Mint Public Enterprise Fund.

T

. Source: Government Printing Olfice
From OQ Bill Text Service
Providing governmentdocuments on demand, in context.

© 2005 Conaressional Quarterly Inc. All Rights Reserved.
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Bill 1 of 634
Final version (Enrolled Bill) as passed by both Houses. There are 3 other versions of this
bill.
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Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the
Rotunda of the Capitol is authorized to be used on July 26, 2001, for a
ceremony to present Congressional... (Enrolled as Agreed to or Passed by Both
House and Senate)
--H.Con.Res.174--
H.Con.Res.174
Agreed to July 11, 2001
One Hundred Seventh Congress
of the
United States of America
AT THE FIRST SESSION

Begun and held at the City of Washington on Wednesday,
the third day of January, two thousand and one
Concurrent Resolution

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senafe concurring), That the

Rotunda of the Capitol is authorized to be used on July 26, 2001, for a ceremony to

present Congressional Gold Medals to the original 23 Navajo Code Talkers. Physical

preparations for the ceremony shall be carried out in accordance with such
conditions as the Architect of the Capitol may prescribe.
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1300

UNCLASSIFIED
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" The Code Talker Recognition Act would authorize presentation of Congressional

Per you request, I bave attached for your review and signature a letter to

Representative Dan Boren responding to his request for your support for the Code
Talker Recognition Act (H.R. 4597). (Tab 1}

Gold Medals to Native Americas who served during World War I and World War
II. (Tab 2).

W04/

On September 20, the Senare passed by unanimous consent its version of this
legislation.

Rep. Boren, a co-sponsor of the House bill, wrote you on September 22 asking
that you send a letter of support to assist efforts to secure the necessary number of
eo-sponsors so that the House of Representatives will tuke up consideration of
cither the Huuse v Scuale versivns ol (he Bill, (Tab 3).

The House Bill has been referred to the Subcommittee on Domestic and
International Monetary Policy, Trade, and Technology of the Committee on
Financial Services.

According to Rep. Boren, 290 House co-sponsors are needed before the House
will consider either the House or Senate Bills. Currently there arc 155 House co-
SpPONSors,

The letter sent to Rep. Boren by DEPSECDEF on September 29 supporting the
legmslation was well received. (Tab. 4)

D 2P XK

The original 29 Navajo Code Talkers were awarded Congressional Gold Medals in
July 2001. (Tab §) 46.06

i
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RECOMMENDATION: Sign the attached response to Rep. Boren.
COORDINATION: None.
SECDEF ACTION:

Approve:

Disapprove:

Other:

Attachments: As stated.
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

The Honorable Dan Baren
U.S. House of Representatives

Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington, D.C 20515-3602

Deer Representative Boren:

Thank you for your co-sponsorship of the Code Tulkers Recognition Aet (H.R.
4597), a Bill to award Congressional Gold Medals to the Sioux, Comanche, and Choctaw
Code Talkers who valiantly served cthe Nation during the two bloodiest conilicisof the
last century.

Jusit as the heroic contributions of the Navajo Code Talkers were recogmzed in
2001, thas legislation will honor these other courageous Native Amencans who
contributed significantly to victory in Europe and the Pacific during World War | and
World War I1.

[ am pleased that the Senate recently passed by unanimous consent §, 1035.1ts
version of thus important legislation. [ understand that the House Bill has been retened to
the Subcommuitteeon Domestic and International Monetary Pelicy. Trade. and
Technology of the Commuttee on Financial Servicesand has te date 155 of the 290 co-
sponsors neexled for consideration.

1 support passage of H.R. 4597 or ratfication of 8. 1035, and 1 urge all House
Membersto sign on as additional co-sponsorsto H.R 4397, This legislation 1s of the
ulmost importance to me.

Sincerely.

G
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109TH COSGRESS
SEE ML R, 4597

To autherize the presentation of gold medais on Lehalf of Congress to Native

bs.

To

1
2

Americans who served ay Code Talkers during foreien conflicts in which
the United States was involved during the 20th Clantnry in recognitian
of their servicye to the Nation,

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

DECEMAER 16, 2005

GRANGER (fur hersell, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BERMAN, Mr. BosweLL,
Mr. Casg, Mrs. Cusiv, bMr. EXGLISH of  Pennsylvania.  Mr
FALBOMAVAEGA, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. Grisauva, Mr
Havre, Mr. Hagrings of Florida, Mr. HAYWORTH, Ms, J1ERSETH, Mr.
INSLEE, Mrs, JONES of Ohio. Mr. JuiaarsoN, Ms. KaPTUR, Mr. KEx-
Neuy of Rhode [sland, Me. KILDEE, Mr. KIND, Mr. LEWIS of California,
Mu. McCoTTeR, Mr. MaNzuLLo, Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD, My. NEY,
Ms. NorTON, Mr. PaLLonNg, Mr. RancBL, Mr. Renzi. Ms. Ros.
Lenrings, Mr, Towsg, Mr. WEXIER, and Mr. WoLF) introduced the
following hill; which way referred to the Commitiee on Financial Serviees

A BILL

authorize the presentation of gold medals on behalf of
Congress to Native Americans who served as Code Talk-
ers during foreign confhets in which the United States
was Jnvolved during the 20th Century in recognition of

their service to the Nation.

Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Representa-

tives of the United States of Americe in Congress assembled,

11-L-0559/05D/59794
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Code Talkers Recogni-
fion Act”.

SEC. 2. EXPRESSION OF RECOGNITION.

The purpose of the medals authorized by this Act arc
to express recognitian hy the United States and its citizens
and to honor the Native American Code Talkers who dis-
tingnished themselves in performing highly snccessful
communications operations of a unique type that greatly
assisted in saving countless hives and in hastening the end
of World War [ and World War 11.

TITLE I-SIOUX CODE TALKERS
SEC. 101. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Sioux Indians used their native languages.
Dakota, Lakota, and Nakota Sioux, as code during
World War 1L

{2) These people, who manned radio commu-
nications networks to advise of enemy actions, he-
came known asthe Sioux Code Talkers.

{3) Under some of the heaviest combat action,
the Code Talkers worked around the clock to provide
information which saved the lives of many Ameri-
cans in the Pacific and Europe. such as the location

of enemy troops and the number of enemy guns.

sHR 4587 IH
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(4) The Sioux Code Talkers were so successful
that nulitary commanders credit tho ende with sas-
ing the lives of countless American soldiers and
being instrumental to the success of the United
States in many battles during World War L1

SEC.102. CONGRESSIONALGOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-
priatc arrangcnicnts for the presentation, on behalf of the
Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate design, to each
Sicux Code Talker, including the following:

(1)Eddie Eagle Boy.

(2) Simon Brokenleg.

(3)Iver Crow Eagle, Sr.

(4) Edmund St. John.

(5)Waltor C, John.

(ti) John Bear King.

(7) Phillip “Stoney” LaBlanc.

(8)Raptiste Pumpkinseed.

(9) Guy Rondell.

(10) Charles Whitepipe.

(11)Clarence Wolfguts.

+HR 4597 TH
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TITLE 11—COMANCHE CODE
TALKERS

SEC. 201. FINDINGS.

The Congress finds the following:

(1)On December 7, 1941, the Japanese Em-
pire attacked Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, and the Con-
gress declared war the following day.

(2) The military eode, developed by the United
States for transmitting messages, had been. deci-
phiered by the Axis powers, and United Stafes mih-
tary intelligence sought to develop a new means to
counter the enemy.

{3) The United States Government called upon
the Comanche Nation to support the military ellort
by recruiting and enhisting Comanche men to serve
in the United States Army to develop a secret code
based on the Caomanche language.

(4) At the time. the Comanches were second-
class citizens, and they were a people who were dis-
eouraged from using their own language.

(5) The Comanches of the 4th Signal Division
became known as the “Comanchr Code Talkers” and
helped to develop a code using their language to

communicate military messages during the D-Day

sHE 4597 TH
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invasion and in the Enropean theater during World
War 1L

{6} To the enemy’s {rustration, the code devel-
oped by these Native American Indians proved to be
unbreakable and was used extensively throughout
the European theater.

(7) The Cotanche language, diseouraged in the
past, was strumental in developmg one of the most
sigmificant. and sueecesstal military codes of World
War [T

{8) The Comanche Code Talkers contributed
greatly to the Allied war effort in Europe and were
instrumental in winning the war in Europe. Their
cfforts saved countless lives.

() Only 1 of the Comanche Code Talkers of
World War II remains abve today.

{10} The time has come for the United States
Cangress to honor the Comanche Code Talkers for
their valor and their sermice to the Nation.

{1 1) The congressional gold medals authorized
by this title arc the recognition and honor by the
[Jnited States and its citizens of the Comanche Code
Talkers who distinguished themsclves in performing
a unique, highly successful communications oper-

ation that greatly assisted in saving countless lives

+HR 4597 TH

11-L-0559/05D/59798



6

and in hastening the end of World War 11 in Bu-

rope.

SEC. 202, CONGRESSIONAL GOLDMEDAL.

Tho Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-
priate arrangements tor the presentation, on behalf of the
Congress, of a. gold medal of appropriate design to each
of the following Comanche Code Talkers of World War
I1, in recagnition of their contribulions to the Nation:

( )Charles Chibitry.

{2) Haddon Codynah.,
(3) Rohert Helder.
(4)Forrest Kassanovoid.
(5)Willington Mihiceoby.
(6) Perry Noyebad.

(7) Clifford Otitivo,

(8) Simmons Parker.
(9) Melvin Permansu.
(10) Dick Red Elk.
(11)Elgin Red Elk.
(12} Larry Saupitty.
{13) Maorris Sunrise.
(14) Willic Yackeschi,

+HR 4597 TH
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TITLE 111-CHOCTAW CODE
TALKERS

SEC. 301. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1)On April 6, 1917, the lInited States, after
extraordinary provocations, declared war on Ger-
many. thus the United States entered World War I,
the War to End All Wars.

{2} At the time of this declaration of war, In-
dian people in the United Stateg, including rnernbers
of the Choctaw Nation, were not accorded the status
of citizens of the United States.

{3) Without regard to this lack of citizenship.
many members of the Choctaw Nation joined many
members of gther Indian tribes and nations i enlist-
ing in the Armed Forces to fight on behalf of their
native land.

(4) Members of the Choctaw Nation were en-
listed in the force known as the American Expedi-
tionary Forca, which hegan Lostile actions in Franee
in the fall of 1917, and specifically. members of the
Choctaw Nation were incorporated in a company of
Indian enlistees serving in the 142d Infantry Com-

pany of the 36th Division.

HR 4697 TH
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(5)A major impediment to Allied operations in
general, and American operations in particnlar, was
the fact that the German forces had deciphered all
eodes used for transmitting information between Al-
lied commands, leading Lo substanual loss of men
and materiel (luring the first year of American ac-
tion.

(6) Because of the proximity and static nature
of the battle lines, a.method to communicate without
the knowledge of the enemy was needed.

(7Y An American commander realized the fact
that he had under his command a number of men
who spoke a native language. While the nse of such
native languages was discouraged by the American
Government, the commander sought out and re-
cruited 18 Choctaw [ndians to use for transmission
of field telephone communications during an upcom-
Ing campaign.

(8)Because the language used by the Choctaw
soldiers 1n the transimission of information was not
based oo a Eurapean langnage or on 1. mathcmatical
progression, the Germans were unable to understand

any of the transmissions.

«HR 4557 TH
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(9) The Chactaw soldiers were placed in dif-
ferent, cormnand positions, to achieve the widest. pos-
sible area for communications.

(10) The use of the Choctaw Code Talkcrs was
particularly important in the movement of American
soldiers in October of 1918 {including securing for-
ward and exposed positions), in the protection of
supplies during Amernican acuon (including pro-
teeting pun cinplacements from eneiny shelling), and
in the preparation for the assault on German posi-
tions in the final stages of combal, operations in the
fall of 1918.

(L 1)In the opinion of the officers involved..the
use of Choetaw [ndians to transmit information in
their native langnage saved men and mnnitions. and
was highly successful. Based on this sneeessful expe-

rience, Choctaw [ndians were being withdrawn from

frontline units for training in transmission of codes

s0 as to be more widely used when the war came to
a halt.

(12) The Germans never suceceded in breaking
the Choctaw code.

(13) This was the first, time in modern warfarc

that such transmission ol messages In 4 native

+HH 4597 TH
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American language was used for the purpose of con-

fusing the cnemy.

(14) This action by members of the Choctaw

Nation is another example of the commitment of

American Indians to the defense of our great Nation

and adds to the proud legacy of sueh service.

(15) The Choctaw Nation has honored the ac-

tions of these |18 Choctaw Code Talkers through a

memorial bearing their names localed at the en-

trance of the tribal complex in Durant, Oklahoma.
SEC. 302, CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-
priate arrangements for the presentation, on hehalf of the
Congress. of a gold medal of appropriate design henoring

tha Choctaw Cade Talkers.

TITLE IV—-GENERAL
PROVISIONS
SEC. 401. MEDALS FOR OTHER CODE TALKERS.

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—In addition to
the gold medals authorized to he presented under section
102, 202, and 302, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the President Pro Tempore of the Scnate
shall make appropriate arrangements for the presentation,

on behalf of the Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate

+HR 4597 IH
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1 design to any other Native American Code Talker identi-
2 fied hy the Scceretary of Defense pursuant to subscetion
3 (b) who has not previously received a congressional gold
4 medal.
5 (b) IDENTIFICATION OF OTHER NATIVE AMERICAN
y CODE TALKERS.—

(1} IN GENER4LL —Any Native American mem-

6
7
8 her of the IInited States Armed Forces who served
9 as a. Code Talker in any foreign ¢onflict in which fhe
0

[Tnited States was involved during the 20th Century

11 shall he cligible for a gold medal under this section.
12 (2) DETERMINATION.—Ehgihility under para-
13 graph (1) shall be determined by the Secretary of
14 Defense and such Secretary shall establish a. list of
15 the names of such eligible individuals before the end

16 of the 120-day period beginning on the date of the
17 enactment of this Acl.

18 SEC. 4®@. PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO ALL MEDALS
15 UNDER THISACT.

20 (a) MEDALS AWARDED POSTHUMOUSLY.—Medals
21 authorized by this Act, may he awarded posthmuously on
22 behalf of, and presented to the next of kin or other rep-
23 resentative of, a Native American Code Talker.

24 (b) DESIGN ASD STRIKING —

+HR 4697 [H
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(1) IN GENERAL.— For purposges of any presen-
tation of a gold medal under this Act, the Scerctary
of the Treasury shall strike gold medals with suit-
able emblerns, deviees, arid inscriptions, to be deter-
mined by the Secretary.

(2) DESIGNS EMBLEMATIC OF TRIBAI: AFFI1I-
ATTION —The design of the gold medals struck under
this Act for Native American Code talkers of the
same Indian fribe shall be emblematie of the partiei-
patiori of the Code Talkers of such Indian tribe.

(3) INDIAN TRIBE DEFINED.—For purposcs of
this subsection, the term “Indian tribe” has the
same meaning as in section 4 of the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act.

SEC., 403, DUPLICATE MEDALS.

The Seeretary of the Treasury may strike and sell
duplicates in bronze of the gold medals struck under this
Act 1 accordance with such regulations as the Secretary
may prescribe, and at a price sufficient to cover the costs
thereof, inelnding labor, materials, dies, nse of machinery,
and ovcrhead cxpenses, and the cost of the hronze nicdal.
SEC. 404, STATUSAS NATIONAL MEDALS .

The medals struck pursuant, to this Act. are national
medals for purposes of chapter 51 of tte 31, Unirted

States Code.

«HE 4507 IH
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SEC. 406. FUNDING.

(a) AUTHORITY TO USE FUND AMOUNTS.—There is
authorized to he charged against the United States Mint
Public Enterprise Fund such amounts as may be nec-
essary to pay for the costs of the medals anthorized by
this Act.

{h) PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amounis received from the
sale of dupliciwe hronze medals under seciion 403 shall

be deposited in the [Inited States Mint Public Enterprise

Fund.

«HR 4697 IH
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o Congress of the Hnited States
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OMATT TS ON MREHTS AMD FOFEET HRALTH

Toouse of Representatives
Waxhington, JBE 20515-3602

The Honogable Donald H. Rurnsfeld

Secretmry Of Defense

U5 Depariment of Defease

1000 Defense Pentapon

Washington, DC 20301

Deay Secremnsy Runsfold:

Iamwnu-ngwmquuulmuofsup?ur:fmth:CodcTalkerRmpmAn(Hlﬁm}
awru-odnccdby Rep. Koy Granger, T

Thslegﬂbmnﬁhuhﬂnht?xuﬂﬂbnndengWMtﬂﬂu
Commnebe, Choctaw and Sloud Code Talkens soid sy other Codd Talkers identified by the Secremy
of Defenye. Likie the Navajo Code Talkers, the: Choctaw, Cotrmuache and Siore: Code Tolkers served
mboﬂ:ﬁehaﬁcnﬂEmpm&omdmthQdquﬂ The Choctew Code Talker siso
served their country ag satly 49 Wordd WaeL. ' _

The Semate bas a]m.dypnwdlmhldlhiahgmatlm but peirher bhill can be considered
in the House of Bepresenttives imtll HLR. 4507 has 290 cosponsars. A letter stating pout suppost
of this legislation would greatly help our efforts in securing the needed cosponsom.

Ifymhswmyque:uom.plmedn 2ot hesitose mconuctmmEmBmymmyoﬁm-t
(202) 225-2701. Thank you far your consideration of this request.

Respectiully youts,
Dan Boten
Member afCongress
DDB: eb b
. amsm 7. 35 19 AM
W. o7 Evaeer
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE
1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20901-1010

SEP 29 2008

The Honorahle Dan Boren
U.S. House of Representatives

Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington D.C. 205 15-3602

Dear Congressman Boren:

Thank you for apprisingthe Department of Defense of your effort8 to
secure passage of HR. 4597, the Code Talker Recognition Act.

The story of the Native American Code Talkers is one of the most inspiring
chapters in America’s march to victory in World W II. Their heroic and
dramatic contributions were instrumental in driving back our enemies acrossthe
Pacific.

You are to be commended for bringing the stones of these heroes to the

attention of the American people. W /
[
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President Bush Honors Navajo Code Talkers Page 1 of 2

THE WHITE HOUSE @ELIEH HERE TO FRINT
PREGIDENT
k GEDRCE W. BUSH

For Immmediate Release
Otfice of the Press Secretary
July 26, 2001

Remarks by the Presidentin a Ceremony Honoring the Navajo Code Talkers
Rotunda, U.S. Capitol

Listento the President's Remarks
View the President's Remarks

Washington, D.C.
1.41P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: Thank youvery much. Today, America honore 21 Native Americans wha, in a desperate
hour, gave their country a service only they could give. Inwar, usingtheir native language, they.relayed secret
messages that turned the course of battle. At home, they carried far decades the secret of their own
hercism. Today, we give these exceptional Marinesthe recognitionthey earned so long ago.

I want to thank the Congress for invitingme here, Mr. Speaker. Iwant to thank Senators Campbell, Bingaman
and Johnson and CongressmanUdall for their leadership. | want to thank Sergeant Major McMichael,
distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen, welcome to Washington, D.C.

The gentlemen with us, John Brown, Chester Nez, Lioyd Oliver, Allen Dale June and Joe Palmer, represented
by his son Kermit, are the last of the original Navajo Code Talkers. In presenting gold medals to each of them,
the Congress recognizes their individual service, bravely offered and flawlessly performed.

With silver medals, we also honer the dozens mare who served later, with the same courage and
distinction. And with all these honors, America pays tribute to the tradition and community that produced such
men, the great Navajo Nation. The paintings in this rotunda tell of America and its rise as a nation. Among them
are images of the first Eurapeansto reach the coast, and the first explarerto come upon the Mississippi.

But before all these firsts on this continent, there were the first people. They are depicted in the background,
as if extras inthe story. Yet, their own presence here in America predates all human recard. Belore others
arrived, the story was theirs alone,

Today we mark a moment of shared histor\f and shared victory. We recall a story that all Americans can
celebrate, and every American should know. i is a story of ancient people, called to serve in a modernwar. Itis a

story of one unbreakable aral code of the Second World War, messagestraveling by field radio on lwo Jima in the
very language heard across the Colorado plateau centuries ago.

Above all, it's a story of young Navajos who braught henor te their nation and victary to their country. Some of
the Code Talkers were very young, like Albert Smith, who joined the Marines at 15. Inorder to enlist, he said, |
had to advance my age a little bit. At least one code talker was over-age, 50 heclaimed to be younger in order to
serve. On activeduty, their value was so great, and their order so sensitive, that they were dosely guarded. By
war's end, some 400 Navajos had served as Code Talkers. Thirteenwere killed in action, and their names, too,
are on today’s roll of honot.

Regardless of circumstances, regardless of history, they came forward to serve America. The Navajocode
itself provides a part of the reason. Late in his life, Albert Smith explained, the code word far America was, "Our
Mother.” Our Mother stood for freedom, our religion, our ways of life, and that's why we went in. The Code
Talkers joined 44,000 Native Americans who wore the uniformin World Warll. Morethan 12,000 Native
Americans fought in Wodd War |- Thousands more served in Korea, Vietnam and serve to this very day.

http://www whitehouse .gov/news/ mﬂi&s?gﬁﬁmwﬁsﬁ%MI 10/18/2006



President Rush HonorsNavajo Code Talkers Page 2ol 2

Twenty-four Native Americans have earned the highest military distinction of all, the Medal of Honor, including
ErnestChilders, who was my guest at the White House lastweek. Inallthese wars and conflicts, Native
Ametricans have servedwith the modesty and strength and quiet valor their tradition has always inspired.

That tradition found full expression in the Code Talkers, in those absent, and inthose with us
today. Gentlemen, your service inspiresthe respectand admirationof all Americans, and our gratitude is
expressedfor alltime, in the medals it is now my honar to present.

May God bless you all. {Applause.)
(The medals are presented.} {Applause.)

END 1.4 P.M. EDT

Return to this article at;
hitp: www whitenouse .qovinews/releases/2001/07/20010726-5 html

@CLICK HERE TO FRINT

http: //www whitehouse, gov/news/relék%é@l%ﬁ%gtﬁ&{g%-‘ggml 10/1872006
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% Congress of the 'ﬁtl(tﬁ] States
Bouse of Representatives

EHxshington, BL 20515-3602
September 22,2006

Cowirnn cn Raea mes
ILERCOWTTIEN O R Aary AlD DL Frlcr Il
HEOOMMT = D FOREET) AND PORETT vEMTH

The Honorable Donald H, Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense

U.S Depattment of Defense

1000 Defenge Pentagra
Washingion, DC 20301

Deax Becretasy Rumsteld:

Imwnungt:mqnaulmerofmppaahtheCodeTn]ke:Eomgmm KctlH.R 457
as inmoduced by Rep. Kay Granger., S

: This legitlation suthocass theradenl:toawd Gaug:esslnml Gold Medals vo the

' Commache, Choctaw and Siour Code Talkers e acry other Cods Talkers identified by the Secectury
of Defense. Like the Navajo Code Talkers, the: Choctaw, Camanche and Sioux Code Talkers served
mbo:hthehaﬁcidEu:opemﬁonudmanﬂdeﬂ 'Ithhoct:wCodeTu.lkﬂ'an
sureddmcmmﬂyasmﬂquaddWﬂI. - )

The Senate bss already passed s version ofdml:g:dmou,bummhubﬂlmhe considered
m the House of Representstives until HR. 4597 has 290 cospousars. A leticr stating your suppoa
of this kgislaﬁonwuldgtudyhdpwcffcm in securing the needed cospanson.

If yon have oy questions, please da not hesitate to conract me or Erin Barry in my office at
(202) 225-2701. Thaak you far your considesstion of this request.

Respecthully yours,
Dan Baren
Member of Congress
DB cb
: 252006 7 3541 9 AM _
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTOHN, DC 20301-1010

SEP 2 9 2006

The Honorable Dan Boren

U. S.House of Representatives
Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington D.C. 20515-3602

Dear Congressman Boren:

Thank you tor apprising the Departiment of Delense of your efforts to
secure passage of HR. 4597, the Code TalkerRecognition Act.

The story of the Native American Code Talkers is one of the most inspining
chapters in America’s march to vietory in World W I1. Their heroic and
dramatic contributions were instrurnental in dnving back our enemies across the
Pacific.

You are to be commended for bringing the stories of these heroesto the

attention of the American people. ;JM /
-]
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President Bush Honors Navajo Code Talkers Page | of 2

: ° THE WHITE HDUSE %ELI‘:H HERE T8 PRINT
. PRESHENT
f  GEORCEW BUSH

For Immediate Aelease
Office of ihe Press Secrgtary
July 26, 2001

Remarks by the President in a Ceremony Honoring the Navajo Code Talkers
Rotunda, U.S. Capitol

Listen to the President's Remarks
View the President's Remarks

Washington, D.C.
141 P.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much. Taday. America honors 21 Native Americans who. in a desperate
hour, gave their country a service only they could give, Inwar, using their native language, they relayed secret
messagesthal turmed the course of battle. At home, they carried for decades the secret of their own
heroism. Today, we give these exceptional Marines the recognition they earned se long ago.

I'want to thank the Gongress for inviting me here, Mr. Speaker. Iwant to thank Senators Gamphell, Bingaman
and Johnson and Congressman Udall for their leadership. 1want to thank Sergeant Major McMichael,
distinguished guests, ladies and gentlernen, welcome to Washingion, D.C.

The gentlemen with us, Jahn Brown, Chester Nez, Lloyd Oliver, Allen Dale June and Joe Palmer, represented
by his son Kermit, are the last of the original Navajo Code Talkers. In presenting gold medalsto each of them,
the Congress recagnizes their individual service, bravely gifered and flawlessly performed.

With silver medals, we also honor the dezens more who served later, with the same courage and
distinction. And with all these honors, America pays tribute to the tradition and community that produced such
men, the great Navajo Nation. The paintings in this ratunda tell of Amernica and its rise as a nation. Among them
are images of the first Europeansto reach the coast, and the first explorer to come uponthe Mississippi.

Butbefore ail these firsts on this continent, there were the first people. They are depicted in the background,
as if extras in the story. Yet, their own presence here in America predates all humanrecord. Befare others
arrived, the story was theirs alone.

Taday we mark a moment of shared historY and sharedvictory. We recalla story that all Americanscan
celebrate, and every American should know. 1tis a story of ancient people, calledto serve in a modernwar. Itis a
story of one unbreakable oral code of the Second World War, messages traveling by field radicon lwo Jima inthe
very language heard across the Colorado plateau centuries ago.

Above all, it's a story of young Navajoswho broughthonor to their nation and victory to their country. Some O
the Code Talkers were very young, like Albert Smith, who joinedthe Marings at 15. In order to enlist, he said, |
hadto advance my age alittie bit. At least one code talker was over-age, so he claimed to ke younger in order to
serve. On active duty, their value was so great, and their order 50 sensitive, that they were closely guarded. By
war's end, some 400 Navajoshad served as Code Talkers. Thirteenwere killed in action, and their names, 100,
are on today's roll of honor.

Regardless of circumsiances, regardless of history, they came forward to serve America. The Navajo code
itself provides a part of the reagon. Late in his life, Albert Smith explained, the code word for America was, "Our
Mather" Our Mother stood for freedam, our religion, our ways of life, and that's why we went in. The Code
Talkersjcined 44,000 Native Americans who wore the uniformin World War !. Mare than 12,000 Native
Americans fought in World Warl. Thousands more served in Karea, Vietnam and serve to this very day.

http://www.whitehouse.gov/ nws/ralliwéwgwﬁﬁ&‘lghml 10/18/2006



President Bush Honors Navajo Code Talkers Page 2 of 2

Twenty-four Native Americans have earned the highest military distinction of all, the Medal of Honor, including
ErnestChilders, who was my guest at the White House last week. in ali these wars and conflicts, Native
Americans have served with the modesty and strength and quiet valor their tradition has always inspired.

That tradit.on found full expression in the Code Talkers, in those absent, and in those with us
today. Gentlemen, your service ingpresthe respect and admiration of all Americans, and our gratitude is
expressed for all time, inthe medals tis now my honor to present.

May God blessyou all. {Applause.}

{The medals are presented.) {(Applause.)

END 148 P.M. EDT

Return to this article at:

htto.fiwww, whitehoyse qovinews/releases/2001/07/20010726-5.htmi
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TO Raben Wilkic

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ,\w
SUBJECT: Code TalkerRecognition Act

Please get back to me with a repert about she Code Talker Recognition  »

Congressman Boren refers 10 in the attached jetter

Thanks.

Attach, 972206 Boren Ir 1o SD (05D isHé 04 )

DHR:h
1003 8=} v ol ooy do . .
llllllllllllllllllllll PR AEREC NN IR RRENTRUEBRASRER M QUERIORERFRREDRIt - ' . .
Please respond by October 19, 2006 -t
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WASHMNGTON OFFCE:
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Wasmncton, D HEIS

o 7 e €ongress of the Enited States

Covares on REwURSES
ARCOWITTES Ob ENEROY AWD MINEWL R250LIFCE

THouse of Representatives
Washington, BE 20515-3602

September 22, 2006

The HonorableConald H. Rumsteld
Secretary of Defense

U S Depattinent of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagnn
Washington, DC 20301

Deat Secretary Rumstfeld:

Tatn wiiting to request 4 letter of support for the Code Taller Recognition Act (H.R 4597)
asintroduced by Rep. Kay Granger,

This legisladon authotizes the President o award Congressional Gold Medals to the
Comanche, Choctaw and Sioux Code Tlkers and aay other Cod¢ Talkers identified by the Secretary
ofDefense. Like the Navajo Code Talkers, the Choctaw, Comanche and Siox Code Talkers served
1 both the Paafic ad European fronts d.n.m;World War II. The Choctaw Code Tillas alsc
served thw country as ¢arly a World War I,

The Senate has already passed a versicn of this legislation, but neither bill can be considered
in the House of Representatives until H.R. 4597 has 290 cospansars. A letter stating your suppont
of this legislation would greatly help our efforts 10 securing the needed cosponsors.

If you have any gaestims, please do net hesitate to contact me or Exdn Bary in my office at
(202) 225-2701. Thank you far your considerstion of this request.

Respecthilly pouts,
Dan Boren
Member of Congress
DIDB: eb
T i lin II\
o 9/25/20067 35 19 AM
Cleromore HeAleater Muskogee
209 W, 157 STeeET 321 Soute Thmn, 8T 4 481 w‘mev
Cuwremcre, OK 7417 MAuEsTER, QK 745¢1 Muiscogms, K 74407
(918} 341-9338 {6) 423-3001 {5 T8 B47- 203
Fir: B18) 3424806 Fax: {918} 4231840 Fuc {216) 8080128
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TO: Robert Wilkie
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld %
SUBJECT: Cixe Talker Recognition Act

Please pei back 1o me with a report about the Code Talker Recognition Act
Congressman Boren refers to i the attached fener.

Thanks,

Aftach. 9722/06 Boren itr 1o SD { O3 IS ~0¢)

Dl )
10070802 (ormy ol ixiwrmaiany o

Please respond by October 19,2006 o::"f‘ :
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TO: Rabert Wilkic'

FROM:  Donsid Rumsteid SN\
SUBJECT: CodeTalker Recognition Act

Please get back 10 me with a report abown the Code Talker Resognition Act
Congressman Boren refers 1o 1 the atiached Jener.

Thanks,
Attach. 9/22/0Bornitr10SD. { oSD {SHé-0l)

DR .
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TR ET TR SRS TN AT L ISR R TR RTINS IR RN RI LR EL Y LR E L1 LT 1Y 1 ) B - "
Please respond by October 19.2006 -y i
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DEPUTYSECRETARYOFDEFENSE
1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1010

SEP 29 UN
N
o
O
The Honorable Den Boren 6"
U.S.House of Representatives
Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington D.C.  20515-3602
Deer Congressman Boren:
Thank you for apprisingthe Department of Defense of your effortsto
secure passage of H.R.4597, the Code Talker Recognition Act.
The story of the Native American Code Tallers is one of the most inspiring
chapiers in America’s march i victory 1n World-WarIl: Their heroicand
dramatic contributions were instrurental in driving back aur enemies across the
Pacific.
You are to be commended for bringing the stonesof these heroes to the »
attention of the American people. / -0
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10911 CONGRESS
525 H, R, 4597

To authorize the presentation of gold medals on behall of Congress to Native

To

1
2

Amcrieans who served ag Code Talkers during foreign conflicts in which
the Hnited States was involved during tlie 20th Century in recognition
ol their serviee to the Nation.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

DeCEMBER 16, 2005

5, GRANGELR {for herself, Mr, ABERCROMBIE, Mr. BEEManN, Mr. BOSWELL,

Mr. Case, Mrs. Cusiy, Mr. ExGLIBH of Pennsylvania, Mr
FaLEOMAVAEGA, Mr. FRaNK of Massachusetts, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
Harr, My, HasTINGR of Florida, Mr. HAYWORTII, Ms, HerskTH, Mr.
INSLEE, Mis. JONES ol Ohio, Mr. JEFFERSON. Ms, KAPTUR, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. KiLDeER, My Kixn, Mr. LEWIS of California.
Mr. McCorTER, Mr, MANZULLO, Ms. MiLLENDER-McDONALD, Mr, NEY,
Ms, NontoN, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. RanceL, Mr. RENZL, Ms. Ros-
LenTineN, Mr. Towys, Mr, WEXLEER, and Mr., WOLF) introduced the
following bill; which was referred to e Commuittee on Financial Services

A BILL

authorize the presentation of gold medals on hehalf of
Congress to Native Americans who served a.s Code Talk-
ers during foreign conflicts in which the United States
was involved during the 20th Century in rceognition of

their semiee to the Nation,

Be it enacted by the Senate and Hose of Represento-

tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,

11-L-0559/05D/59822
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Code Talkers Recogni-
tion Act™.

SEC. 2. EXPRESSION OF RECOGNITION.

The purpose of the medals authorized by this Act are
to express recognition by the LInited States and its citizens
arid to honor the Native American Code Talkers who dis-
tinguished themselves in performing highly successful
communications operations of a unique type that greatly
assisted in saving countless lires and in hastening the end
of World War [ and World War 1L

TITLE [-SIOUX CODE TALKERS
SEC. 101, FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Sioux Indians used their native languages,
Dakota, Lakota, and Nakota Sioux, as code during
World War II.

(2} These people, who manned radio commu-
nications networks to advise of enemy actions, be-
came known as the Sioux Code Talkers.

{3) Under some of the heaviest combat action,
the Code Talkers worked around the clock to provide
information which saved the lives of many Ameri-
cans i1n the Pacific and Europe, such as the location

of enemy troops and the number of enemy guns
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(4) The Sioux Code Talkers were so suceessful

2 that military commanders credit the code with sav-
3 mg the lives of countless American soldiers and
4 being instrumental to the success of the United
5 States in many battles during World War 11.

6 SEC. 12.CONGRESSIONAL GOLDMEDAL.

7 The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
§ President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-

9 priate arrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the
10 Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate design, to each

11 Sioux Code Talker, including the following:

12 (1)Eddie Eagle Roy.

13 (2) Simon Rrokenleg.

14 (3} Iver Crow Eagle, Sr.

15 (4) Edmund St. John.

16 (5) Walter C. John.

17 (6) John Bear King.

18 (7) Phillip “Stoney” LaBlane.

19 (8) Baptiste Pumpkinseed.

20 (9) Guy Rondell.

21 (10)Charles Whitepipe.

22 (11)Clarence Wolfguts.
*HR 4597 [H
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TITLE 11 —COMANCHE CODE
TALKERS

SEC, 201. FINDINGS,

The Congress finds the following;

(1) On December 7, 1941, the Japanese Em-
pire attacked Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, and the Con-
gress declared war the following day.

(2) The military code, developed by the Unied
States for transmitting messages, had been deci-
phered by the Axas powers, and IInited States mili-
tary intelligence sought to develop a, new means to
counter the enemy.

{(3) The TInited States Government called upon
the Comanche Nation to support the military effort
by recruiting and enlisting Comanche men to serve
in tlie United States Army to develop a secret code
based on the Comanche language.

(4) At thie time, the Comancbes were second-
class citizens, and they were a people who were dis-
couraged [rom using their own language.

(5) The Comanches of the 4th Signal Division
became known as the “Comanche Code Talkers™ and
helped to develop a4 code using their Janguage to

communicate military messages during tlie D-Day
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5)
invasion and in the European theater during World
War II.

(6) To the enemy's frustration, the code devel-
oped by these Native American Indians proved to be
unbreakable and was used extensively throughout
the European theater.

(7) The Comanche language, discouraged in the
past, was instrumental in developing one of the most
significant and successful military codes of World
War I1.

(8) The Comanche Code Talkers contributed
greatly to the Allied war effort in Europe and were
instrumental in winning the war in Europe. Their
efforts saved countless lives.

(9) Only 1 of the Comanche Code Talkers of
World War II remains alive today.

{10) The time has come for the United States
Congress to honor the Comanche Code Talkers for
their valor and their service to the Nation.

(11) The congressional gold medals authorized
by this fitle are the recognition and honor by the
United States and its citizens of tlie Comanche Code
Talkers who distinguished themselves in performing
a unique, highly successful communications oper-

ation that greatly assisted in saving countless lives

«IIR 4597 [H
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and in hastening the end of World War II in Eu-

rope.

SEC. 202, CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL,

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-
priate arrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the
Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate design to each
of the following Comanche Code Talkers of Waorld War
I1, in recognition of their contributions to the Nation:

(1)Charles Chihitty.

(2) Haddon Codynah.
(3) Robert Holder.

(4) Forrest Kassanovoid.
(5} Withington Mihecoby.
(6) Perry Noyebad.

(7) Clifford Otitivo.

(8) Simmons Parker.

(9) Melvin Permansu.

(10) Dick Red Elk.
(11)Elgin Red Elk.
(12) Larry Saupitty.
(13) Morris Sunrise.
(14) Willie Yackeschi.
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TITLE 111—-CHOCTAW CODE
TALKERS

SEC. 301. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1)On April 6, 1917, the TInited States, after
extraordinary provocations, declared war on Ger-
many, thus the IJnited States entered World War 1,
the war (0 End All Wars.

(2) At the ume of this declaralion of war, In-
dian people in the Umted States, including members
of the Choetaw Nation, were not accorded the status
of citizens of the United States.

(3) Without regard to this lack of citizenship,
many members of the Choctaw Nation joined many
members of other Indian tribes and nations in enlist-
ing in the Armed Forces to fight on behalf of their
native land.

(4) Members of the Choclaw Nation were en-
listed in the force known as the American Expedi-
tionary Force, which began hostile actions in France
in the fall of 1917, and specifically, members of the
Choctaw Nation were ncorporated 1n a eompany of
Indian enlistees scrving in the 142d Infantry Com-

pany of the 361l Division.

»HR 4597 11T
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(5) A major impedimenl to Allied operations in
general, and American operations in particular, was
the fact that the (German forces had deciphered all
codes used for transmitting information befween Al-
lied commands, leading to substantial loss of men
and materiel during the first year of American ac-
tion.

(6} Because of the proximity and static nature
of the battle lines, a2 method to communicate without
the knowledge of the enemy was needed.

(7) An American commander realized the fact
that he had under his command a number of men
who spoke a native language. While the use of such
native languages was discouraged by the American
Government, the commander sought out arid re-
cruited 18 Choctaw Indians to use for transmission
of field telephone communications during an upcom-
ing campaign.

(8) Because the language used by the Choctaw
soldiers in the transmission of information was not
based on a European language or on a mathematical
progression, the Germans were unable to understand

any of the transmissions.

*HR 4597 111
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{9) The Choctaw soldiers were placed in dif-
ferent command positions, to achieve the widest pos-
sible area for communicalions.

(10) The use of the Choctaw Code Talkers was
partieularly important in the movement of American
soldiers in October of 1918 (including securing for-
ward and exposed positions), in the protection of
supplies during American action (including pro-
tecting gun emplacements from enemy shelling), and
in the preparation for the assault on German posi-
tions in the final stages of combat operations in the
fall of 1918,

(11)In the opinion of the officers involved, (he
use of Choctaw Indians to transmit information in
their native language saved men and munitions, and
was highly successful. Based on this successful expe-
rience, Choctaw Indians were being withdrawn from
frontline units for training in transmission of codes
s0 as to he more widely used when the war came to
a halt.

(12) The Germans never succeeded in breaking
the Choctaw code.

(13) This was the {irst time in modern warfare

that suclt transmission of messages in a native

+IIH 4597 IH

11-L-05659/08D/59830



o o L U O T

oc

1(

American language was nsed for the purpose of con-

fusing the enemy.

(14) This action by members of the Choctaw

Nation is another example of the commitment of

American Indians (o the defense of our great Nation

and adds to the proud legacy of such service.

(15) The Choctaw Nation has honored the ae-

tions of thece |8 Choctaw Code Talkers throupgh a

memorial bearing their names located at the en-

trance of the tribal complex in Durant, Oklahoma.
SEC. M2. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL.

The Speaker of the House of Representatives and the
President Pro Tempore of the Senate shall make appro-
priate arrangements for the presentation, on behalf of the
Congress, of a gold medal of appropriate design honoring
the Choctaw Code Talkers.

TITLE IV —-GENERAL

PROVISIONS
SEC. 401. MEDALS FOR OTHER CODE TALKERS .

{a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—In addition to
the gold medals authorized to be presented nnder section
102, 202, and 302, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resenlatives and the Presidenl Pro Tempore of the Senate
shall make appropriate arrangements for the presentation,

on behalf of the Congress, of a. gold medal of appropriate
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I design to any other Native American Code Talker identi-
2 fied by the Seerclary of Defense pursuant to subsection
3 (b} who has riot previously received a congressional gold
4 medal

5 {(b) IDENTIFICATION OF OTHER, NATIVE AMERICAN

6 CoDE TAILKERS. —

7 (1)Ts GENERAL—Any Native American mem-
8 her of the United Siates Armed Forces who served
9 as a Code Talker 1n any foreign conflict in which the
10 Tited States was irirolved during the 2tth Century
1 shall be eligible for a gold medal under this section.
12 (2) DETERMINATION.—Eligibility under para-
13 graph (1) shall be determined by the Secretary of
4 Defense and such Seeretary shall establish a list of
15 the names of such eligible individuals before the end
16 of the 120-day period beginning on the date of the
17 enactment of this Act.

18 SEC. 402, PROVISIONS APPLICABLE TO ALL MEDALS

19 UNDER THISACT .

20 (a) MEDALS AWARDED PoOsTHUMOUSTY.—Medals
21 authorized by this Act may be awarded posthumously on
22 behalf of, and preseated to the next of kin or other rep-
23 resentative of, a Native American Code Talker.

24 {b) DESIGN AND STRIONG.

«HR 4597 IH
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(1)IN GENERAL.—For purposes of any presen-
tation of a gold medal under this Act, the Secretary
of the Treasury shall strike gold medals with suit-
able emblems, devices, and inscriptions, to be deter-
mined hy the Secretary.

(2) DESIGXNS EMBLEMATIC OF TRIBAL AFFILI-
ATION.—The design of the gold medals struck under
rhix Acr for Nanve American Code talkers of the
same [ridian tribe shall be emblematic of the partici-
pation of the Code Talkers of such Indian tribe.

{(3) INDIAN TRIBE DEFINED.—For purposes of
this subsection, the term “Indian tnbe” has the
same meaning as in section 4 of the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act.

403, DUPLICATE MEDALS,

The Secretary of the Treasury may strike and sell

duplicates in bronze of tlie gold medals struck under this

Act in accordance with such regulations as the Secretary

may prescribe, and dt a price sufficient to cover the costs

thereof, including labor, materials. dies, use of machinery,

and

SEC.

overhead expenses. arid the cost of tlie bronze medal.
404, STATUS 45 NATIONAL MEDALS,

The medals struck pursuant to this Act are national

medals for purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, IJnited

States Code.

«HR 4597 TH
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SEC, 405. FUNDING,

(a) AUTHORITY TO UUSE F1UND AMOUNTS.—There is
authorized to be charged against the United States Mint
Public Enterprise Jfund such amounts as may he neec-
essary to pay for the costs of the medals authorized by
this Act.

() PROCEEDS OF SALE.—Amonnts received from the
sale of duplicate hronze medals nnder section 403 <hall
be deposited n the [Inited States Mint Puhlic Enterprise

Fund.

IR 4597 IH
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DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 203011010

SEP 2 9 2006
N
o
o
The Honorable Dan Boren ¢~
U.S. House of Representatives
Room 216 Cannon House Building
Washington D.C. 20515-3602
Dear Congressman Boren:
Thank you for apprising the Department of Defense of your efforts to
secure passage of H.R. 4597, the Code Talker Recognition Act.
The story of the Native American Code Talkers is one of the most inspiring
chapters in America's march to victory in World War 11. Their heroic and
dramatic conlribulions were instrumental in driving back our enemies across the
Pacific.
You are to be commended for bringing Lhe stories of these heroes Lo the i)Q
attention of the American people.
s / &
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O
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SEp 2 5 2006

TO: Vice President Richard B. Cheney
Stephen]. Hadley

CCe Eric Edelman

FROM; Donald Rumsfdﬁw

SUBJECT: Briefing by Marin Strmecki on Afghanistan
T urge you to get the brief by Marin Strmecki on Afghanistan. It is important.

Thanks.

DHR.5¢
SF092206-01

15055-08

ot FRE A
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SEP 2 5 2006

TO: Vice President Richard B. Cheney
Stephen J. Hadley

CCe Eric Edelman

FROM: Donald Rumsfel/‘:.w

SUBJECT: Briefingby Marin Strmecki on Afghanistan
I urge you to get the brief by Marin Strmecki on Afghanistan. It is important.

Thanks.

DHR.ss
SHO2206-01
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September 18,2006

TO: Eric Edelman 091806-3D

FROM: Daonald Rumsfeld :Dl

SUBJECT: Foreign Training in Military Instiutions

Ryan Henry said you have a tracking system for all military institutions that tzain

fureigners, 1 would fike o see whan it bouks like, please.

Thanks.

DHR.dh
SFOP1 20¢-33

Please Respond By 10/05/06

0SD 1
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INFO MEMO
DSD
USDP_%%

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE SEP 5 Nﬂm
FROM Ryan Henry, PD Under S Defense for PaliEhAL L

yan Henry, nder Secretary of Defense for SEP % 3 2006 (j]
SUBJECT: Foreign Training in Military Institutions Q
» You asked to seethe trackitig system for all military institutions that train foreigners >

(note next under). There are currently two primary student tracking systems:

= The Security Assistance Network website (SAN-Web). A sampleis at TAB A,

= The Foreign Military Training Report Data Systern « this is a substitute data
collection (ool for schools and cenlters that are not capable of waing or suhmitling

training data through the SAN-Web. A sampleis at TAB B.

o We are looking at ways 1o push this information out to the Combatant Commands and
country teams,

Attachments: As stated.

aedaS$EE

Prepared hy: Christine Lueker, OUSD(P) Policy Plannind(6)(6) ]

ARV

qod2@S A |

15073-06
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81251200612 14 48 PM



September 18,2006

TO: Fric Edelman 09 I806 -3 5

FROM Donald Rumsteld 9/

SUBJECT Foreign Training in Military Institutions

Ryan Henry said you have a tracking system for all mulitary institutionsthat train

forcigners. I would like to sce what it looks like, pleasc.

Thanks,

DHR.dh
SFO918D6-33

Please Respond By 10/05/06

Foto
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SAN-Web

This system collects Training data for over 290 countries and special purpose codes
{such as various NATO divisions and DoD areas). Notall country/areas receivetraining

funding every year.

There are two major Type of Assistance codes that are tracked inthe system: FMS and
IMET. Within these major groups, data is further brokenout by Program Cades:

] IntematlonaIM|I|taryEducat|on and Trammg{IMET}
Aviation Leadership Program

Regional Defense Counterterrotism Felowship Program

Deb ReglonaICentersfor SlrateglcSlud:es

_ PME Exchanges.
""_jFore|gnAss|stanoa Act DrawDown, Section 506

MINE'Y Assismnce Program (MAP). .. .....

IMET. Multi-yaer

: “”ﬁ}ﬁ““‘;ﬁ R

Foraign M|||tarySaJes _{FMS)

FormgnMHrtary Fmancmg {FMF)

IMET 2 Year FundmgAuthonl {Title VI Emergency Supplemamal Appropriation}

 Intenational Narcotics and LawEnforcement(lNL}

Afncam Certingency Operations Trammg and Asalslano'a'
Miscellaneous. DODDOS Nun-Sa;urlty Assnstance

Exchange Training

Credit (Repayable]

Not all program codes are currently used, as some programs have expired or inthe

planning phases.

The SAN-Weh tracks infarmation peraining to the travel, lodging, individual, courses

andtraining. Indevelopingthe Foreign Military Training Report (FMTR}), DSCA looks at
the following data elements:

Country Code

|A Implementing Agency
CASED FMS Gaseldentifier
PY Price Year
TA Type of Assistance
ASQFDATE Data Validity Date
TITLE Course Title
COURSE-NO course Number
LoC Location of Gourse

11-L-0559/0S5D/5984 1



UNIT-COST

TLA_COST Travel and Living Expenses Cost
TOTAL-COST Complete Cost
START-DT Course Start Date
END-DT Coursa End Date
GRADE US Equivalent Rank
STU_NAME Name of foreign student being frained
QTyY Number of students
PR Price Year
PRICE-YR Price Year

11-L-0559/0SD/59842



STL Report Screenshot:
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» Army Cnly

r Maritime Only
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1 1P Students to Excel
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Options
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[ Create STL Report )

Brietly axplain which records you would like to view. Some points to remember, laave blar_nk any
criteria you are not interested in and the less criteria entmmd, generally the more data will be
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STL Report Data (Thailand) Screenshot:
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Foreign Military Training Reportdata system

o Mun38 “RMTE Data [Splelidaesn : Form)

|® e Edk View Inset Fomat Records Toos Window Hgbo =18

F oreign
-ACTUAL- M i I ita ry

2006 T raining
-ESTIMATED- Report

The second systern used captures much of the same data as the SAN-Web, but is only
usedfor schodls and centers that do not have access 1o the SAN-Web. These locations
include 5 Regional Centers and the service academies.

This system is also usedto report activities in South and Central American countries
where specific training was performed under Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities {Section 1004}, International Narcotics and Law Entorcement {INL), as well as

Regional Defense Counterterrcrism Fellowship Program (CTFP).

11-L-0559/05D/59845



FMTR Data Entry Screenshot:
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Specific Case Example: Saudi Arabia FY05

The data used for the 2005-06 Fareign Military Training Report included over 230
validated records form boththe SAN-Web and FMTR submitted data. These records
are screened by SAQ’s as well as DSCA for accuracy before inclusionto the report.

The San-Web data included recards with program codes:

intarnailanal Miltary Education and Training :mﬁ _
IF Fareign Milkary Sales (FMS) . ]

These specific program codes were used to train 235 students, using $6,989,128 in
training funds.

Non-SanWeb Data included program codes:

L= e T
- T e |
P S 21 e e

a Ragtonal Deferze Countermerorism Fallowship Program

e

c DoD Raglonal Canlar for Smatagic Studas
F . [Foreign Marary Saies (FMS) S

These specific program codes were used o train 81 students, using $2,658,469 in
training funds. These training records were reportedto DSCA from the Near East South
Asia Center and the Marshall Center.
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

¢4¢

October 6,2006

The Honorable Louise M. Slaughter
Ranking Member

Committee on Rules

U.S. House of Representatives
Waushington, DC 205135

Dear Representative Slaughter:

[ received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleagues regarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. 1 have asked Mr,
Eric Edelman. Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense's General Counsel. We will be 1n touch with you again as
soon as possible.

MWHLO T

With best wishes,

Sincerely.

7l s

9% 95 27

osD

L
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

QOctober 6,2006

The Honorable John Murtha
Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Defense
Committee on Appropriations
U.S. House ol Representatives

Washington, DC 20515
Dear Representative Murtha:

I received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleaguesregarding Mr, Bilal Hussein. I have asked Mr.
Eric Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

October 6,2006

The Honorable Ike Skelton
Ranking Member
Committee on Armed Services

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Skelton:

[ received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleagues regarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. 1 have asked Mr.
Eric Edelman. Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
mic with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command. and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely.
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

October 6,2006

The Honorable John Conyers
Ranking Member
Committee on the Judiciary

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Conyers:

I received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleagues regarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. T have asked Mr.
Eric Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

October 6, 2006

The Honorable Henry Waxman
Ranking Member

Committee on Government Reform
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Waxman:

[ received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleagues regarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. 1 have asked Mr.
Eric Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTOCN

October 6,20006

The Honorable Barney Frank
Chairman

Ranking Member

Committee on Financial Services
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Frank:

I received your letter of September 27 that you signed with
your colleaguesregarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. I have asked Mr.
Eric Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

96-06
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

October 6,2006

The Honorable Jerrold Nadler
Ranking Member

Subcommittee on the Constitution
Committee on the Judiciary

U.S. Ilouse of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515
Deer Representative Nadler:

[ received your letter of September27 that you signed with
your colleagues regarding Mr. Bilal Hussein. [ have asked Mr,
Eric Edelman, Under Secretary of Defense tor Policy, to provide
me with a comprehensive update after consulting with the
Commander, U.S. Central Command, and the Department of
Defense’s General Counsel. We will be in touch with you again as
soon as possible.

With best wishes,

Sincerely,

OosD 98-08
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900

{NTERNATIONAL. SECURIN

POLICY NOV & 3 2006

'The Honorable Louise M. Slaughter
2469 Rayburm House Office Building
Washington, DC 2051 §

Dear Representative Slaughter:

Thank you for your letter of September27,2006 to the Secretary of Defense regarding
Bilal Hussein, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalition [orces in Irag. First, let me
assure you that Mr. Hussein 1s being held in safe conditions and is being treated humanely and in
accordance with US. law, the law of war, and applicable U.3, palicy. Mr, Husscin is bxing
detained for imperative reasons of sccurity, as authorized under the law of war and under UN

Security Council Resolutions 1546 (2004) and 1637 (Z008S),

The Department has compelling informationthat Mr. Hussein is affiliated with al Qaida
in Iraqand has actively supported the insurgency. Aller receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Irag (IMINF-I) sent representatives to Washington, D.C. to pravide the Office of the
Secretary of Defense andthe Joint Staff a Top Secretbriefing detailing thecircumstances of Mr.
Hussein’s casc. This same bricfing was provided to the House and Scnute Armed Service
Cormunittee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require crirmiral
charges to be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of sceurity. Mr,
Hussein's situation is, however, subject to regular admimistrativereview to determine if
continued detention 1s warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially attbe brigade and division unit levels, then at a theater internment facility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U.8.-Iraqi
administrativereview board. The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein’s situation at least once every six
months. Mr. Hussein's first review by the CRRB was conducted on July 2,2006. At that time,
the CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr, Hussein’s detention because of the threat he
continucsto pose ¥o the sccunty and stability of Iraq.

Since his capture in April 2006, Mr. Husscin has had the opportunity to provide
cormments in writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunity to meet with a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. T anticipate that Mr, Hussein will continue to be held
by Coalition [orces in Irayas an imperative threat 1o security [or the foreseeable future, Should
you require additional information, the Department is prepared to brief you on this matter.

Cully Stimson
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Deiense for Detainee Affairs
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900

INTEHNPESE[?:I;‘HECURITY NOV U 3 2[]06

The Honorable John Murtha
2423 Raybum House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Murtha:

Thank you for your letter of September 27,2006 to the Secretary of Delense regarding
Bilal Husscin, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalition forees in Tragy, First, let me
assure you that Mr, Hussein 1s berig held in safe conditions and 1s being treated humanely and in
accordance with U.8. law, the law of war, and applicable U.S. policy. Mr, Hussein is being
detained for imperative reasons of security, as authorized under the law of war and under UN
Security Council Resolutions 1546 (2004) and 1637 (2005).

The Department has compelling information that Mr. Hussein 1s alfiliated with al Qaida
in Iraq and has actively supported the insurgency. After receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Trag (MNE-I Jsent representatives to Washington, D, C to provide the Office of the
Sceretary of Defense and the Joint Staffa Top Secret bricfing detailing the ¢ircumstances of Mr.
Hussein's case. This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Armed Service
Commitlee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require criminal
chargesto be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of security. Mr.
Hussein's situation 1s, however, subjectto regular administrative review (o determine if
continued detention is warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially at the brigade and divisionunil levels, then at a theater intermment facility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U, 8.-1raqi
administrativereview board. The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein's situation at least once every six
months, Mr, Hussein's first review by the CRRB was conducted on July 2,2006. At that time,
thc CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr. Husscin's detentiou because of the threat he
continuesto pose Lo the security and stability of [rag.

Since his capture in April 2006, Mr. Hussein has had the opportunity to provide
comments in writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunity to meet with a
lawycr, relatives, and AP representatives. 1 anticipate that Mr. Husseinwill contitiue Lo be held
by Coalition forces in Iraq as an imperative threat to security for the foreseeable future. Should
you require additional information, the Department is prepared to brief you on this matter.

Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Detainee Affairs
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900

INTERNATIONAL SECTRITY DV o 3 2006
POLICY

The Honorable Jke Skelton
2206 Rayburn Housc Otfice Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Skelton:

Thank you for your letter of September 27,2006 to the Secretary of Defenseregarding
Bilul Husscin, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalition forees in Irag. First, let me
assure you that Mr. Hussein is being held in safe conditionsand is being weated humanely and in
accordancewith 1J.3. law, thelaw ol war, and applicable U.S, policy. Mr. Hussein is being
detained for imperative reasons of security, as authorized under the law of war and under UN
Security Council Resolutions 1546(2004) and 1637 (2005).

The Department has compelling information that Mr, Hussein is filiated with al Qaida
in Iragand has actively supported the insurgency. After receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Iraq(MNF-I) sent representatives to Washington, D.C. to provide the Office of the
Sceretury of Defense and the Joint Statfa Top Scercet bricfmg detalling the circumstances of M,
Hussein‘s case, This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Armed Service
Committee staff on Oclober 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require criminal
charges to be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of security. Mr.
Hussein's situation is, however, subjectto regular administrative review o determine if
continued detention is warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially at the brigade and division unit levels, then at a theater internment facility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB) , which is ajoint U.S.-[raqi
admimstrative review board. The CRRBreviewsMr. Hussein’s situation at least once every six
months. Mr, Hussein’s first review by the CRRB was conducted on July 2,2006. At that time,
the CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr. Husscin’s detention because of the threat he
continues to pose to the security and stability of Iraq,

Sincehis capture in April 2006, Mr. Hussein has had the opportunity to provide
comments i writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunity to meet with a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. I anticipate that Mr. Hussein will continue to be held
by Caoalition forces in Iraq as an imperative threat to security for the foreseeable fuhumre, Should
you require additional information, the Department is prepared to brief you on this matter.

Ily Stimson
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Detainec Affairs
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2500 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900

INTE HNAT;%&%I} SECURITY
NOV 0 3 2005 .
The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
2426 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Conyers:

Thank you [or your letter ol September 27,2006 to the Secretary of Delenseregarding
Bilal Husscin, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalition forces in Irag. First, letme
assure you that Mr. Hussein is being held in safe conditions and is being treated humanely and in
accordance with U.S. Taw, the law of war, and applicablc U.S. policy. Mr. Hussein isbeing
detained for imperative reasons of security, as authorized under the law of war and under TUN
Sceurity Council Resolutions 15462004y and 1637 (2005).

The Department has compelling information that Mr, Husscin is affiliated with al Qaida
in Iragand has actively supported the insnrgency. Afier receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Zraq (MNE-I) sent representatives 10 Washingoan, D.C. 1o provide the Olfice of the
Secretary of Defense and the Joint Staffa Top Sceret bricfing detailing the circunstances of Mr.
Hussein's case. This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Ammed Service
Committee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require criminal
charges to be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of security. Mr.
Hussein's situation 1s, however, subject to regular administrative review (o determineif
continued detention is warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially atthe brigade and division unit levels, then at a theater internment facility, and
then by the Combined Review ard Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U8, -Iraqi
administrative review board.  The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein's situation at least once every six
months. Mr. Hussein'’s first review by the CRRB was conducied on July 2,2006. At (hat time,

the CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr. Hussein's detention because of the threat he
confinues to pose to the security and stability of Iraq.

Since his capture in April 2006, Mr. Hussein has had the opportunity to provide
comments in writing for considerationby his review boards and the opportunity to meet with a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. [ anticipate that Mr. Hussein will continue to be held
by Coalition forces in Tragas an imperative threat to security for the foreseeable future, Should
you require additional information, the Departmentis prepared (o brief you on this matter.

Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense forDetainee AFairs
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON. DC 2030 1-2300

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY
POLICY

The Honorable Henry Weparen NOV 4 3 2005
2204 Raybum House Office Building

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Waxman:

Thank you for your letter of September 27,2006 to the Secretary of Defense regatding
Bilal Hussein, an AP photographer who 1s being held by Coalition forces in Irmg. First, let me
assure you that Mr. Hussein is being held in safe conditions and is being treated humanely and in
accordance with U.8. law, lthe law Of war, and applicableU.S.policy. Mr, Hussein is belig
detained for imperative reasons of sceurity, as authorized under the law of war and under UN
Security Council Resolutions 1546 (2004) and 1637 (2005).

The Depanment has compelling informationthat Mr. Hussein is affiliated with al Qaida
in Irag and has actively supported the insurgency. After receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Iraq (MNF-I) sent representativesto Washington, D.C.to provide the Office of the
Secretary of Deflense and the Joint Staff a Top Secret briefing detailing the circumstances ol Mr.

Hesgrd scase. This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Armed Service
Commuttee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Sccurity Council Resolutions do not require criminal
charges to be brought against an individual who is held for imperanivereasons of secunity. Mr.
Hussein’s situationis, however, subjectto regular administrativereview to determine if
continued detention is warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially at the brigade and divisionunit levels, then at a theater internmentfacility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U.S -Iragi
administrativereview board. The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein’s situation at least once cvery six
months. Mr. Hussein’s first review by the CRRB was conductedon July 2,2006. At that time,

the CRRB voled unanimously to continue Mr. Hussein's detention because of the threat he
continues to pose to the security and stability of Iraq.

Since his capture in April 2006, Mr. Hussein has had the opportunity to provide
comments in writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunity to meet with a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. [ anticipate that Mr. Hussein will continue to be held
by Coalition forces in Iraq as an imperative threat to security for the toresceable future, Should
you require additionalinformation, the Department is prepared to brief you on this matter,

Gully Stimson

Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Detainee Affairs

.
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OFFICE CF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900

INTERMHATIOMAL SECURITY
The Honorable Bamey Frank
2252 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Frank.:

Thank you for your letter of September27,2006 to the Secretary of Defense regarding
Bilal Hussein, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalition forces in Iraq. First, fet me
assure you that Mr, Hussein is being held in safe conditions and is being treated humanely andin
accordauce with U.8, law, the law of war, and applicable ULS, policy. Mr. Hussein is belng
detained for imperative reasons of security, as authorized under the law of war and under UN
Sceurity Council Resolutions 1546 (2004) and 1637 (2005).

The Departmenthas compelling information that Mr. Husscinis affitiated withal Qaida
in Iraq and has actively supported the insurgency. Afterreceiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Iraq (MNF-I) sent representatives 1o Washington, D.C. 10 provide the Office of the
Secretary of Defense and the Joint Staffa Top Secret briefing detailing the circumstances of Mr,
Hussein's case. This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Armed Service
Committee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require criminal
chargesto be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of security. Mr.
Hussein’s situation is, however, subjectto regular administrative eview to determine if
continued detention is warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially at the brigade and division unit Jevels, then at a theater internment facility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U.8,-[raqi
administrativereview board. The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein’s situation at least once every six
months. M, Hussein's flest review by the CRRB was conducted on July 2,2006. At that time,
the CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr. Husscin’s detention because of the threat he
continues to pose to the security and stability of Irag.

Sincehis capture in April 2006, Mr, Hussein has had the opportunity to provide
comments in writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunily to meet with a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. [ anticipate that Mr. Hasesn will continue to be held
by Coalition forces in Iraq as an imperative threat to security for the foreseeable fubure, Should
you require additional information, the Departiment is prepared to briel you onthis matter.

i
Cully Stimson
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Decfense for Detainec Affairs

1 1-|_-05%SD/59865



OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

2300 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2500

INTERNATIONAL SECURTTY
PoLicY

NOV 9 3 2005
The Honorable Jerrold Nadler

2334 Raybum House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Nadler:

Thank you for your letter of September27,2006 to the Secretary of Defenseregarding
Bilal Husscin, an AP photographer who is being held by Coalitionforees in Irag. First, let me
assure you that Mr. Hussein is being held in safe conditions and is being treated humanely and in
accordance with U.S, law, the law of war, and applicable ULS. policy. Mr. Hussein is being
detuined for imperative reasons of sccurity, as authorizedunder the law of war and under UN
Security Council Resolutions 1546 (2004) ard 1637 (2(05).

The Departrmenthas compeliing information that Mr, Hussein is affiliated withal Qaida
in Iraq and has actively supportedthe insurgency. Afier receiving your letter, the Multi-National
Force in Trag (MNF-I) sent representatives to Washirggzn, D.C. (o provide the Office of the
Secretaryof Defense ardl the Joint Staff a Top Secret briefing detailing the circumstances of vr,
Hussein’s case. This same briefing was provided to the House and Senate Armed Service
Committee staff on October 6,2006.

The law of war and the applicable Security Council Resolutions do not require criminal
charges to be brought against an individual who is held for imperative reasons of security. Mr,
Hussein's situation is, however, subject to regular administrative review 1o determine if
continued detentionis warranted. The detention review process involves several stages of
review, initially at the brigade and division unit leveis, then at a theater internment facility, and
then by the Combined Review and Release Boards (CRRB), which is ajoint U.8 -Iragi
administrative review board.  The CRRB reviews Mr. Hussein’s situationat least once cvery six
months. Mr, Huassein's first review by the CRRB was conducted on July 2,2006. At that time,

the CRRB voted unanimously to continue Mr. Hussein’s detention because of the threat he
continues to pose to the sceurity and stability of Traq.

Since his capture in April 2006, Mr. Husscin has had the opportunity to provide
comments m writing for consideration by his review boards and the opportunity to meet Wit a
lawyer, relatives, and AP representatives. [ anticipate that Mr, Hussein will continue to be held
by Coalition forces in Irag as an imperative threat to sccurity for the foresceable future, Should
you require additional information, the Department is prepared to brief you on this matter.

y Stimson
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
Defense for Detainee Affairs

11-L-055§SD/59866
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October 26,2006

FROM: Cully
TO: PDUSD

SUBJECT: SECDEF’s reply to a congressional letter
on Bilal Hussein

- The attached memo for the Secretary requeststhat he
sign the replies to the Members of Congress that sent
him a letter regarding a detained AP Journalist in Iraq,
Bilal Hussein.

Ne [ o148
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POLICY COORDINATION SHEET

Subject: Reply to a Congressional Letter (U}
1-Number: 06/012780

Title/Qrganization Name Date

USDP

OGC Mr. Dell’Orto 26 October 06
Joint StafffJ5 MG Breedlove 20 October 06
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September 27,2006

10:

CCr Enic Edeleman

HIMEESE’

FROM: Donald Rums

A
SUBJECT Possible POTUS Visht to Albania

My understanding isthat no current sitting President has evet visited Albania.
Apparently, former PresidentBush visiled after e Lefi oLiice.

You may want to think about having the President. making a quick siop in Albania
when he attends the NATO Summitin Riga.

The Albanians are helping us m Afghanisn and in Traq  They beiieve in
freedom. 'They are a counsry that was one ofthe most reprcssive regimes in the
Soviel hlock. 1think it would be a nice opportunity.

Give it some thought.

Thank youw

DHlas
OR705411 (FS)
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July 18, 2086

ebl

To: Eric Edelman

cc! Tina Jonas

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld :plf
SUBJECT: Helping Counmrigs who helpus in Aighanistan and lreq

W ¢ have fo think through how we can reward, repay and favor tha countries that
have helped us in Afghanistan and kaq. The State Depanment has a process that
runs out two o three years in advance, The Foreign Relations Committee nas it,
and it is not oriented toward helping the people who are helping us. We need to
get that fixed.

Thanks.
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FROM Peter Rodman, Assistant Secretary of Defense (ISWEF' 28t

INFO MEMO

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

SUBIJECT: Helping Countries Who Help Us in Afghanistan and Irag

e You asked us to think through how we can reward. repay and favor countries that
have helped us in Afghanistan and Iraq.

» Thebest way we can help coalition partners who have helped us is to ensure they are
well-equipped and trained, and interoperable with U.S. forces,

e Weneed to work with combatant commanders and the military departments 10
prioritize and rank order countries to ensure training and equipment flow to those
countries that most merit assistance. Additionally, we would

reprioritize the distribution of Coalition Support Funds (CSF) to supporta
wider universe of coalition partners. Roughly 90% of current CSF goes to
Pakistan and Jordan, leaving very little for the rest of our coalition partners;

conduct pre-deployment training for coalition partners in critical areas such as
counter-lED, interoperahilily, and measures 10 protect against fratricide—
some of this can be done in partnership with- NATQ;

~ expand already proven security coopetation tools;

O increase the combatant commanders” ability to train and equip coalition
parthers for multiple contingencies hy seeking permanent Section 1206
authority for 4 $500 M Global Train & Equip fund.

o broaden coalition partner training and maximize their participation i the
Counter Terrorism Fellowship Program, War College, Service Schools, and
Regional Center programs, to help our partners prepare for current and
future conflicts.

resource a Defense Coalition Support Account (DUSA) to stockpile equipment
for our ¢coalition partners;
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transform CENTCOMs Coalition Village into a Coalition Liaison Center

(CLC) with a global focus. Baseline funding for the CLC 1s estimated at
$32.3M in the first year; and

integrate coalition-enabling technology solutions into existing and planned
programs, We are requesting baseline funding of $30M per year to execute
this initiative.

¢ Additionally, we have identified an interoperable Counter Radio Controlled
Electronic Vadaxe (CREW) system to help save the lives of our coalition partners by
defeating Improvised Explosives Devices, We will purchase an initial inventory of
systerns this year, and will prioritize distribution to those coalition partners most
willing to tight.

COORDINATION: Tab A
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July 18, 2006
TO: Enic Edelman

cC: Tina Jonas

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 9 4
SUBJECT: Ille!ping Coumtries who help us in Afghanistan and Iraq

We have to think through how we can reward, repay and Favor the couniries thai
have helped us in Afghanistanand Irag. The Statc Depastment has a process that
runs out two ar three vears in sdvance. The Foreign Relations Committee nang it,

andi( 5 notorientcd toward helping the people who are helping 1s. We need to
get that fixed

Thanks.

Ml
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POLICY COORDINATIONSHEET

Subject of Memo: Helping Countries Who Help Us in t Afghanistan and Iraq
Control Number: SF071706-06

Title/Organization Name Date

USDP Eric Edelman o W
PDUSD for Policy Ryaa Henry

ASD ISA Peter Rodman 25 3€P)6G
PDASDISA Mary Beth Long TOY- Loty Peviotn
Deputy Director, DSCA RichMillies 12 Sep 06

Senior Counselor for CA Debwa Cagan 12Sep 06

OSD Comptroller Tern Smith 22 8ep 06

OSD Stability Ops Jeb Nadaner 20 Sep 06
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August 21, 2006
TO: Peter Rodman
N
CC: Eric Edelman Q
FROM Donald Rumsfeld ?/{ L
SUBJECT Budgets for Afghanistan and Trag
Thanks for your interim answer and the initial summary of the budgets for
Afghanistan ard Iraq. Ilook forward o seeingthe much more detailed briefing
3001,
Thanks.
Attach. 8/14/06 ASD(ISA) memo to SD m: Briefings on A/ghanisranand Iraq
Budgets (CSD12967-06)
LR &b
SPogalle-
Please Respond By 09/21/06
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INFO MEMO
DSD

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FROM: Peter W. Rodman, Assistant Secretary of Defense (IS«"}YL
SUBJECT : Briefings on Afghanistan and Iraq Budgets

e You asked for “briefings on the Afghan and Iragi Budgets for the past year or two as
well as a two year projection.” The following is a shart explanation of the Iragi and

Afghan budgets (TAB A).
IRAQ

o The Iragi Government receives approximately 96% of its revenue from the dl sector.
Other revenue comes from taxes and state-owned enterprises.

e The Iraqi Government spends its money on the execution of ministry budgets for
operations and infrastrycture as well as other national interests.

e The Iraqi budget increased steadily since 2004 and the IMF projects it tocontinue
increasing over the next two years.

» The 2004 budget was under spent by approximately $900M and by approximately
$6.4B in 2005.

— Of'the unspent money in 2005, §3.7B is being used fofund the projected 2006
deficit. The remaining amount will be used as a reserve against future risk.

= The most significantunder spending wes in the Ministries of Oil and Electricity,
who only spent 7% of their combined $3.3B budget.

- Tn 2005, the Security Ministries did not have a problem with under spending, but
transferred $400M from equipment and maintenance to salaries. due to unexpected
increases in hazard duty pay and personnel.

o The security budget constituted approximately 7% ofthe total budget in2004
and 2005 and 1s approximately 12% in 2006.

= The IMF projects security spending to be 17 of the total budget in 2007 and 18%
in 2008,

Prepared by COL SherryOwnby, OSD-ISA-NESA, [RYEY  Jord Laum Foster, DRSO, (&Y 1
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AFGHANISTAN

The Government of Afghanistan (GoA) receives roughly 23% of its funding via
domestic revenues (such as customs revenues, tax revenues, and user fees) and
roughly 76% exiernal financing (including donor contributions for budget support
through the Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund {ARTF) and the Law and Order

Trust Fund for Afghanistan).

Domestic revenues have been disirg steadily. The Afghan FY 2006 (March 2006 -
March 2007) domestic revenues are expected to be $520M. an increase of 36% from
the previous year.

— The increase is largely attributed to the customs reforms. introduction of road tolls,
and intraduction afthe excice tae.

The majarity of the Afghans’ domestic revenues are used for operating or recurrent
expenditures, 8.g., salanes.

The Afghan FY 2095 and FY 2006 budgets weem $1.746B and $2.135B, respectively.

= The vast majority of the expenditureshave been and will continue to be directed to
projects fr infrastructure, natural resources, agriculture and niral development

~ The GoA budget does not account for the billions of dollars contributed by donors
for major reconstruction projects, including $1.908B from the FY 2006 DoD
supplemental to support the Afghan National Security Forces.

Detailed data for the Afghan’s FY 2007 budget is not yet available.

COORDINATION: TABB

Attachments:
Ag stated

favies 2
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July 13,2006
TO: Eric Edelman
CC Steve Buccei
Cathy Mainardi

FROM Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT Briefmgs on Afghanistanand Iraq Budgets

I would UKke 10 be briefed on the budget of Afghanistan: YWh they spemnd thelr
money on, where the money comes [rom - maybe the last year or two, as well asa

two year projection.
I would like the same briefing for Iraq.

Thanks,

DHRka2
SFI7 1 206-08

Please Respond By August 01,2006

DistrOTOft Nb, Lo | Ahesen
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FOUO

Policy Coordination Sheet

Subject: Briefings on Afghanistan and Irag Budgets

I-Number: 06/009025-NESA

Title/Organization Name Date
5
Acting Dir NESA /SA  Ms. Laura Cooper @4% ///é 13
Director, NESA/NG John Trigilio W 3fifo6
PDASD ISA Ms. Mary Beth Long
Fove

11-L-0559/05D/59880



FOR-OFFICIAEUSE-ONEY

INFO MEMO
P SBP

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE SEp o 8 2005
FROM: Peter W. Rodman, Assistant Secretaryof Defense ([SA%EEF 26 2007
SUBIJECT: Budgets for Afghanistan and Iraq (U)
» () You asked for a more detailed briefing on the budgets for Afghanistan and [raq.
» FOHE} The Afghanistan and Iraq Budget Briefings are provided as requested.
COORDINATION: Tab C

Attachments:
Tab A - Afghan Budget Brief
Tab B ~ Iragi Budget Brief

Prepareid by COL Sierry Owaby, OSD-SA-NESA (0 ){6) nd PedelcVety(D)(B)
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July 13,2006
Eric Edelman

Steve Bucd

Cathy Mainardi
FROM: Donald Rumsfzld

SUBJECT Briefings on Afghanistan and Iraq Budgets

I would like to be briefed on the budget of Afehanistan: What they spend their

money on, where the money comes from - maybe the kst year or two, as wellas a

iwo year projection.

1 would like the Same briefing for Irag.

Thanks.

DHRaZ

SFO71206-08 _

Please Respond By August 01, 2006

DistroTo 71, Nby L kesr
Date__ Thi\ty
Time____{OFA_

o4 [o0To3S -

FOvo
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Policy Coordination Sheet

Subject: Briefirgs on Afghanistan and Traq Budgets

I-Number: 06/009025-NESA

Title/Organization Name Date

Acling Dir NESA /SA  Ms. Laura Cooper ﬂf@ﬂm %ﬁaﬁ 87"/4’ 2
Director, NESA/NG John Trigilic H’[S 3/1/06

PDASD ISA Me. Magy Beth Long
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UNCLASSIFIED

The Government of Afghanistan Budget

Briefing to the Secretary of Defense
21 September 2006

UNCLASSIFIED
{DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposesonly. Draflwerking papers. Not subject to FOlA release)

11-L-0559/08D/59887



UNCLASSIFIED
R Government of Afghanistan Budget
Purpose

QO Brief the SECDEF on the Afghan Budget
» Where they get the money

» How they spend the money

{DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT : For discussion purposes anly. Draft working papers. Not subject  FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED 2
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UNCLASSIFIED

B Government of Afghanistan Budget

d The Government of Afghanistan (GoA) receives over half
of its budget from domestic revenues (customs, taxes, user
fees)

» Domestic revenues have beenrising. They are projectedto be
$520M in FYQ6, up from $330M in FY05

> Increase in domestic revenues are due to customs reforms, new
road tolls, and a new excise tax

> Afghanistan allocates the majority of its domestic revenues for
operating or recurrent expenditures (salaries, for example)

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT Fordiscussion purposesnly. Drafl working papers. Not subject to FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED
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UNCLASSIFIED
A Governmentof Afghanistan Budget
Wy Overview (cont)

d The rest of Afghanistan’s budget is from donations and
external loans

a Afghanistan’s budget does not include donor grants or
direct foreign assistance

» For example, budget totals do NOT include the $1.808B DoD FY06
Supplemental for the ANSF

{DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT For discussion purposes enly. Draft working papers. Not subject 1o FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED 4
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UNCLASSIFIED

FYO06

Core (Operating) Budget $692M $831M

» Domestic revenues(e.g., taxes and tolls)

> Donda)tions (e.g., to the Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust
Fun

» External loans (e.qg., from the Asian Development Bank)

Note: The GoA’s FY begins in March; FY06 is March 2006 to March 2007
FYO06 estimates based on GoA Budget Statement

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussionpurposesonly. Dratt working papers. Not subjectts FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED

11-L-0559/0SD/59891



UNCLASSIFIED

- Government of Afghanistan Budget
Where they get the mone

Donor Contributions to Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust
Fund (ARTF) since March 2002 (in millions of USD)

Donor Cantribution Donor Contribution
UK 30.89 Finland 13.60
USA 238.59 Korea 6.00
EC 174.98 Ireland 5.16
Netherlands  150.90 Japan 5.00
Canada 139.16 UNDP 2.41
Norway 68.91 Luxemburg 1.62
Germany 56.70 Portugal 1.18
Sweden 47.86 Iran .99
Italy 23.54 India .80
Denmark 20.77 Switzerland .67
SaudiArabia 20.00 Bahrain .50
Australia . 16.56 Turkey .50
Kuwait 15.00

({DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussionpurposes anly. Draflworking papers. Not subjectto FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED

11-L-0559/0SD/59892



Breakdown of GoA budget by sector

4 Government of Afghanistan Budget
spend the mone:

UNCLASSIFIED

Security $291.52M | $361.55M
Education, Culture, Media $14841M | $187.79M
Governance, Rule of Law, Human Rights  |$ 46.31M [ $ 64.72M
Infrastructure, National Resources $22.08M |5 36.73M
Health $2433M | $27.28M
Economic and Private Sector Development | $22.37M | $ 19.61M
Agriculture and Rural Development $15.51M % 19.19M
Social Protection and Pensions $ 4.50M $ 5.67M
Other $117.83M | $115.40M
Total $692.31M | $838.00M
(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: Fer dacussion purposes anly. Draft sorking papers. Not subjoct 1o FOIA roleace) UNCLASSIFIED

11-L-0559/05D/59893
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UNCLASSIFIED

& Government of Afghanistan Budget

B How they spend the money (cont)

0 The GoA’s FY06 Operating Expenditures are expected to
be $838M

O This is a 21% increase over the previous FY, due to:
» Increase in the number of teachers
» Pay increase given to civil servants during FY05

» Funding new budgetary units and absorption of some costs from the
external budget

» (e.g., funding of the Afghan National Army (ANA), National
Security Council (NSC), Election Commission, Ministry of
Counter Narcotics)

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT:For discussion purposes cnly. Drafl working papers. Notsubject to FOIArelease) UNCLASSIFIED

11-L-0559/05D/59894



UNCLASSIFIED

Government of Afghanistan (GoA) |

Back-up Slides

UNCLASSIFIED
R ELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. Draft working papers. Mot subject lo FOIA releas:

11-L-0559/0SD/59895



A Government of Afghanistan Budget

UNCLASSIFIED

@ How they spend the money
Breakdown of GoA budget for Other FY05 FYO06
Policy Reserve $ 19.63M $ 16.08M
Interest on Debt $ 8.33M $ 9.71M
International memberships by ministries $ 3.09M $ 3.09M
Foreign Currency Control Fund $ .02Mm $ .00M
Pay and Grading $ 18.66M $ 17.00M
Pensions-Martyrs/disabled/civilian/military | $ 34.20M $ 38.14M
Severance, reskilling, & contingency funds | $20.78M | $ 29.12M
for emergencies and wages
Civil Service Pay Increase $1210M |$ .OOM
Provincial Council’s Salaries $ 1.03M |$ 247M
Total $117.83M | $115.40M

{DELIBERATIVEDOCUMENT Far discussion purposes only. Draftworking papers. Not subject to FOIA release)

11-L-0559/05D/59896
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UNCLASSIFIED

A Government of Afghanistan Budget

'Budaet Sustainabilit

O Donors’ capital expenditures generate large recurrent
costs, which the GoA must then sustain.

Q Under the Afghanistan Compact, the GoA intends to self-
fund 58% of recurrent expenses by 2010-11.

> Treasury assesses that at best the GoA will be capable of funding
40% sustaining a $1.3B annual fiscal gap.

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT For discussion purposesonly. Drafl working papers. Not subjecito FOIA release) UNCLASSIFIED 11
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UNCLASSIFIED

The Government of Iraq (Gol} Budget

Briefing to the Secretary of Defense
21 September 2006

UNCLASSIFIED
(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purpozes only. Draft warking papers. Not subject to FOIA release

- 11-L-0559/05D/59898



UNCLASSIFIED

Q To brief the SECDEF on the Iraq Budget,
including:

« Where the money comes from
+ What they spend their money on
- Factoids

The numbers in this brief do not reflect the a_p_p.roximately $5.1B
per month the US. is spending to keep our troops in Iraq.

UNCLASSIFIED
11-L-0559/05D/59899



UNCLASSIFIED

Divide into two parts:

. gore Budget (Ordinary or Operating Budget) financed
y:

» Oil Revenues (96%)
» Domestic Revenues

- External Budget financed by:
» Donor Grants

UNCLASSIFIED
11-L-0559/0SD/59900



UNCLASSIFIED

Iraq National Budget

ol 1AW

The Iraq National Budget for:

« 2006 was $348B of which:

» Ministry of Defense was $3.448
» Ministry of Interior was $1.92B

« 2005 was $24B of which:
» Ministry of Defense was $1.336
» Ministry of Interiorwas $1.01B (Includes $200M +up from base budget)

« 2004 was $22.27B of which:
» Ministry of Defensewas $1.45B (includes $1B +up from base budget)*
» Ministry of Interior was $1.12B

“Much of the +up was for “procurement’ unrelated to military readiness. People were arrested and legalaction is being taken.

UNCIASSIFTED
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UNCLASSIFIED

Iraq National Budget Projection

Iraqi Budget for Calendar Year 2007 won’t be
finalized until late October 2006 (at the
earliest). On Sept 7th 2006, DPM Barham Salih
announced the following tentative humbers:
National Budget of $33B:

« $10.7B is for reconstruction (up from $6B in 2006)
- $4B for the oil sector
- $6B for MoD and Mol, up 20% from 2006

| The tentative budget is less than the IMF projected budget of $41B {

UNCLASSIFIED
11-L-0559/0SD/59902
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UNCLASSIFIED

Oil Revenue

Total Revenue for:
« 2003:%5.1B
« 2004:$18.28
« 2005:%24.5B
« 2006 (Thru 06 Sep): $21.24B

| Numbers from the recent CENTCOM ISFreport |

UNCLASSIFIED 6
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UNCLASSIFIED

U.S.Assistance to Iraq by U.S. Fiscal Year (FY)

ol ey

Total U.S. Assistance for Iraq in:
« 2003:$3.88
. 2004: $18.58B ($.9B left)
« 2005: $6.31B
« 2006: $5.41B

| Numbers from the June 15" CRS reportto Congress |

UNCLASSIFIED 7
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UNCLASSIFIED

Foreign Contributions to Iraqg (Post war)

C Ty

Grants, loans and credits -- $16-20B. Top
donators:

 Japan - $5B ($1.5B spent)

- World Bank - $3-5B (loans)

International Monetary Fund - $2.5-4.3B (loans)
Kuwait - $1.5B

Saudi Arabia - $1B

Spain - $300M

South Korea - $260M

- Italy - $270M

UNCLASSIFIED 8
11-L-0559/05D/59905



UNCLASSIFIED

The MOF currently has a reserve cash account
of $9B due to:

« Higher than expected oil prices in 2005
« 2004 under-spending

« A projected surmplus in 2005 combined with under-
spending

- 2006 to date under-spending

Total projected as unspent by Jan 2007
$12B

11-L-0559/0SD/59906
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UNCLASSIFIED

Reasons to Keep a Reserve

Iraq is running a projected deficit until 2008

Unexecuted reconstruction projects remain a
requiremernt

Debt repayment begins in 2008

To provide a cushion against oil shock

IMF regulations stipulate no new borrowing

UNCLASSIFIED 10
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UNCLASSIFIED

Possible Problem Area
Unprogramed Salary Spending

Salary Ovetspending:

« 2005:
» Overspent Salary Budget by 44% -- $1.4B Total

- 2006
» Overspent Salary Budget by 10% -- $2.6B Total

» 2007
» Proposed Salary Budget -- $2.9B (likely to be too low)

The Iraqis transfer funds from other parts of the Mol and
MoD to pay for salaries

11-L-0559/05D/59908



Questions
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BACKUP

UNCLASSIFIED 13
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UNCLASSIFIED

2005 Iraq| Federal Budget Distribution

B Ministry Budgets $6,732

@ Public Distribution System  $4,000
O Fuel Imports $2,400

Pensions $1,184
B War Reparationsto Kuwait  $855

W State Company Support $838

TOTAL $18,954
UNCLASSIFIED
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