
FOR OFFICIAL USE 8NLV 
CHAIRMAN OFlHE.JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. '20318-9999 
(.', , 

INFO MEMO CM-2195-1;>4 
22 Nov,ember 2004 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: GeneralRichardB. Myers, c1cs-/91111I I 
SUBJECT: Acquisition and Jointness 

• Issue. You expressed a desire that we fix the acquisition process to achieve better 
jointness and interoperability (TAB). Specific examples include differences in 
Army and Marine Corps trucks and associated training. 

• Conclusion. The Joint Capabilities Integration and Development System (JCIDS) 
is evolving to manage the jointness and interoperability aspects of acquisition 
programs. It will be. more adaptive to transformational programs (hke the Army's 
Future Combat System) that leverage spiral development and other accelerated 
acquisition techniques,. l wm arrange for a briefing if you would like an update on 
the process. 

• Discussion. When the Marine Corps was acquiring a new model truck, it first 
examined the suitability of the current Anny variant and concluded that it was 
incapable of operating from the beach and soft s,tnd during expeditionary 
operntions. For that reason, the Corps turned its attention to another variant that 
was more suitable. Under the old requirements-generation process, this Marine 
Corps acquisition program was beneath the threshold for joint review. Under the 
current capabilities-based process, that would not be the case. Al] programs, 
regatdless of threshold, arc currently assessed for their jointness. Furthermore, 
.JCIDS covers all aspects of joint acquisition, i'ndutling training. 

C00RD1NAT10N: NONE 

Attachment: 
As stated 

copy to:. 
USD(AT&L) 

Prepared By: VADM Robert F. Willard, USN; Director, J.8;._!(b_)(_6) ___ __. 
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TO: Mike Wynne 

cc: 

FROM: 

Gen Dick Myers 
Gen Pete Pace 
Gordon England 
Jim Haynes 
Ken Krieg 

Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Acquisition Refonn 

TAB 

-FOU6 

Paul Wolfowitz 
Jim Roche 
Les Brownlee 
Powell Moore 

October 21,2004 

DoD has a long way to go to ensure that our acquisition process achieves the appropriate 

jointness and interoperability needed in the 21st Century. Despite the progress with 

JROC and the work by AT &L and JFCOM on Command and Control, we still end up 

with the Marine Cbq:s and Army procuring, driving, and training with different kinds of 

heavy trucks, for example. As we move forward with the QDR, we absolutely must 

transform the acquisition process. There are numerous suggestions floating around 

including: 

- Have those in acquisition stay in their jobs longer 

- A process to select the best people with the right backgrounds for key acquisition 
jobs 

- Develop a Congressional strategy that gets the legislation needed to cut through 
red-tape and minimize bureaucratic roadblocks 

- Consider improvingjoint acquisition by having more truly joint programs, and 
perhaps having officers from one service head up programs for other services 

- Other? 

Please get back to me with some bold proposals. This needs to get fixed. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
102004-18 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by _______ _ 

fOUO 
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TO: 

cc 
FROM: 

Gen Pete Pace 

GenDickMym 

Donald Rumsfeld -p/.. 
SUBJECT: Training Matter 

November 2,2004 

Are you doing anything to fix that problem of the lack of jointness and 

interoperability in oonunon training with respect to the heavy tn.Jcks -between the 

Marines and the Anny and arry other service? 

Thanks . 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by · nht.l!Y, 

S" • . ,·., 

FOtJO Tab A 

0SD 18826- 04 
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CHAIRMAN OF TI-IE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 

INFOMEMO 
CM-2201-0. 
22 November 2004 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE / 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, c1csflt"{J/ { i 1,,-

SUBJECT: Training Matter 

• Qu_estion. "Are you doing anything to fix that problem of the lack ofjointness and 
interoperability in common training with respect to the heavy trucks - between the 
Marines and the Army and any other service?" (TAB A) 

• Answer. Joint. Motor Transportation Ti:ai11i11g is occuiTing on a situational basis. 
Discussion of moving toward a common 11 eet of heavy trucks is in the initial steps of the 
JROC process. 

• Analysis 

• The Anny, in conjunction with the respective Services.offers motor transportation 
training al Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, to support Army, Marine Corps, Navy and 
Air Force requirements. Technical training for five of the six Air Force basiq vehicle 
maintenance specialties is conducted jointly with the Navy through the Interservice 
Training Review Organization at Naval Air Station1 Port Hueneme, California. The 
sixth course is collocated al the Anny Technicql Training Center at Aberdeen Proving 
Grounds, Maryland. 

• AdditionalJy, the Army and.Air Force recently entered into a Memorandum of 
Understanding to train Air Force personnel to perfonn 88M (operator) duties in the. 
USCENTCOM area of responsibility. This initiative has Air Force personnel 
receivingAm1y training on driving techniques and convoy defense operations and 
procedures. 

• The Joint Capability Board has t'dsked the Focused Logistics Functional Capability 
Board to investigate joint approaches for a common fleet of heavy trucks. The Joint 
Staff, J-4, J-7) the Services and OSD(AT &L) are participating in this effort. A 
roadmap should be available for review by February 2005. 

COORDINATION: TABB 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: Major General Jack Cattoni USAF; Director, J-7j .... (b_)(_6_) __ _. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45369 
OSD 18826-04 



TABA 

:ffltJO 
~ ., i 1 • 0 ") 
..• , ;· _·_,,,l 

'IO: 

cc 
FROM: 

Oen Pete Pat-e 

Gen Dick Myers . 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Training.Matter 

November 2,2004 

Are you doing anything to fix that problem of the ~ack of jointness and 

interoperability :in conunon trainingwith respect tr> the heavy trucks -between the 

Marines and the ArrrPj and any other service? 

Thanks. 

DtlJl:a 
110204-l 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 111,t.lot..1 

,: .. 
~· i.. 

•., .. ... .• 
Tab A 
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TABB -. 
COOR DIN ATJON 

Unit Name Date 

USA COL Roy Howle 9 November 2004 

USN CAPT Curt Goldacker IO November 2004 

USAF Col Shelby Ball 9 November 2004 

USMC Col A. E. Van Dyke IO November 2004 

Tab B 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Ryan Henry 
Gen Dick Myers 
Gen Pete Pace 

Paul Wolfowitz 

fOUO 
TABA 

Donald Rumsfeld Jf\-
SUBJECT: Sinai Commitment 

Here we are, three years later, and we still have a significant number of people' 

corrunitted to the Sinai force. Please get a plan to me to cut it by one-third. We 

should also have a plan to cut it to no more than 100 within two years. 

We can do this. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
093004-D 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ l o_J~,_-,_/_o_f __ 

TabA 

FOUO 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 

lNFOMEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJCS~lf{t,v 

.~---+ - · 

~ :':')·J> ! •- •t ... ""\ ''4 11 · ., .., 
CK.,...2-2 02..;.0'4-' · , · "" ·-
23 November 2 004 

SUBJECT: Multinational Force and Observers (MFO) Sinai Commitment 

• Issue. HHere we are, three years later, and we still have a significant number of 
people committed to the Sinai force. Please get a plan to me to cut it by one-third. 
We should also have a plan to cut it to no more than l OO within two years." (TAB A) 

• Conclusion. There are several options available to reduce the DOD Sinai 
comrpitTflent, all of w11ich require a sign ificanr interagency investmen~ and the 
agreement of Israel , Egypt and MFO HQ Rome (TABB). 

• Discussion, if such prerequisites can be met, the Department of Defense can 
reduce its. MFO commitments by over one-third by transitioning from a static 
observation plan -nanirg all check points (CPs) 24/7 -to.an alternating 
observation coverage plan, manning selected CPs cm an irregular basis. 
Additional MFO force reductions include contracting existing DOD-provided 
support capab'ilities (aviation, finance, postal, materiel management) and 
elimination of MFO sectors five and six (TAB C). 

COORDINATION: TAB D 

Attachments : 
As stated 

Prepared By: Lieutenant General J. T. Conway, USMC; Director,J.3~ .... Cb_)(_6) _ __. 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Ryan Henry 
Gen Dick Myers 
Gen Pete Pace 

Paul Wolfowitz 

rouo 
TABA 

Donald Rumsfcld }fl. 
SUBJECT: Sinai Commitment 

~ - Tf • ~ P r, 3 .~ t: ! ' : 3 2 
September 30, 2004 

Here we are, three years later, and we still have a significant number of'people 

committed to the Sinai force. Please get a plan to me to cut it by one-third. We 

should also have a plan to cut it to no m::>re than lOOwithin two years. 

W c can do this. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
093004-13 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ I o__.l-=-H-L...L..l_o ....... 'f __ 

Tab A 

FOUO 
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TABB 

27 October 2004 

INFORMATION PAPER 

Subject: Muhinational Force and Observers (MFO)Sinai Commitment 

1. Purpose. To provide information on ways to reduce OOD 1vlFO Sinai force 
level commitments. 

2. Key Points 

• Efforts lo reduce the DOD MFO commitment will require interagency 
support and agreement by the 1982 l\.1FO Protocol signatories: Israel, Egypt 
and MFO HQ Rome. 

• (FOUO) Meeting the SecDef force reduction timeline requires OSD(P) 
negotiations to be completed in sufficient time to anow the US A1my time to 
identify, alert and mobilize the required force. 

(FOUO) MF0-49 (Jan06, 395 personnel (PER);reduced from MF0-
48, 687 PER): 

• Negotiations completed 
• Forces sourced/ alerted 
• Forces mobilized 
• Forces deploy 

June 2005 
July 2005 
October 2005 
December 2005 

(FOUO) MF0-50 (Jan07, 89 PER): 

• Negotiations completed 
• Forces sourced / alerted 
• Forces mobiJized 
• Forces deploy 

June 2006 
July 2006 
October 2006 
December 2006 

• (FOUO) There arc several long-term tasks OSD(P) should pursue to support 
both the near-term force level reductions and the uhimate goal of 
withdrawing all US Sinai forces. 

(FOUO) Inform signatories and MFO HQ Rome of USG intent to 
initiate MFO force level reductions beginning January 2006 and full 
US infantry battalion withdrawal by January 2007. 

(FOUO) Intensify efforts to identify donor nations to backfill the US 
infantry battalion obligation. Identified donor nation would have to 
be vetted with the signatories and MFO HQ Rome. 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONL'/ 
TabB 
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(FOUO)fnitic1tc talks and ultimately negotiations to close the MFO 
Sinai mission and transfer focus towards a Gaza observation 
m1ss10n. 

• (FOUO) The following actions reduce current force levels by over one-third. 
If executed, the estimated MF0-49 force level would be 395 PER. 

(FOUO) Transition from a static observation plan to an alternating 
observation coverage plan in US sectors five and six. 

• (f'OtJO) US sectors five and six contain 12 fixed observation 
posts and check points. 

• (FIOlJO) US forces currently staff all 12 sites daily. 

• (FOUO) An alternating coverage plan allows the commander to 
develop a plan to staff selected fixed sites based on mission 
requirements and intelligence assessments. Rotating staffing 
for up to six fixed sites on an alternating basis should reduce 
infantry battalion requirements by two companies, or 150 PER. 

• (FOUO) Concurrently, inform signatories and MFO HQ Rome 
of USG intent to not field the infantry battalion requirement 
h,-,,.,...,..,,..,;,..,"' .Tn~nnrv ':>0()7 !'\~n iT'lif+~t,-. r~rh1t"'t,nn ,n lfq fnrr.~ ...,"""b········o--·--J _.,,_. -·-·--· ... ··~·- ·········---.L-- - · -·"" .... 
levels beginning January 2006. This action supports staffing 
requirements for a new observation plan. 

(FOUO) Outsource US-provided helicopter support resident in the 
MFO support battalion. 

• (FOUO) US Anny provides 10 UH-1 helicopters with crew and 
required support personnel, and is scheduled to replace UH-1 
fleet with UH-60 aircraft in FYOS, which may increase 
personnel requirements. 

• (FOUO) Contracting helicopter capability will require 
additional funding, estimated 2 years ago to be $18M do11ars 
the first year and $13M dollars in the outyears, causing an 
increase in USG MFO funding levels. Increased funding levels 
wi11 require a Presidential Determination finding and the 
identification of a funding source. 

• (FOUO) Contracted helicopter support will reduce US force 
levels by 105 PER and possibly an additiona1 37 PER in the 
MFO Support Battalion HQ structure. 

(FOUO) EJiminate redundant US force structure and capabi1ities. 

B-2 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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• (FOUO) Task Force Sinai (US eJement of MFO) contains two 
battalion headquarters for 687 PER. The infantry battalion 
headquarters provides command and controJ (C2)for the 
observation mission, and the support battaJion headquarters 
provides C2 for l\1FO logistic operations. 

• (FOUO) Combining both operations under one battalion C2 
node is executable, but requires an assessment by the US 
A1my and agreement by the signatories and MFO HQ Rome. 

• (FOUO) Reduction of one battalion headquarters could reduce 
force level by 37 PER. 

• (FOUO) The following actions reduce MF0-50 force levels to 89 PER. 

(FOUO) OSD(P) identifies a new donor nation to replace US infantry 
battalion capability in l\.1FO sectors five and six. 

• (FOUO) Donor nation wou]d have to be vetted and approved by 
the signatories and MFO HQ Rome. 

• (FOUO) If no donor nation is identified, recommend 
eJiminating sectors five and six and moving sector four 
southern boundary to include the town of Taha. A boundary 
change would have to be negotiated with the signatories and 
l'v1FO HQ Rome. 

• (FOUO) Eliminating US infantry battalion obJigations reduces 
current force level by 425 PER. 

(FOUO) Outsource selected US-provided MFO support battalion 
capabilities. 

• (FOUO) Replace explosive ordnance demolition, materiel 
management, postal, finance and selected medicaJ capabiJities 
with contracted services. 

• (FOUO) Contracted capability would increase l\.1FO costs, 
requiring an additional funding source and a Presidential 
Determination finding. 

• (FOUO) Contracted logistic support should reduce US force 
levels by 43 personnel. 

B-3 Tab B 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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TAB C 

1111••••••1111 
Sinai Commitment 

and 
Force Reduction IPR 

01 November 2004 

This Joint Staff briefing is classified 

UNCLASSIFIED/If OU fr 

11-L-0559/0SD/45378 
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SecDef Direction 
......... 1111 

• Cut US Multinational Force and Observer (MFO) 
Sinai force by one-third 

• Develop a plan to reduce US force levels to 100 
within 2 years 

11-L-0559/0SD/45379 

Tab C 
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Assumptions 
........ 1111 

• MFO signatories and contributor nations do not want to decrease 
MFO structure or alter its mission 

• Israel and Egypt want US military presence for security 
- Keeps United States engaged in Miiddle East peace process 
- United States serves as MFO backbone 
- Helps ensure other MFO participar.1ts will not back out 
- United States is honest broker 
- United States funds one-third of MIFO costs 

• US force level reduction may need to be met with an increase in US 
commitment in other areas 
- Must make best efforts to recruit backfill donor nations 
- Contract and fund helicopter support 
- Increasing OLIVE HARVEST support 
- Increase civilian observer unit to expand coverage 

11-L-0559/0SD/45380 
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Jan 05 Oct05 

MFO- 48 (687 PER) 

Headquarters Staff 
Medical Detachment 
Infantry Battalion HQ 

Line Company 
Line Company 
Services 
Materiel Management 
EOD Detachment 
Aviation Detachment 
Line Company 
Line Company 
Su port Battalion HQ 

MFO Transition Timeline 

---····••111 
I I 

Jan 06 Oct06 Jan 07 

Negotiations 
With 

Signatories 

MFO- 4-9 (395 PER) 

Headquarters Staff 
Medical Detachment 
Infantry Battalion HQ 

Line Company 
Line Com1Pany 
Services 
Materiel l'lanagement 
EOD Detachment 

11-L-0559/0SD/45381 

MFO - 50 (89 PER) 

Headquarters Staff 
Negotiations Medical Detachment 

With ~--------' 
Signa . 

Tab C 
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MF0-48 Force Structure 

MFO Headquarters Staff 27 
Infantry Battalion HQ 125 
Line Company 75 
Line Company 75 
Line Company 75 
Line Company 75 
Support Battalion HQ 37 
Services 12 
Materiel Management 14 
EOD Detachment 5 
Medical Detachment 62 
Aviatiaa Detacbmeal 105 
Total 687 

(Jne Third Reduction End State 
........ 1111 

MF0-49 Force Structure 

MFO Headquarters Staff 
Infantry Battalion HQ 
Line Company 
Line Company 
Line Company 

Line Campany 

Support Battalion HQ 

Services 
Materiel Management 
EOD Detachment 
Medical Detachment 
At1iatieR 9etael=IFHent 

Total 

27 
125 
75 
75 
75 
75 
37 
12 
14 
5 
62 
105 

395 

TabC 

,FQl:,IQ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45382 



MF0-49 Force Structure 

MFO Headquarters Staff 27 
Infantry Battalion Headquarters 125 
Line Company 75 
Line Company 75 
Services 12 
Materiel Management 14 
EOD Detachment 5 
Medical Detachment 62 
Total 395 

MFO Force 100 End State' 111••••••1111 
MF0-50 Force Structure 

MFO Headquarters Staff 
Infantry Battalion Headquarters 

Line Company 
Line Company 

Services 
Materiel Management 
EOD Detachment 
Medical Detachment 

Total 

27 
125 • 

75 
75 
12 
14 
5 
62 
89 

Tab C 
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MFO Force 100 
. . ···- - - - - - - - - - ---····••111 

• OSD(P) 
- Inform signatories of force drawdown and propose alternatives 

• Identify donor nation backfill for US infantry battalion or 
eliminate some sectors 

• Outsource selected US capabilities (postal, limited medical, 
EOD, materiel management) 

- Obtain Presidential Determination and funding for contracts 

• Chairman of the JCS publish PLANORD directing US Army to 
identify: 
- US-provided capabilities that can be contracted 
- Force structure required to support limited MFO engagement 

• Complete: Oct 06 

11-L-0559/0SD/45384 
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One Third Reduction · 
........ 1111 

• OSD(P) 
- Inform signatories of force drawdown and propose alternatives 

• Modify observation plan reducing force requirements 
• Identify donor nation backfill for US force reductions 
• Outsource selected US capabilities (aviation) 

- Obtain Presidential Determination and funding for contracts 
- Recommend MFO increase civillian observer unit personnel 

• Chairman of the JCS publish PLANORD directing US Army to: 
- Identify US provided capabilities that can be contracted 
- Assist Task Force Sinai development of modified observation plan 
- Develop plan to consolidate US MFO forces into one task force 

• Complete: Jan 06 

11-L-0559/0SD/45385 
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USA 

ISA/NESA 

TABD 

COORDINATION PAGE 

COL Chappell 

Mr. Hulley 

11-L-0559/0SD/45387 

10 November 2004 

27 October 2004 
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fiOUO 

...... 

November 8, 2004 

TO:. Paul Wolfowitz ~ . 
Gen Dick Myers . 
. Steve Canibone 
Ray DuBois 

FROM: Donald Rumsf el~ I 

SUBJECT: Ale11 Status 

We need to thirk through whether we want to lower the alert status arrangements 

and, therefore, costs for those activities that DoD is engaged in. 

Please get back to me .witla proposal. 

Thanks. 

DHlbs 
110804,, ll ~;::is:;:;;:,:;~~ ..... i~FH?t ....................................... . 

OSD 18858·0• 
11-L-0559/0SD/45388 
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FOUO 

\ 
~~'\ October 6,2004 

TO: David Chu 

CC: Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld*· 

SUBJECT: Individual Ready Reserve 

I understand the Marines very carefully follow their Individual Ready Reserve and 

the rest of the services don't do as good ajob. 

Please find out what the Marines do, and let's fashion a program we agree with 

and impose it on all the services. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
100604·2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by l 0/,z..3, /olf 

FOUO 
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PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4(X)() DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20301-4000 

INFO MEMO 

• - ,i""' - .-..;. 

November 23,2004 -12:00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSB 

FROM: David S.~ Chu, USD(P&R) 
~11~J(tl_ (!At~--,,(.{;_~ /v~v.;,-.".J./ 

SUBJECT: Indiviutra1 'Ready Reserve (IRR)-·SNOWFLAKE (attached) 

• You recommended that we fashion a program to improve IRR management by using 
the Marine Corps program as a model. We are doing so. 

• At the July 2004 IRR Conference we developed an aggressive lRR program based on 
the three pi I lars of the Marine Corps program: Expectation Management, Management 
Concepts, and IRR Use and Access. 

o Expectation Management: A deJibe.rate DoD-wi<le program to educate service. 
members, the public, and the Congress on the IRR, and members' Military 
Service ObHgations (MSO) and responsibilrties. 

o Management Concepts: Tracking of musters, member location, and readiness. 
\' 

o IRR Use and Access: The services are reviewing the Marine Corps model of 
linkin.g members to an operations plan, local faee-to-facernuster/assessments, 
and tracking the currency of military experience. 

• Web-based technologies will be employed. We are encouraging the Services to adopt 
the USMC Reserve Duty On-Line(RDOL) web-based RC usage tool. It captures 
volunteer and recruiting opportunities, civilian employment information, and more. 

• First qoarterlyupdate on IRR improvement programs from the Services is due to me 
next month; I will provide you .a summary. 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared By: Colonel Joseph Viani, OASD/RA(M&P),. .... !(b_)(_6) ___ 

0 OSD 18875-04 
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FOUO 

q, 
~~'\ October 6,2004 

TO: David Chu 

cc: Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfcld~• 

SUBJECT: Individual Ready Reserve 

I understand the Marines very carefully follow their Individual Ready Reserve and 

the rest of the services don't do as good a job. 

Please find out what the Marines do, and let's fashion a program we agree with 

and impose it on all the services. 

Thanks. 

DHRss 
100604-.2 

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

PI ease respond by _ ___._I o=--,f-2----o,.,....=....+-,J/o'"'-l/....._ __ 

f'OUO 
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. . . 

TO 

cc 
FROM 

Gen Dick Myers 

Donald Ramsfeld ~ , 
SUBJECT: Virginia National Qmd 

. . . , . '· 

I undentand that the Virginia National Guard is not good. Every, ete l ~ 

someone tells me they an resigning or that dlcy ue not recruitins Ml so forth. 

What do we do about fixing, it? SbouJd someone 111k witll the Oo 

need ae. leadership? Wat do you propose? 
• I 

lbanks . 

. ...,. 
l!l?IM-llt 

! 
I 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• J ••••••••••••••••••• 

Plea. rupand by __ (i.._t,...,-7...,../ ....... o y..,_.-

11-L-0559/0SD 45392 
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l?ERSONNELAND 

READINESS 

. ; 

,-.,_ ·r- I ·, ' ~-.. :· t , _. 

UNDER SE'.CRETARY OF DEFENS£---t'~\>:: :. . :. '-~; .,.: . 4000 0EFENS£ PENTAGON ,,._,_.: ,._,, ..... ' ,,,, :. . ..::-:"\:·) 

WASHINGTON, o,C, 2~301-4000 
2PJq rJ'/ 3 Ptf 6: 30 

INFOMEMO 

!November 22. 2004-15:00 I . 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

FROM. DavidS.~SD(P&R) \ 
~~~);,(!. l?~.:if,SA./pJ,,- ~ -

SUBJECT: Virginia Natmnal Guard-SNOWFLAKE (attached) 
I 

• The Virg'inia Army National Guard achieved only 65 percent of· s FY 2004 
recruiting mission, but 94.8 percent of its strength mission. 

• The Virginia Air National Guard is performing better, achieving 
of its FY 2004 strength mission. 

• Virginia Army National Guard is one of nine that have missed their ARNG 
recruiting missions for the past four years.. ! 

o They are; CT,DE, Ht IL, LA, MA, MD, VA and VI.. 

o Overall, the Virginia Anny National Guard missed its FY. 004 
recruiting mission of 56,0<)2 by 7,209 and its authorized stren th of 350,000 
by 7,081. ! 

• We have engaged the Guan.i leadership to look at a rebalancing o structure. 

o We will li1eet with LTG Blum and his.Directors on December 3 to 
establish the "w~y ahead". ! 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared by: Mr. Rich Klimmer, OASD/RA(M&P)J._(b_)(_6) _ _. 

G qso 1saa7-o.ii 
11-L-0559/0SD/45393 



PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

FOR: 

'"'F600 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE c -:: -~~ CF '>!'.~ 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON ~:.::1:_;/;~. ' -. . c_: f;/;:?t 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301·4000 

ACTION MEl\10 

November 22,2004 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE DepSec Action __ _ 

FROM: Dr. David Chu~D (PERSONN~L AND ,~f:AJ?~~~SS) 
~ i1.-/l J -L",. t!.41-1., .¥ i'I ;1-~-~ P/1 

SUBJECT: MEASUR.INGB-OOTS ON GROUND (BOG)--Suowflake 

• The attached paper (Tab A) addresses your snowflake (Tab B) concerning "Army 
deployment length to Iraq and Afghanistan. '1 

• We have worked with the Joint Staff, Joint Forces Command and the Army (tab C) to 
craft a truthful and si1nple deployment measure. 

• We believe that this measure will allow the troops and their families to form realistic 
expectations of deployment duration for tours in support of the Global War on Terrorism. 

• Tf you agree we will ensure this measure is promulgated as policy in the deployment 
process. 

RECGMMENDATION: Review and approve the attached measure of "Boots on the 
Ground." 

Approved _______ Disapproved _______ Other ______ _ 

COORDTNATION: Joint Staff(TabC) 

Attachments: 
As. Stated 

Prepared by: Dr. Paul Mayberry,!(b)(6) I 
.A 

11-L-0559/0SD/45394 
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DRAFT 

"Boot~ on Ground (BOG)" 

SecDcf Guidance: 
• Truthful, simple policy 
• A goal, not a promise 
• Be precise; above all, be honest 

Concept: 
• Buols on Ground is a unil manag~menl metrk bas~d on tim~ in tht!ater, ddine<l as 

the CENTCOM AOR in support of OIF/OEF. 
• Individual expectations arc set based on unit's BOG date. 
• BOG is measured from the date the center of mass of the unit main body arrives 

in theater until the center of mass of the unit main body departs theater as reported 
by the service component command. 

Refinements: 
• Exact unit arrival date as reported by unit commanders to the service component 

command and validated by CENTCOM. 
• Combat units report BOG at the Brigade/Regiment level. 

- All tasked subordinate units will have the same BOG date-unless a 
subordinate unit is moving independently of the brigade or regiment. 

• Supporting or separate units will report BOG at the battalion, squadron, company, 
or detachment as defined by UIC/DUIC/UTC. 

• Deployments are not to exceed 365 days, to include all turn-over and coordination 
ti me between rotating units. 

• SecDcf approval required for any BOG extension of Army units beyond 365 days. 
- For other Services, SecDef approval required for any BOG extension beyond 

prior approved Service rotation policy on which deployment was based. 

Process Changes: 
• CENTCOM will: 

- Submit all BOG extension requests through Joint Staff for Sec Def approval. 
- Receive, validate, and publish BOG dates for units on SIP RN ET website. 

• CENTCOM Service Component Commands will: 
- Track BOG and return dates for allocated units to support sourcing decisions. 
- Ensure BOG policy is disseminated, understood, and enforced throughout 

their units and arbitrate all discrepancies concerning BOG for their units. 
• The Joint Staff will monitor BOG policy implementation. 
• If the Combatant Commander determines the requirement for a unit is no longer 

needed, that unit may redeploy prior to 365 days and a back fill unit will not be 
deployed. 

DRAFT 

11-L-0559/0SD/45395 
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TO: David Chu 

CC: Gen Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen Pete Pace 

ffiUO 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~Jl, 
SUBJECT: A1my Deployment Length Policy 

-~ctob~(~7lt 2004 
, .. ~ .. - ... 

r" ,~ ~h 
'J> ~ .,, 

Please write down a truthful) simple policy that can govern Army deployment 

length lo Iraq and Afghanistan. It should make clear that whatever we decide 

upon is a goal, not a promise; and that many variables over which we exercise 

little control may cause perturbations. 

Be precise and, above all, honest in laying it out. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
102704-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by I I./ 12.,/0 t 

I 

FOUO 

OSD 18889-04 
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Reply ZIP Code: 
20318-0300 

THE JOINT STAFF 
WASHINGTON, DC 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE UNDER SECREf ARY OF DEFENSE FOR 
PERSONNEL AND READINESS 

Subject: OIF/OEF Boots on the Ground/Army Deployment Length Policy 

-s.:, .. 
1 .. Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed OSD (P&R) draft 
Boots on the Ground (BOG)policy. I The Joint Staff has reviewed and 
coordinated with J-1 , OCJCS/LC, USJFCOM. USA, USAF, USMC and USN. 
Recommended changes and comments are enclosed. 

2. The Joint Staff point of contact is Lieutenant Colonel Wallin, USAF; J-3; 
!(b)(6) I 

Enclosure 

Reference: 

..,.cL-
/VA <::;..Q... .. ..>o.> ~ 

Lieutenant General, USA - · 
NORTON A. SCHWARTZ 

Di rector, Joi n t Staff 

l USD(P&R) memorandum, 12 November 2004, "OIF/ OEF Boots on the 
Ground/ Atmy Deployn1en~ Length Policy'' 

11-L-0559/0SD/45397 



ENCLOSURE 

COMMENIS ON OIF /OEF B(X)TS ON THE GROUND/ ARMY 
DEPL.DYl\llENT LENGTI-1 POLICY DRAFT 

I. General Comment: All occurrences of "365days" should be replaced 
with" 12 months," for the following reasons: 

a. Aligns policy guidance with Department of the Anny max Boots on 
the Ground (BOG)definition of 12 months. 

b. Standardizes understanding of BOG policy within Joint Staff, 
combatant commands and Services. 

c. Maintains current flexibility for force deployment/ redeployment 
planning and execution. 

d. Is a more realistic, albeit less accurate, expectation for US forces 
deploying to the USCENTCOM AOR. 

2. Page 1, "Concept"paragraph, 1st bullet. Change as follows: "Boots 
on Ground (BOG) is a unit management metricdefined as "date ff.lain 
body of tl:ie unit l:ias reported in tl:ieater as reported by tl:ie service 
eeffiponent coffimand based on time in theater, defined as the 
USCENTCOM AOR in support of OJF /OEF." 

REASON: Paragraph deals with BOG metric. Provides clarification and 
specificity of the BOO metric, a unit's BOG begins as soon as the unit 
arrives in the USCENTCOM AOR . 

3. Page 1, '·Concept"paragraph, 2nd bullet. Change as follows: 
''Individuals; expectations are set. .. " 

REASON: Correct punctuation. 

4. Page I, "'Concept"paragraph, 3rd bullet. "BOG is measured based 
on time n theater, defined as the SENTCOM AOR in c•, ,ppert of OIF/ OEF 
from the date the center of mass <f the unit main body arrives in theater 
until the center of mass of the unit main body departs the theater; a 
unit's BOO will not exceed 12 months." 

REASON: Paragraph deals with the BOG definition and how BOG is 
measured. Provides specificity and standardization on start date and 
end date for determining BOG, supported by US Army. 

5. Page 12 "Refinements''paragraph 2 2nd bullet. Change as follows: 
"ArmyGfombat units report BOO at the Brigade/Regiment level. USMC 
combat units report BOO at the Battalion! Squadron level." 

Enclosure 

11-L-0559/0SD/45398 



• 

REASON: USMC combat units report BOG at the battalion and 
squadron level. USMC battalion and squadron level units deploy for 7-
months in accordance with approved Service rotation policy. Regimental 
headquarters and above deploy for approximately 12 months. Different 
deployment lengths require USMC units to report BOG at battalion and 
squadron level. 

6. Page 1, "Refinements"paragraph, 2nd bullet, sub-bullet. Change as 
follows: "All tasked subordinate units will have the same BOG date 
unless a subordinate unit is moving independentlv of the 
brigade/regiment or battalion/ sguadron." 

REASON: Provides guidance and c1arification for determining BOG for 
subordinate units that are independent of their higher echelon. The 
deployment flow plan is normally in phases and it is unrealistic to expect 
all units lo have the same BOG. 

7. Page 1 , "Refinements''paragraph, 3rd bullet. Change as follows: 
"Supporting or separate units will report BCXJ at the battalion, squadron, 
company, or detachment level as defined by UIC/DUIC (UTC for Air Force 

. ) " umts. 

REASON: Clarifies that not all Services use UIC/DUIC for reporting 
BOG. The US Air Force uses UTCs. 

8. Page 1, "Refinements"paragraph, 5th bullet. Change as follows: 
"'SecDef approval required for any BOG extension of Anny units beyond 
~ll months. 

REASON: The J 2 months BOG is the maximum established BOG 
regardless of Service. 

9. Page l, "Refinements"paragraph, 5th bullet, sub-bullet. Change as 
follows: uP'or other Services, SecDef approval required i'or any BOG 
entension beyend standard S@F¥ice rotation policy on which deployment 
was based. USMC and Naval units executing GNFPP/GMFP schedule in 
support of the CENTCOM AOR will continue to follow the GNFPP/GMFP 
process unless otherwise directed in a CJCS EXORD Modification and 
subsequent GNFPP/GM.FP change.'' 

REASON: Service deployment rotation policy is well defined and there is 
a rigorous system in place to manage deployments that exceed 
established standards. Service standard rotation policy can and should 
be managed by the Services. Additionally, the SecDef is briefed on 
duration of non-standard Service contributions during the normal 

2 

11-L-0559/0SD/45399 
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SecDef Orders Book process. The addition cf GNFPP /GMFP wording 
acknowledges USMC and US Navy concerns. Changes to these Service 
programs are briefed annually and whenever operational changes occur 
using lhe SecDef Orders Book process. 

10. Page 1 , "Refinemenls"paragraph. Add sixth bullet to read: 
.. Selected individuals from a unit may exceed lhe I 2 months BOG due to 
operational circumstances." 

REASON: The operational situation may require that specific 
individuals wilhin a unit may be required to exceed BOG in order to fill a 
critical skill requirement. 

11. Page 2, .. Process Changes:" paragraph, 1st bullet, 2nd sub-bullet. 
Change as follows: "Receive, validate, and publish BOG dates for all 
units on a SIPRNET accessible website. This website shall be accessible 
by all Force Providers (Joint and Service)to ensure proper planning, 
mobilization and training to support required rotations." 

REASON: Provides guidance lo ensure dissemination of critical B(X] 

information in a timely manner lo all force providers through a universal 
secure manner. 

3 
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TO: David Chu 

cc: Gen Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen Pete Pace 

FOUO 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~Jl, 
SUBJECT: Anny Deploymenl Lenglh Policy 

October 27 ,2004 

... ,....-
(. ":' ' 

Please wrile down a lruthful, simple policy lhal can govern Army deploymenl 

length to Iraq and Afghanistan. It should make clear lhat whalever we decide 

upon is a goal, not a promise; and that many variables over which we exercise 

little control may cause perturbations. 

Be precise and, above all, honest in laying it out. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
102704-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 11f11.--/01 

fOUO 

oso 18889-04 
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7 1 1it1 y .. 

ES-121 l 

• 

·_ · ·· ··, ' -' ·t)epSecDef • .,. ,., 
0 

, ,. , ~ };041014~- ,V 

USDP ~Q) 
. 1 6 ?OOA 

ACTION ME.MO 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR: 

!FROM: f VV'./ -
MIRA RTCARDEL,ASSISTANTSECRETARYO DEF 
FOR INTERNATIONAL SECURITY POLICY (ACTrN 

SUBJECT: Thank You Letters for Afghanistan Election Assistance 

Four nations deployed additional forces to ISAF primarily in support of the Afghan 
presidential election: 

• Spain: Sent a light infantry battalion of 550, to augment long-term ISAF presence. of 
approximately 500 troops 

• Italy: Sent a light infantry battalion of 500 to augment a long-term ISAF presence of 
500troops. 

• Germany: Sent approximately 70 psychological warfare troops to augment long-term 
ISAF presence of 2 100 troops. 

• Netherlands: Sent approximately 250 troops, including 6 F-16s, to augment long­
term presence of approximately 500. 

At Tab A are proposed thank you letters to the MoDs of Italy, Spain, G 
Netherlands for your signature. 

RECOMMENDATION: SecDef sign suggested thank you Jett rs at~a. . ~ 

APPROVE c:;; 
r 

OTHER ------

DASO (ECR/KA TO 

Coalition Mgt 5\1ary 'liglie, 4 :Nov 04 

Prepared by: COL A.J Torres. ISP/EPS,!(b)(6 ) 
Prepiired on: 11 /3/200416:06 

Dir (NATO): ___ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45402 
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11\1y • . . .. • 

\~I> ~ 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM! , 
SUBJECT: Thank you to Italians 

FOUO 

October 29,2004 

I-oL\lo\4SlO 
E<;-\~\ \ 

We probably ought to send a thank you to the Italians for stepping up and 

providing troops for the Afghan election. and anyone else who helped. 

DJIR ss 
102904-23 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ( I / S /Dy 

FOUO 
11-L-0559/0SD/45403 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES 

EXECUTIVE SERVICES & COMMUNICATIONS 

December 1 ,2004 

MEMORANDUM FOR CABLES DUTY OFFICER 

SUBJECT: Release of Message - SECDEFLetterto Italy MOD Martino and 
Netherlands MOD Kamp 

The attached package contains a message/cable to be released via the Defense 
Messaging System (DMS). 

The text of the message and accompanying letter ( as appropriate) has been 
reviewed and cleared for release. 

Please return a copy of this memo along with a copy of the transmitted message to 
the Correspondence Control Division. 

Thank you. 

1Yrl<Jj cf~ ;( 
Executive Services and Communications (' 

Correspondence Analyst C 
..c.. 

Attachments: 
As stated 

OSD 18894-04 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 

The Honorab1e Antonio Martino 
Minister of Defense 
Via XX, Settembre 8 
00187 Rome 
Italy 

Dear Antonio, 

DEC 1 2004 

I want to express my deep appreciation for Italy's support to the recent 
election in Afghanistan. Your contributions he1ped ensure that this historic 
election occurred in a safe environment. 

It is reassuring that we can count on Italy to be in the war on ten-orism. 

Thanks so much. 

Sincerely, 

OSD 18894-04 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45405 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301·1000 

The Honorab1e Henk Kamp 
Minister of Defense of the Kingdom of the Nether1ands 
P.O. Box 2070 I 
2500 ES The Hague 
The Netherlands 

Dear Minister Kamp: 

DEC l 2004 

I want to express my deep appreciation for the supp01t of The Netherlands to 

the recent election in Afghanistan. Your contributions helped ensure that this 

historic election occurred in a safe environment. It is reassuring that we can count 

on The Netherlands in the W:11':' on terrorism. 

Sincerely, 

'l---ttfc-____..,, 

~ .. , oso 18894-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45406 



UNCLASSIFIED 

DTG: 1016462 NOV 04 PAGE 01 ·~C Ol 

Drafter's Name 
l) f L . .: -2 :::.,_,.:. ne 

COL A. J . TORRES. DESK OFFICER 
EUR, !(b)(6) ! 

Action PT-cc ROUTINE 
Info P:cc ROUTIKE 

S9cc.at 

F:·om; SECDEF WASHINGTO:\I C:' 
To: AMEtvmASSY ROME 

Info; SECSTATE WASHINGTO::-.J DC 

S E.CDEF WASflil\~GTON ·c.,.: ; / ::~;r?..St , 
SE.CDEF WASf1TKGTON ::,,: { / F ::..E i FJ.3C? ·: .:3 P / (JSG2 EUR ?OL/ i 

TEXT FOLLOWS 

UNCLASSIFIED 

SUI3JECT : LETTER TO ITALIA)J 'MINISTE.'R OP DEFE)JSE 

1 . REQUEST AMEMBASSY FDR~"1ARD SUBJECT LETTER TO THE HONORABLE MARTINO 
AS SOOK AS POSSIBLE. SIGKED ORIGIKAL TO FOLLOW. 

(I3EGI:-J TEXT) 

TllE ll0NORAI3LE ANTONIO MARTIKO 
MINISTER OF DEFENSE 
VIA XX, SET.TEMI3RE 8 
00187 ROME 
ITALY 

DEAR ANTO:\IIO, 

(PARA) I WANT TO EXPRESS llt' DEEP APPRECIATION FOR ITALY'S SUPPORT TO 
THE RECENT ELECTION I:\! AFGHANI STA!\ . YOUR CONTRIBUTIO:\IS HELPED E:.JSURE 
THAT THIS HISTORI C ELECTION OCCURRED I:\! A SAFE ENVIROt\MENT. 

(PARA) IT IS REASSl]RING TTIAT WE CAN COUNT ON ITALY TO BE IN THE WAR 
ON TE.RRORISM. 

(PARA) THIDJKS SO MUCH. 

SINCERELY, 
/ /DONALD Tl. ?'JKSF8LD/ I 

(END TEXT) 

UNCLASS JFIEC 

11-L-05'59/0SD/45407 
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UNCLASSIE'IEC 

DIG: 1017112 NOV 04 PAGE 01 of 01 

D~af::~r' s Name 
8::f~ce/?hone 

COL A ,I IQBBE'S FESK OFFICER 
EUR, ...,!(b __ ) .._(6.._) __ __.._ 

Releaser's Info 

Acti.on P~ec 
Info P~ec 

S9ccat 

DONALD .H. RUMSFELD,SECDEF , -7100 

ROUTINE 

From: 
To: 

Info: 

ROUTINE 

SECDEF WASllINGTO:-J DC 
AMEBASSY Tl!E JlAGUE 
SEGSTATE WASI!INGTO>J DC 
SECJJF-C/SECDEF-X 
SECDEF WASHif\GTON DC/!CciA:RS // 
SECDEF WASfTil\GTON DC/ / F:LE: / "..:SDP ISP/TJSDP EUR POL/ / 

TEXT f'OLLOWS 

U)JCLASSIFIED 

SUBJECT : LETTER TO THE NETHEBLA~DS MINISTER OF DEFENSE 

l . REQUEST AMEMBASSY FORWARD SUBJECT LETTER TO THE HONORABLE KAMP AS 
SOOK AS POSSIBLE . STG!\ED ORTGI)JAL TO F OLLOW . 

{BEGTl\ TEXT) 

TJJE HONORABLE llE>lK KAMP 
MI::,.JISTER OF DEFENSE OF THE KINGDOM OF THE NETHERLAl\DS 
P.O. BOX .'.?.0701 
:2500 ES TT1E l!AGUE 
TH8 NETHERLAl\DS 

DEAR MINISTER KAMP : 

(PARA) I WANT TO EXPRESS ,W DEEP Af'PRECIATIO'.\l FOR THE SUPPORT OF THE 
NETflERLAl\DS TO TflE RECENT ELECTION T:-J AFGllANIST.AI\ . YOUR 
CONTRIBUTIONS HELPED El\SURE Tf!AT Tf!IS HISTORIC ELECTION OCC)JRRED I)J A 
SAFE Ets:VIRONMENT , IT IS REASSURING THAT WE CAN COUNT ON THE 
NETfJERLAl\DS I:-J TflE' WAR ON TERRORISM. 

SINCERELY, 
/ /DONAL.D- Tl. RUHSF'ELD/ / 

(END TEXT} 

U:-JC:LAS3H'IED 

11-L-0559/0SD/45408 
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LtCol Kevin "Beak" Vest 
USMC Military Assistant 

USD Executive Secretariat 
(703) 692-7129 

MEMORANDUM 

TO:~e,(/ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45409 



THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 · t 000 

The Honorable Antonio Martino 
Minister of Defense 
Via XX, Settembre 8 
00187Rome 

Italy 4" l , ~' 
Dear Minister l~ 

0 

I want to express my deep appreciation for Italy's support to the recent 

election in Afghanistan. Your contributions helped ensure that this historic 

election occurred in a safe environment. 1t is reassuring that we can count on Italy 

to be ~ in the war on terrorism. 

Sincerely, 

G 
11-L-0559/0SD/45410 



THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1000 

The Honorable Henk Kamp 
Minister of Defense of the Kingdom of the Nether1ands 
P.O. Box 20701 
2500 ES The Hague 
The Netherlands 

Dear Minister Kamp: 

I want to express my deep appreciation for the support of The Netherlands to 

the recent election in Afghanistan. Your contributions helped ensure that this 

historic election occurred in a safe environment. It .is reassuring that we can count 

on The Netherlands ttiii:le ecidPls in the war on terrorism. 

Sincerely, 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45411 



.,, . 

TO: 

FROM: 

GenDick~ 

Donald Rumsfeld \). 

SUBJECT: Manning Requests 

November 1,2004 

I just read ~ October 6 memo on rnaming at Genercll Sanchez's headquarters. It 

seems to me we have a real problem. A combatant commander asks for 

something. 'Ille Joint S::aff agrees to it. You recommend it to me. Then the 

Services never fulfill it. 

I would like a proposed solution to this problem fast. Either there is something 

wrong with the request, orwe ought to fill the request-but we shouldn'tdowhat 

we are doing. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
10/6/04 CXSmemo to SecDefrc: Manning at General Sanalelz's Headquarters [OSD1366S-04} 

DHtl:dh 
110104·16 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by II / 1 '>-/ O '{ 

POUO 
··1 

OSD 18899-04 
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CHAJRi..AN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2031&,$9H 

INFO MEMO CM-21 os-oil!M OCT -7 AM 6~ 53 
6 October 2004 

FOR: SECRETAR.Y CF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. M.,ers,CJC~/D/1. 

SUBJECT: Manning at General Sanchez's Headquarters 

• Issue. "At the i:ecent Congressional hearings on Abu Ghraib, there were several 
questions concerning the manning at General Sanchez's Headquarters. I'd like to see a 
lay down of the manning requests and how we filled them over the televant period." 
(TABA). 

• Conclusion. Overall, manning requirements for General Sanchez's Headquarters (CJTF-1) 
fluctuated from a low of870personnel to ahigh ·of 1,415. As depicted on the attached 
chart (TABB), the fill rate ranged mm a low of 65 percent to a high of 83 percent of 
stated requirements. USCENTCOM managed the coordination and fill of CJIF-7 
personnel requests during the relevant period. 

• Discussion 

• The initial CJTF-7 organization was made up of the Amy's V Cbzps Headquaiters 
,md augmented by a combination of individual Serviceaugrnentees, coalition and 
interagency personnel. 

• In January 2004. thecOSJFCOMJ-1 mt. \ritil the Services to identify~ 
solutions for CJTF-7's Phase rv personnel requirements. At this time the CJ'IF-7 
Joint .Manpower Document reflected an increase fr0m I ,036to 1,415 personnel. Due 
to the increase in n:q.rimle:t:svalidated by OSCENTCOM, the correspondingfill 
level dropped to 65percent in January 2004. This \'IEIS'. the lowest personnel fill rate 
for General Sanchez's headquarters. 

• Services are required to provide "best-qualified" individuals to fill Combatant 
commander requfrements ''in a timely 11BU:!C," The time requied to fill a new 
Il1:lnin;r requirement depends on the source-an Active Component individual 'Can be 
on station in 30-45 days; a Reserve Component (RC) individual may require as. many 
as 180days to aniveon station. Cuffently, there. are over2.00 RC individuals se.rving 
our headquarters in Iraq; contributing to the "requirement to fill" time lag. 

COORDINATION: TABC 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: RADM Donna L Crisp, USN; Director, J-Ij,_~b-)(_6)_ ..... 

11-L-0559/0SD/45413 OSD 13665-04 



TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Gen. Dick Myers 

Gen. Abizaid 

TABA 

Donald Rumsfeld y/l_ 
SUBJECT Manning at General Sanchez's HQ 

September 10,2004 

At the recent Congressional hearings on Abu Ghraib, there were several questions 

concerning the manning at General Sanchez's Headquarters. I'd like to see a lay 

down of the manning requests and how we fi lied them over the relevant period. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
091004-6 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ___ '1~1..:'S":..+-,;:o:;....s..--
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! 23 Jan 04: JFCOM, JSJ1 P&SR: Services agree to source 598 of 
640 (93%)1As in CJTF-7 Phase IV IA requirements 

£, 11 Feb 04: JFCOM releases message confirming sourcing of CJTF-7 
and responsibilityto fill IA requirements. ! 15 Apr 04: P&SR for MNF-HMNC-1. End of CJTF-7 JMD 

! 15 May 04: MNF-IIMNC-1 stand-up. CJTF-7 stands down 

/! 15 Jun 04: MNF-l/MNC-1 FOC TabB 
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NAME 

Col Higham 

Col Jones 

TABC· 

COORDINATION PAGE 

AGENCY DATE 

USJFCOM 15 September 2004 

USCENTCOM 14 September 2004 
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,. . 

CHAlRMANOFlHE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2031S-9999 

INFO MEMO 

ti • • -
\ - ' 

26 Noveabe~ 2004 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE { 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJ, I( 1), 

SUBJECT: Manning Requests 

• Issue. "I just read this October 6 memo on manning at General Sanchez's headquarters. 
It seems to me we have a real problem. A combatant commander asks for something. 
The Joint Staff agrees to it. You recommend it to me. Then the Services never fulfill it. 
I would like a proposed solution to this problem fast. Either there is something wrong 
with the request, or we ought to fill the request-~ but we shouldn't do what we are 
doing." (TAB A) 

• Conclusion. The current process for staffing the Joint Task Force (JTF) Headquarters 
(HQ) is not meeting the combatant commanders ' requirements. The process takes too 
long to fill needs and is inadeq1,.1ate to handle the current'Volume of manning requests 
worldwide, My staff developed a solution to staffing the JTF HQ and briefod it to the 
Operations Deputies on 12November. This proposed solurfon was approved and will be 
impkmcntcJ before {h1; ~.id ofNovcmbcr. 

• Discussion. From 25 September to I October, a team led by USJFCOM with 
representation from the Military Departments and the Joint Staff visited Combined 
Forces Command - Afghanistan (CFC-A) to assess staffing. rt determined CFC-A was 
staffed at unacceptable levels. The results were briefed to the Joint Chief'.') of Staff on 
22 October, during which the Joint Chiefs committed to provide JOO-percent manning to 
CFC-A. Subsequent1y, you signed an execution order directing the JOO-percent fill of the 
command by 15 December. 

• My staffs proposal is similar to the method used to staff CFC-A to lOOpercent. While 
the current process is built around concurrence between the Services and combatant 
commands, the proposed course will be directive and result in a rotal-manning solution. 
My staff and USJFCOM, in conjunction with the Military Departments, will determine 
the optimurn staffing answer and will present the result to you and publish it as an order 
under your authority. This will speed delivery of forces and leverage USJFCOM as the 
foint Force provider. Additionally, USJFCOM continues to work on the related issue of 
forming JTF HQs. CDRUSJFCOM is scheduled to present that effort to you on 
l December. 

COORDINATION: TABB 

Attachments: 11-L-0559/0SD/45417 
As stated 

Prepared By: Rear Admiral Donna L Crisp, USN; Director, J-lJCb)(6) I 
FOR OFFIC·IAL USE ONL'/ oso 188 99-04 
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• 

TO: 

FROM: 

Gen Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld t;1' 
SUBJECT: Manning Requests 

fOUO 

November 1,2004 

89J 

Ijm~t read this October 6 memo on manning at General Sanchez's headquarters. It 

seems to me we have a real problem. A combatant commander asks for 

something. The Joint Staff agrees to it. You recommend it to me. Then the 

Services never fulfill it. 

I would like a proposed solution to this problem fast. Either there is saret:.bm;J 

wrong with die request, <r we ought to fill the request - but we shouldn 'tdo what 

we are doing. 

Thanks. 

Anach. 
10/6/04 CJCSmemo to SecDef re: Manning al General Sanchez's Headquarters [OSD 13665-04] 

DHR:dh 
110104·16 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respo11d by 11 / t ~ / o '{ 

FOUe> 

oso 18899-04 
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS Of STAFF 

WASHIHGtON, 0.C. 20311-M99 

lNFOMEMO ctt-i1os-oiffi~ GCT -7 ~~ 6: 53 
.6 October 2004 

FOR SECRETARYOF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myen;, ex~ /D( & 

SUBJECT ~ Manning at Genera] Sanchez '.s Headquarters 

• Issue. "At the recent Congressionalheruings on Abu Ghraib, there were severaJ 
qµestionsconceming theI1&'1'lll1:} at General Sanchez:s Headquarters. I'd like to see a 
lay down of the manning requests and how we filled ttBn over the relevanrperitxL" 
(TABA). 

• Conclusion. Overall, mntirgrcquircmcntsfor General Sanchez's Headqumtcrs (CJmt7) 
fluctuatedfr0m a low of870personnelto a high of 1l415. As depicted on the attached 
dmt (TAB B ), the fill rate ranged frorn a low of 65 percent to a high of 83 percent of 
stated requi.mrents. USCENTCOM managed the coordination and fill of CJ'IF-7 
personnel requests during the relevant pe1iod. 

• Discussion 

• Theinitial CJTF-7 organizationWctS made up of the Army ' s V Cbz:ps Headquai1ers 
anaaugmented by a combmat10n of individual Scrviccaugmemees, coalition an~ 
i nteragencyper~onnel. 

• In January 2004, the USJFC<.M J-1 met with the Servicesto identifynannin;;r 
solutionsforCJTF-?'s Phase IV personnel requirements. At this time the CJ'IF-7 
Joint Manpower Document reflected an increase from 1,036 to 1,415 personnel. Due 
to the increase m requirements validated by USCENTCOM, the corresponding fill 
le.vel dropped to 65 percent in January 2004. This was the lowest personnel fill rate 
for General Sm1chez'·s headqumter.s. 

• Services are required to provide "'best-qualifiedH individuals to fill Combatant 
commander requirements "in a timelynsua:." The time r:equired to fill anew 
1l'S'lliD; requirement depends on the source-an Active Component individual can be 
on station in 30-45 days; a Reserve Component (RC)indi vi dual may require as 111:11'¥ 
as 180 days 10 arrive on s:.ct.icn. Currently, there ru·e.over200 RC individuals serving 
oor headquarters in fraq, contlibutingto the "requirementlo till" time lag. 

COORDINATION: TABC 

Attachments: 
As slated 

Prepared By: RADM Donna L.O:i:p, USN; Director, J-rJ(b)(6) 

oso 13665-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45419 
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TABA 

September 10,2004 

TO: Gen. Dkk ~ 

CC: Gen. Abizaid 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld P • 
SUBJECT Manning at General Sanchez' sHQ 

At the recent Congressional hearings on Abu Ch::mb,there were several questions 

concerning the llB1lrUl'g at General Sanchez's Headquarters. I'd liJe to see a lay 

down of the manning requests and how we filled ttxm over the relevant period. 

Thanks. 

DHR:S$ 
OCJ\004-6 

• • • e e e •• ••• •• • e • a a••• a•••.:..~, a•., .. a e • I e e 1e e I••• e e I e e I e • 8 •• & e e e ea Ii e • • •• • •• 

Please respond by '1 / 1'5" I 04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45420 
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& 23 Jan 04: JFCOM, JS J I P&SR: Services agree to source 598 of 
640 (93%) 1As in CJTF· 7 Phase 1V IA requirements 

fr' 11 Feb 04: JFCOM releases message confirming sourcing of CJTF-7 
and responsibility to fill IA requirements. 

/s, 15Apr 04: P8oSR for MNF-IIMNC-1. End of CJTF-7 JMD 

fe' 15 May 04: MNF-IIMNC-1 stand-up. CJTF-7 stands down 

8 15Jun 04: MNF-1/MNC-~ FOC TabB 
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NAl\l.lE 

Col Higham 

Col Jones 

TABC· 

COORDINATION PAGE 

AGENCY 

USJFCOM 

USCENTCOM 

DATE 

15 September 2004 

14 September 2004 

TabC 
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Ms. Cecconi 

UNCLASSIFIED 
TABB 

COORDINA TJON PAGE 

USJFCOM 9 November 2004 

UNCLASSIFIED 
11-L-0559/0SD/45423 

TabB 



F'OR OFFICIAL USE ONL't' 

CHAIRMANOFlliE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 

JNFOMEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJcs(4i"ll~'t 

SUBJECT: Manning Requests 

') ,"'1,. t i"',tf "- I 

C ") 

• Issue. "I just read this October 6 memo on manning at General Sanchez's headquarters. 
lt seems to me we have a real problem. A combatant·commander asks for something. 
The foint Staff agrees to it. You recommend it to me. Then the Services never fulfill it. 
T would like a proposed solution to this problem fast. Either there is something wrong 
with the request, or we ought to fill the request-- but we shouldn't do what we are 
doing." (TAB A) 

• Conclusion. The cun-ent prncess for staffing the Joint Task force (JTF) Headquarters 
(HQ) is not meeting the combatant commanders' requirements. The process takes too 
long to fill needs and is inadequate to 'handle the cunent volume of manning requests 
worldwide. My ~taff developed a solution to staffing the JTF HQ and briefed it to the 
Operations Deputies on 12November. This proposed solution was approved and will be 
implemented before the end of November. 

• Discussion. From 25 September to 1 October, a team led by USJFCOM with 
represenlation from the MiJitary Departments and the Joint Staffvisited Combined 
Forces Command -Afghanistan (CFC-A)to assess staffing. lt determined CFC-A was 
staffed at unacceptabt.e levels. The results were briefed to the Joint Chiefs of Staff on 
22 October, during which the Joint Chiefs cc)mmitted to provide 100-percent manning to 
CFC-A. Subsequently, you ·signed an execution order directing the IOO~percent fill of the 
command by 15 December. 

• My staffs proposal is similarto the method used to staff CFC-At() lOOpercent. While 
the current process is built around concurrence between the Services and combatant 
commands, the proposed course will be directive and result in a total-manning solution. 
My staff and USJFCOM, in conjunction with the Military Departments, will determine 
the optimum staffing answer and will present the res1.1lr to you and publish it as an order 
under your auth(ffity. This will speed delivery _of forces and leverage USJFCOM as the 
Joint force provider. 

COORDfNATION: TABB 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: Rear Admiral Donna L. Crisp, USN; Director, J-1 ;._!(b_.)_(6_,) __ _. 
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Ms. Cecconi 

UNCLASSIFIED 
TABB 

COORDINATION PAGE 

USJFCOM 9 November 2004 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

POUO 

November 22,2004' 

Powell Moore 

COL Steve Bucci 
!(b)(6) I . 
Donald Rumsfel'1'" 

Meeting with Fresnman Senators and Congressmen 

We ought t<;> invite all the freshman senators and congressmen down to the 

Pentagon sometime in the next week. 

Thanks. 

DHRss 
l 12204-2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ~ I / i,~ l ~ ~ 

FOUO 
OSD 1891 7-04 
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE .-
- + • • • -

WASHINGTON, DC 20.30.1:1·300 . 

LEGISLATIV.E 
AFFAIRS November 23,2004 4:30 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: PoweJl A. Moore, Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for Legislative Affairs!Cb)(6) I · 

SUBJECT: Response to SECDEF Snowflake regarding Meeting with Freshmen Senators 
and Congressmen 

• You asked to meet with the new Senators and Congressmen next week. Freshman 
Qrientation has conc1uded and it is highly unlikely that any of the freshmen will be 
in town next week. 

• The Deputy Secretary did meet with House Republican Freshmen on the Hill 
during their orientation last week. We are planning an orientation day in the 
Pentagon sometime in early January when all freshmen are expected to return to 
Washington. 

Attachment: 
SECDEF Snowflake 112204-2 

11-L-0559/0SD/45427 OSD 1891 7-04. 



TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Powelt Moore 

COL Steve Bucci 
l<b)(6) I . 

f'OU9-

-
November 22, 2004· · 

Don~ld Ru.msfolT . 

Meeting with Fresh'.man Senators and C<,mgressmen 

We ought to invite all the freshman senators and congressmen down to the 

Pentagon sometime in the next week. 

Thanks. 

OHRss 
112204-2 

~1::: ;~;~~~ ~~-.... • ~ i"i ~~ i: ~. • • .. •. • •. • ... • .. •. • •. • • •. '• • • • • • • • • .. ' 

fOUO 
OSD 18917-04 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Gen Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Special Forces Update 

FOUO 

TABA 

October 15,2004 

I'd like a piece of paper that is clear -- without a lot of extra words, that is readable 

- that explains what l' ve done with respect to Special Forces since I came. 

I think I know, but I'd like to see some quantification of it. 

Thanks. 

DKR:ss 
IOIS04·3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by !1 /1 feV 

~ 
N 
N 

--~ 
Q 
(\ 
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oso 18958-04 c, 
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TahA 
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PERSONNEL ANO 
READINESS 

FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE .- - -
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D. C .20301-4000 

ACTION MEMO 

SEC.RETAR Y OF DEFE~~-~ '\. ····. De~S::~,:_ 

David S. C. Chu, USD (P&R)~-~~/ (, 
\: .··"., .,.... - .. ,...--;-

--- .-;1 / . . , ~-r~-i.r.,,,4-_z .7 ~ ,, 
Resp()nsibihty for Federal Voting Assistance Program (FY AP) 
--SNOWFLAKE (Tab B) 

You requested the redirection of absentee voting assistance responsibilities for non-DoD 
affiliated citizens covered under the Uniformed and Overseas Ci1izensAbsentee Voting 
Act (UOCAVA)and Executive Order· l2642of June 8, 1988' (Tab C). 

The proposed Executive Order designates the Secretary of State as the Presidential 
designee for UOCAVA and absolves you of such responsibility. 

• The Department of State would assume executive branch policy and oversight 
responsibilities for administration of UOCAVA and would provide direct absentee 
voting assistance to overseas citizens and non-DoD Federal employees overseas. 

• DoD would continue to provide direct absentee voting ass,istance to Uniformed 
Services voters , their family members , and overseas DoD employees and contractors. 

RECOMMENDATION: That you approve the ttansfer of responsibilities for UOCA VA 
to the Secretary of State. A memorandum from you to the President and a draft 
Executive. Order are at Tab A. 

COORDINATION: DoD General Counsel reviewed the draft Executive Order. 1 have 
discussed the proposed shift in responsibility with Under Secret,17.. of State.,for 
Management, Grant S . Green; Jr, and he is aware of our intent. l ;ab D) 

Approved _______ Disapproved ______ Other ______ _ 

Prepared by: P. K. Brunelli, Director, FVAP, ..... !(b_)(_6_) __ _, 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45430 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: Responsibility for Federal Voting Assistance Program (FV AP) 

The enclosed Executive Order designates the Secretary of State as the Presidential 
designee for the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee V01ingAct (UOCA VA). 

• The Department of State would assume Executive Branch policy and oversight 
responsibilities for administration of UOCAVA and would provide direct absentee 
voting assistance to overseas citizens and non-DoD Federal employees overseas. 

• DoD would continue to provide direct absentee voting assistance to Uniformed 
Services voters, their family members, and overseas DoD employees and contractors. 

G 
11-L-0559/0SD/45432 



DRAFT 

Executive Order of ----

Designation of the Secretary of State as the Presidential Designee Under Title 
I of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and Laws of the United 
States of America, including section 101 (a) of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee 
Voting Act (Public Law 99-4 IO) ("the Act") and section 30 I of title 3, United States Code, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 

Section I. The Secretary of State is hereby designated as the "Presidential designee" under Title 
I of the Act. 

Section 2. Jn order to effectuate the purposes of the Act, the Secretary of State is hereby 
authorized to delegate in writing any or all functions, responsibilities, powers, authority, or 
discretion devolving upon him in consequence of this designation to any person or persons 
within the Department of State. 

Section 3. The Secretary of Defense shal1 cooperate with the Presidential Designee in carrying 
out the purposes of the Act and shall establish a voting assistance program in the Department of 
Defense for matters pertaining to absent uniformed services voters (as that term is defined in 
section I 07 of the Act) and overseas Department of Defense civilian employee and contractor 
voters. 

Section 4. Executive Order 12642 of June I 0, 1988, is revoked. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

11-L-0559/0SD/45433 
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11-L-0559/0SD/45434 



TO: 

cc: 
FROM: 

David Chu 
Powell Moore 

J'OUO 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld <i7{l 
SUBJECT: Absentee Ballots 

September 30,2004 

Immediately following the election, please sta11. the process of redirecting the 

absentee ballot responsibility (The Federal Voting Assistance Program or FV AP), 

for everyone except the military, to the Depaitment of State. 

DoD should handle just the military, since the military is less than half the total. 

People think of the embassies as the logical place to be helpful on this.matter. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
093004-IR 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ I o_,_/_2-_,'f4-/_o-'tf __ _ 

+oue, 

11-L-0559/0SD/45435 
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........... --
Fed~r•I Register 

Vol. 53. No. ttz 

Friday. ,lune 10. t9&8 

Title S-

.' · The President 

I~ Doc. a&-133SZ 
l;iled &+-ea; u,.2t· PIIII 

Billing tode 319$-01-M 

21975 

Presidential Documents 

Executive Order 12642 of June 8, 1968 

Designation ot· the Secretary of Defense as the Presidential 
Designee Under Title I of the Uniformed and Overseas 
Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

Ry virtue {f the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and 
laws ct· the United States of America. includir.g section 101(a] of the Uni­
formed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (Public Law 99-410) ("the 
Act"). it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The Secretary of Defense is hereby designated as the "Presidential 
designee" under Tille I of the Act. , 

Sec.!. In order to effectuate chc purposes of the Act, the Secretary of Defense 
is hereby authorized to delegate any or all of the fum:tions, responsibilities, 
powers, authority. or disnelion devolving upon him in consequence of this 
Order to any person or persons within the Department 1f Defense. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
June· 8. 1988. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45437 



COORDINATION SHEET 

Voting Assistance Provided to Overseas Citizens 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

David Chu 
Powell Moore 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Absentee Ballots 

"FOUO 

Sep!eq'!bcr 30, 2004 

,, ......... -.. ~· ,· '. I· f1 :--
, . : s. l / 

Immediately following the election, please start the process of redirecting the 

absentee ballot responsibility (The Federal Voting Assistance Program or FV AP), 

for everyone except the military, to the Department of State. 

DoD should handle just the military, since the military is less than half the total. 

People think of the embassies as the logical place to be helpful on this matter. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
093004·18 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 10/21/qtf __ 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45439 
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Executive Order of ----

Designation of the Secretary of State as the Presidential Designee Under Title 
I of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States of America, induding section lOI(a) of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee 
Voting Act (Public Law 99-4 l 0) ("the Act") and section 30 l of title 3, United States Code, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 

Section I. The Secretary of State is hereby designated as the "Presidential designee" under Title 
I of' the Act. 

Section 2. In order to effectuate the purposes of the Act, the Secretary of State is hereby 
authorized to delegate any or all functions, responsibilities, powers, authority, or discretion 
devolving upon him in consequence of this designation to any person or persons within the 
Department of State. 

Section 3. The Secretary of Defense shall cooperate with the Presidential Designee in carrying 
out the purposes of the Act and shall establish a voting assistance program in the Department of 
Defense for matters pe1taining to absent uniformed services voters (as that term is defined in 
section 107 of the Act), their family members, and overseas Department of Defense civilian 
employee and contractor voters. 

Section 4. Executive Order 12642 of June I 0, 1988, is revoked. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

11-L-0559/0SD/45440 



UNDER SECRETARY OF O.EFENS:: 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D.C.20301-4000 
..-.· •• lo • ~ • ~ ~ :. ~ ' I 

PERSONNEL ANO 
READINESS 

INFO MEMO 

: . l 

November 23,2004 -5:00 PM 

FOR: SECRET AR y OF DEFENSE"' 

FROM: David S. C. Chu, USD P&R) 
\ 

SUBJECT: Responsibility for Voting Assistance Provided to Overseas Citizens 
--SNOWFLAK£(Tab A) 

• Executive Order 12642 (June 8, 1988)assigns DoD responsibility for the 
requirements of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 
(UOCA VA). A new Executive Order is needed to carry out your intent. 

• The proposed Executive Order at Tab B transfers responsibilities for UOCAVA to the 
Secrerary of State. 

• The Department of Defense would continue to provide absentee voting assistance 10 

absent Uniformed Services voters, their family members, overseas DoD employees 
and overseas DoD contractors. 

• The Department of State would assume policy and oversight responsibilities for 
administration of UOCAV .A and would provide absentee voting assistance to overseas 
Citizens and other overseas Federal employees. 

• DoD will determine personnel; space, and budget resources that should be transferred 
from the Department of Defense to the Department of State. 

• We have begun the process of coordinating this action with the Department of State. 

RECOMMENDATION: Information Only. 

Attachments: As stated 

Prepared by: P. K. Brunelli, Director, FY AP J_(b_)(_6_) __ _ 

0 
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TO: David Chu 
Powell Moore 

cc: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Absentee Ba1lots 

lit)UO 

,· ~,,. .. '. ,- . . ,. .. 

Sep!~~~ber 30,2004 

.. ·, I· '!-:-· 
: ; • 1; / 

Immediately following the election, please start the process of redirecting the 

absentee ballot responsibility (The Federal Voting Assistance Program or FY AP), 

for everyone except the military, to the Department of State. 

DoD should handle just the military, since the military is less than half the total 

People think of the embassies as the logical place to be helpful on this matter. 

Thanks. 

DHR.ss 
093004-18 

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

Please respond by _ _._l~/21 /_(}1--

fOUO 
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Executive Order of ----

Designation of the Secretary of State as the Presidential Designee Under Title 
I of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States of America, including section 101 (a) of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee 
Voting Act (Public Law 99-410) ("the Act") and section 301 of title 3, United States Code, it is 
hereby ordered as fol1ows: 

Section I. The Secretary of State is hereby designated as the "Presidential designee" under Title 
I of the Act. 

Section 2. In order to effectuate the purposes. of the Act, the Secretary of State is hereby 
authorized to delegate any or all functions, responsibilities, powers, authority, or discretion 
devolving upon him in consequence of this designation to any person or persons within the 
Department of State. 

Section 3. The Secretary of Defense shal1 cooperate with the Presidential Designee in carrying 
out the purposes of the Act and shall establish a voting assistance program in the Department of 
Defense for matters pertaining to absent uniformed services voters (as that term is defined in 
section 107 of the Act), their family members, and overseas Department of Defense civilian 
employee and contractor voters. 

Section 4. Executive Order 12642 of June 10, 1988, is revoked. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

11-L-0559/0SD/45443 



OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 
The Military Assistant 

14 February 2005 - I 040 Hours 

MEMORANDUM FOR: DR. DA YID S.C. CHU, USO/ P&R 

SUBJECT: Responsibility for Federal volf,g Assistance Program (FVAP) 

Sir: 

Please see Mr. Patterson's comments to you on the attached: : 

"David -
I know the Secretary is keen on this initiative. Though you've 
discussed with Grant Green, is State going to agree or will 
this initiative snag a big non-concur? The Department may 
still want to press ahead, but believe State's view needs to be 
known. v/r Dave" 

Thank you. 

Attachment: 
OSD I 8960-04 

ean E. O'Connor 
Captain, USN 
Military Assistant to the 

Deputy Secretary of Defense 

Suspense: Monday, 21 February 2005 

11-L-0559/0SD/45444 



PERSONNEL ANO 
READINESS 

FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301·4000 

ACTION MEMO 

l~ ~· .- - .:~::: ." : -. • .. - _- : ~· ... · .... ·· .. 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE~ DepSec Action ___ _ 

David S. C. Chu, USD (P&~~,,,./;/ ( 8~ 
\ .. ·· ... ]. ,,,.. , .. ~ 
- -· ,';! / .. , <1;,17',~-'"""''!-!)' ..:, J 

Responsibility for Federal Voting Assistance Program {FV AP) 
--SNOWFLAKE {Tab B) 

You requested the redirection of absentee voting assistance responsibilities for non-DoD 
affiliated citizens covered under the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting 
Act ( UOCA VA) and Executive Order 12642 of June 8, 1988 (Tab C). 

The proposed Executive Order designates the Secretary of Sta.le as the PresidenliaJ 
designee fo:r UOCAVA and absolves you of such responsibility. 

• The Department of State would assume executive branch policy and oversight 
respons ibilities for administration of UOCAVA and would provide direct absentee 
voting assistance to overseas citizens and non-DoD Federal employees overseas. 

• DoD would continue l<.) prQv1de d1rect absentee vol in& assistance lo Uni formed 
Services voters, their family members, and overseas DoD employees and contractors. 

RECOMMENDATION: That you approve the transfer of responsibi1i.lies for UOCA VA 
lo the Secretary of State. A memorandum from you to the President and a draft 
Executive Order are at Tab A. 

COORDINATION~ DoD General Counsel r:eviewed the draft Executive Order. I have 
discussed the proposed shift in responsibility with Under Secretary of State for 
Management, Grant S. Green, Jr, and he is aware of our intent. 

Approved-------· Disapproved _____ _ Other ------

Prepared by: P. K. Brunelli., Director, FVAPJ._(b_)(_6) ___ _. 

SMADS0 

0 0SD 18960-·04 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DF.FF.NSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 • 1 000 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: Responsibility for Federal Voting Assistance Program (FV AP) 

The enclosed Executive Order designates the Secretary of State as the 
Presidential designee for the "Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting 
Act (UOCA VA). 

The Department of State would assume Executive Branch policy and 
oversight responsibilities for the administration of UOCA VA and would provide 
direct absentee voting assistance to overseas citizens and non-Department of 
Defense (DoD) Federal employees overseas. 

DoD would continue to provide direct absentee voting assistance to 
Uni formed Service voters, their family members, and overseas DoD employees 
and contractors. 

Enclosure: 
As stated 

0 
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DRAFT 

Executive Order of ----

Designation of the Secretary of State as the Presidential Designee Under Title 
I of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States of America, including section l Ol(a) of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee 
Voting Act (Public Law 99-410) ("the Act") and section 301 of title 3, United States Code, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The Secretary of State is hereby designated as the "Presidential designee" under Title 
I of the Act. 

Section 2. In order to effectuate the purposes of the Act, the Secretary of State is hereby 
auth01i zed to delegate in writing any or all functions, responsibilities, powers, authority, or 
discretion devolving upon him in consequence of this designation to any person or persons 
within the Department of State. 

Section 3. The Secretary of Defense shall cooperate with the Presidential Designee in carrying 
out the purposes of the Act and shall establish a voting assistance program in the Department of 
Defense for matters pertaining to absent uniformed services voters ( as that term is defined in 
section 107 of the Act) and overseas Department of Defense civilian employee and contractor 
voters. 

Section 4. Executive Order 12642of June 10, 1988, is revoked. 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

11-L-0559/0SD/4544 7 



TO: David Chu 
Powell M oorc 

cc: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 

Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Absentee Ballots 

,01:10 

September 30,2004 

Immediately following the election, please start the process of redirecting the 

absentee ballot responsibility (The Federal Voting Assistance Program or FVAP), 

for everyone except the military, lo the Department of State. 

DoD should handlejust the military, since the military is less than half the total. 

People think of the embassies as the logical place to be helpful on this matter. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
093004-l& 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••e••• 

Please ,:espo11d by __ I o_,1-f 2.____._1~/-0-1-tf---

''":'/ 7/" 

OSD 18960-04 
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i,·ederal Regialet 

Vol. 53. No. 112 

Friday, June 10. 1988 

Title 3-

, The President 

(Fll Doc. a&-1335Z 

Filed 6-9-M; 12:~· pmJ 
Billing code 3195-01-M 

21975 

Presidential Documents 

Executive Order 12642 of June 8, 1988 

Designation d the Secretary of Defense as the Presidential 
Designee Under Title I of the Uniformed and Overseas 
Citizens Absentee Voting Act 

By virtue of the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution :inrl 
laws of the United Slates or America, including section 101(a] of the Uni­
formed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (Public Law 99-410) ("the 
Act"), it is hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1. The Secretary of Defense is hereby designated as the "Presidential 
designee" under Title I of the Act. • 

Sec. 2. In order to efL.:ctuate the purposes of the Act, the Secretary ri Defense 
is hereby authorized to delegate any or all of the functions. responsibilities. 
powers, authority, or discretion devolving upon him in consequence or this 
Order lo any person or persons within the Department of Defense. 

THE WHITE HOCSH, 
June 8, 1988. 
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COORDINATION SHEET 

Voting Assistance Provided to Overseas Citizens 

General Counsel of the DoD 
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... ·- .. . , 

'· .... ·~. 

': :·· ', ·: •... ~ '*'.' .~: 
.. . . . . . . . ~·. :..: 

TO: Doug Feith 

SUBJECT: Letter to Hungarian MoD 

.. ,. 

?: ~~ber 17, 2004 

ES-\4~ 
04/0t55Gf-E$ 

Someone should draft a nice letter from me to the HW1garian Minister of Defense 

thanking him for his efforts on this and seeing that we leave him happy. They 

appareotJy tried hard. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
USADO BUDAPEST HU Cable R 1705562 NOV 04 

OHR:dh 
Ul70+8 

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

Please respond by __ J:.....1_,/-""1,__,<,.._,
1
,_./0£...+-y __ 

0 so 1 8 9 6 4 - 0 4 
' =fO~O. 
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fi'OUO 

TO: Gen Dick Myers 
Gen Pete Pace 

CC: Pau1 Wo)fowitz 
GEN John Abizaid 
GEN George Casey 

FROM: Donald Rumsfel1i'-

SUBJECT: Acting on lnte1 Quick1y in Iraq 

Do our tactical warfighters on the ground in Iraq feel they can act quickly on 

intelligence they garner in the field without excessive restrictions? 1 've received 

some indications that there is a sense that since sovereignty, our mid-grade 

commanders feel somewhat constrained. J hope that isn't true and I'd like your 

assessment. My fee1ing is that our commanders must be able to act quickly when 

they gain battlefield inte1ligence. 

DHR:ss 
112304-2 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by __ ,_2..,...Ji1--=-, _,_/_,,0~~-1----

f'O'UO 
0 so 1 8 9 6 5 - 0 4 
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TO: Jim Haynes 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'\)-

SUBJECT: Lawsuit Infonnation 

7, •;,.:~
1 Y[" 

loco 

'November 5,2004 

.• ' I ,..,,' 

Please give me some information on this lawsuit that is being filed against me by a 

GITMO detainee. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
FBIS Report re: GITMO Detainee 

DHR:ss 
110404-IS 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ 

fOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45453 OSD 19043-04 



A 

11-L-0559/0SD/45454 



Text 
Morocco: Former Guantanamo Detainee to Sue Rumsfeld Over Alleged Torture 
GMP2004I104000229 CasablancaAssahifa in Arabic 3 Nov 04 

[Unattributed report on page one: A Moroccan lawyer sues Rumsfeld in court"J 
[FBIS Translated TextJ 

Mr. Mohamed Hila], a Rabat lawyer, has told Assahifa that he is determined to take legal 
action against US Secretary for Defense, Donald Rumsfcld, in the United States, in coordination 
with American lawyers. 

Mr. Hilal says that he will be asking for compensation for his client Radhouane Benchakroun 
for the damage caused to him by the torture he was subjected to at the hands of American troops 
when he was detained in Guantanamojail. 

This will be the second case of its kind. 1n fact a British lawyer has already lodged a simi Jar 
lawsuit against the Amelican Defense Department. 

[Description of Source: Casablanca Assahifa in Arabic -Independent weekly newspaper] 

THISREPORTMA Y CONTAINCOPYRIGHTED MATERIAL. COPYING AN/) mSSEMINA TION JSPROHIBITED 
WITHOUT PERMISSION OF 11lE COPYRIGHTOWNERS. 
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B 

11-L-0559/0SD/45456 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

SHAFJQ RASUL 
c/o 14 Inverness Street 
LondonNW17 HJ 
England; 

ASIFIQBAL 
c/o 14 Inverness Street 
London NW17 HJ 
England; 

RHUHEL AHMED 
c/o 14 lnvernessStreet 
London NW17HJ 
England; and 

JAMAL AL~HARITH 
c/o 159 Princess Road 
Manchester M144RE 
England 

.. against-

DONALD RUMSFELD 
Department ci Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington D.C. 20301-1000; 

Plaintiffs 

AIR FORCE GENERAL RICHARD MYERS 
Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff' 
9999 Joint Staff Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20318-9999; 

ARMY MAJOR GENERAL GEOFFREY MILLER 
Former Commander, Joint Task Force 
Guantanamo Bsy Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200: 

- 1. 

. . 
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ARMY GENERAL JAMES T. HILL 
Commander, United States Southern Command 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20310-0200; 

ARMY MAJOR GENERAL MICHAELE DUN LA VEY 
Former Commander, Joint Task Force 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington] D.C. 203109200; 

ARMY BRIGADIER GENERALJAY HOOD 
Commander, Joint Task Force, GTMO 
Guantiinamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

MARINE BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL LEHNERT 
Comm~ndor Joint Task Foroc-160 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba 
c/o Headquarters USMC 
2 Navy Annex (CM:) 
Washington, D.C. 20380-1775; 

ARMY COLONEL NELSON.). CANNON 
Commander, Camp Delta 
Guantinamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba. 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY COLONEL TERRY CARRICO 
Commander Camp X-Ray, Camp Delta 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, DC. 20310-0200; 

ARMY LIEUTENANT COLONEL WILLIAM CLINE 
Commander, Camp Delta 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 

11-L-0559/0SD/45458 



Washington, o.c. 2031~0200; 

ARMY LIEUTENANT COLONEL DIANE BEAVER 
Legal Adviser to General Dunlavey 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba 
c/o United States Anny 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200 

and 

JOHN DOES 1·100, lndlviduals involved in the illegal : 
Torture of Plaintiffs at Guantanamo Bay Naval Base 

All in their personal capacities 

Defendants. 
• 

COMPLAINT 

(Violations <:f the Alien Tort Statute, the Fittn and Eighth Amendments to the U.S. 
Constitution, the Geneva Conventions, and the Religious Freedom Restoration Act) 

Plaintiffs Shafiq Rasul, Asif Iqbal, Rhuhel Ahmed and Jamal AI-Harith1 by 

and through their undersigned attorneys, Baach Robinson & Lewis PLLC and Michael 

Ratner at the Center for Constitutional Rights, as and for their complaint against 

Defendants Donald Rumsfeld, Air Force General Richard Myers, Army Major General 

Geoffrey Miller, Army General James T. Hill, Army Major General Michael E. Dunlavey, 

Army Brigadier General Jay Hood, Marine Brigadier General Michael Lehnert, Army 

Colonel Nelson J. Cannon, Army Colonel Terry Carrico, Army Lieutenant Colonel 

William Cline, Army Lieutenant Colonel Diane Beaver and John Does 1-100, hereby 

allege as follows: 

-3-
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INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the United Kingdom. They are not 

now and have never been members <f any terrorist group. They have never taken up 

anns againstthe United States. 

2. Plaintiffs Shafiq Rasul, Asif Iqbal and Rhuhel Ahmed were detained in 

Northern Afghanistan on November 28, 2001, by General Rashid Dostum, an Uzbek 

warlord temporarily allied with the United States as part of the Northern Alliance. 

Thereafter, General Dostum placed Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed in the custody cf 

the United States military. Because Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were unarmed 

and not engaged in any hostile activities, neither General Dostum ncr any of his troops 

ever could have or did observe them engaged in combat against the United States, the 

Northern Alliance or anyone else. On information and belief, General Dostum detained 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed and numerous other detainees who were not 

combatants; he handed detainees including Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed to the 

custody of the United States in order to obtain bounty money from the United States; 

and the United States took custody <f Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed without any 

independent good failh basis for concluding that they were or had been engaged in 

activities hostile to the United States. 

3. Plaintiff Jamal AI-Hanth works as en internet web designer in Manchester, 

England. Intending to attend a religious retreat, Plaintiff AI-Harith arrived in Pakistan on 

October 2, 2001, where he was advised to leave the country because d animosity 

toward British citizens. Heeding the warning, he planned to return to Europe by 

traveling overlandthrough lranto Turkey by truck. While in Pakistan, the truck in which 

Plaintiff Al-Harith was riding was stolen at gunpoint by Afghans; he was then forced into 

-4-
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a jeep which crossed the border into Afghanistan. PlaintiiAI-Harith was then handed 

over to the Taliban. Plaintiff AI-Harith was beaten by Taliban guards and taken for 

interrogation. He was accused of being a British special forces military spy and held in 

isolation. After the US invasion d Afghanistan, the Taliban released Plaintiff Al-Harith 

into the general prison population. When the Taliban government fell and the new 

government came to power, Plaintiff AI-Harith and others in the prison were told that 

they were free to leave and Plaintiff AI-Harith was offered transportation to Pakistan. 

Plaintiff AI-Harith thought it would be quicker and easier to travel to Kabul where there 

was a British Embassy. Officials of the International Committee of the Red Cross 

(«fCRC") instructedAI-Harith to remain at the prison and they offered to make contact 

with the British Embassy to fly him home. Plaintiff AI-Harith also spoke directly to British 

Embassy official:, who indicated that they were making arrangements to fly him to Kabul 

and out rf the country. After Plaintiff AI-Harith had been in contact with the British 

Embassy in Kabul for approximately a month discussing the logistics of evacuating him, 

American Special Forces arrived and questioned Plaintiff. The ICRC told Plaintiff Al· 

Hariththat the Americans would fly PlaintiiAI-Harith to Kabul; two days before he was 

scheduled to fly to Kabul, American soldiers told Plaintiff AI-Harith, 11Yoo're not going 

anywhere. We're taking you to Kandahar airbase." 

4. All four Plaintiffs were first held in United States custody in Afghanistan 

and later transported to the United States Naval Base at Guantdnamo Bay Naval 

Station, Cuba ("Guantiinamo"), where Defendants imprisoned them without charge for 

more than two years. During Plaintiffs' imprisonment, Defendants systematically and 

repeatedly tortured them in violation of the United States Con sti iti on and domestic and 

international law, and deprived them of access to friends. relatives. courts and counsel. 

• 5. 
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Defendants repeatedly attempted to extract confessions from Plaintiffs without regard to 

the truth or plausibility of these statements through the use of the illegal methods 

detailed below. 

5. Plaintiffs were released without charge in March 2004 and have returned 

to their homes in the United Kingdom where they continue to suffer the physical and 

psychological effects d their prolonged arbitrary detention, torture and other 

mistreatment as hereinafter alleged. 

6. In the course of their detention by the United States, Plaintiffs were 

repeatedly struck with rifle butts, punched, kicked and slapped. They were "short 

shackled" in painful "stress positions" for many hours at a time, causing deep flesh 

wounds and permanent scarring. Plaintiffs were also threatened with unmuzzled dogs, 

forced to strip naked, subjected to repeated forced body cavity searches, intentionally 

subjected to extremes of heat and cold for the purposed. causing suffering, kept in filthy 

cages for 24 hours per day with no exercise or sanitation, denied access to necessary 

medical care, harassed in practicing their religion, deprived of adequate food, deprived 

ofsleep, deprived of communicationwith family and friends, and deprived of information 

about their status. 

7. Plaintiffs' detention and mistreatment were in plain violation of the United 

States Constitution, federal statutory law and United States treaty obligations, and 

customary international law. Defendants' treatment d Plaintiffs and other Guantanamo 

detainees violated various provisions d law including the Fifth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution forbidding the deprivation d' liberty without due process; the Eighth 

Amendment forbidding cruel and unusual punishment; United States statutes prohibiting 

torture, assault, and other mistreatment: the Geneva Conventions: and customary 

- 6-
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international law norms prohibiting torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading 

treatment. 

8 Plaintiffs' torture and other mistreatment was not simply the product cf. 

isolated or rogue actions by individual military personnel. Rather it was the result of 

deliberate and foreseeable action taken by Def end ant Rumsfeld and senior officers to 

flout or evade the United States Constitution, federal statutory law, United States treaty 

obligations and long established norms of customary international law. This action was 

taken in a misconceived and illegal attempt to utilize torture and other cruel, inhuman, or 

degrading acts to coerce nonexislent information regarding terrorism. It was 

misconceived because, according to the conclusion of the US military as expressed in 

the Army Field Manual, torture does not yield reliable information, and because 

Plaintiffs-along with the va'it majority c£ Guantdnamo detainees ho.d no information 

to give. It was illegal because, as Defendants well knew, torture and other cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment of detainees E not permitted under the United States 

Constitution, federal statutory law, United States treaty obligations, and customary 

international law. 

9. On or about December 2, 2002, Defendant Rumsfeld signed a 

memorandum approving numerous illegal interrogation methods, including putting 

dctoincce in "stress positions'' for up to four hours; forcing detainees to strip naked, 

intimidating detainees with dogs, interrogatingthem for 20 hours at a time, forcing them 

to wear hoods, shaving their heads and beards, keeping them in total darkness and 

silence, and using what was euphemistically called "mild, non-injurious physical 

contact." As Defendant Rumsfeld knew, these and other methods were in violation of 

the United States Constitution, federal statutory law, the Geneva Conventions, and 

- 7-
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customary international hw as reflected in, inter alia, the United Nations Convention 

Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

("CAT}. This memorandum cl December 2, 2002, authorizing torture and other 

mistreatment, was originally designated by Defendant Rumsfeld to be classified for ten 

years but was released at the direction of President George W. Bush afta- the Abu 

Ghraib torture scandal became public. 

10. After authorizing, encouraging, permitting, and requiring the acts of torture 

and other mistreatment inflicted upon Plaintiffs, Defendant Rumsfeld, on information 

and belief, subsequentlycommissioneda 'Working Group Report"dated Manti 6,2003, 

to address "Detainee Interrogations in the Global War on Terrorism: Assessment of 

Legal, Historical, Policy and Operational Considerations." This report, also originally 

claooifiod for a. period of ten yoaro by Defendant Rumsfcld, waa Q13o rcloa~d after tho 

Abu Ghraib tmure scandal became public. This report details the requirements cf 

international and domestic law governing interrogations, including the Geneva 

Conventions; the CAT; customary international law; the torture statute, 18 U.S.C. 

§2340; assault within maritime and territorial jurisdiction, 18 U.S.C. § 113; maiming, 18 

U.S.C. §114; murder, 18 U.S.C. §1111; manslaughter, 18 USC. §1112; interstate 

stalking, 18 U.S.C. §2261 a; and conspiracy 1 a U.S.C. §2 and §371. The report 

attempts to address "legal doctrines under the Federal Criminal Law that could render 

specific conduct, odterwioie criminal n.!}! unlawful." Working Group Report at p. 3 

(emphasis in original). The memorandum is on its face an ex post facto attempt to 

create arguments that the facially criminal acts perpetuated by the Defendants were 

somehow justified. It argues first that the President as Commander-in-Chief has 

plenary authority to order torture, a proposition that ignores settled legal doctrine from 

- 8. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45464 



King John at Runnymede to Youngstown Sheet & Tube, 343 U.S. 579 (1952). It next 

tries to apply common law doctrines cl. self-defense and necessity, arguing the 

erroneous propositionthat the United States has the right to torture detained individuals 

because it needs to defend itself or because it is necessary that it do so. Finally, it 

suggests that persons inflicting torture and other mistreatment will be able to defend 

against criminal charges by claiming that they were following orders. The report asserts 

that the detainees have no Constitutional rights because the Constitutiondoes not apply 

to persons held at Guantanamo. However, the report acknowledges that U.S. criminal 

laws do apply to Guantanamo, and further acknowledges that the United States t 

bound by the CAT to the extent that conduct barred by that Convention would also be 

prohibited by the Fifth, Eighth or Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution. On June 

22, 2004, the conclusions <f this report and other memoranda attempting to justify 

torture were repudiated and rescinded by President Bush. 

11. In April 2003, following receipt d the Working Group Report, Defendant 

Rumsfeld issued a new set cf. recommended interrogation techniques, requiring 

approval for four techniques. These recommendations recognized specifically that 

certain of the approved techniques violated the Geneva Conventions and customary 

international law, including the use of intimidation, removal of religious items, threats 

and isolation. The April 2003 report, however, officially wlthdrew approval for unlawful 

actions that had been ongoing for months, including hooding, forced nakedness, 

shaving, stress positions, use of dogs and "mild, non-injurious physical contact." 

Nevertheless, on information and belief these illegal practices continued to be employed 

against Plaintiffsand other detainees at Guanthnamo. 
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12. Defendants well knew that their activities resulting in the detention, torture 

and other mistreatment of Plaintiffs were illegal and violated clearly established law -

i.e., the Constitution, federal statutory law and treaty obligations of the United States 

and customary international law. Defendants' after-the-fact attempt to create an 

Orwellian legal fa~ade makes dear their conscious awareness that they were acting 

illegally. Therefore they cannot claim immunity from civil liability. 

DI ,r VENUE 

13. This Court has jurisdiction over Plaintiffs' claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

{federal question jurisdiction); and 28 U.S.C. §1350 (Alien Tort Statute). 

14. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391 (a)(3) and 28 

U .s.c. § 1 sg 1 (b )(2}. The alleged acts described below are "inextricably bound up with 

the District of Columbia in its role as the nation's capital." Mundvv. Weinberger, 554F. 

Supp. 811, 818 (D.D.C. 1982). Decisions and acts by Defendants ordering, facilitating, 

aiding and abetting, acquiescing, confirming and/or conspiring in the commission of the 

alleged acts reached the highest levels d' the United States Government. On 

information and belief, approval for all alleged acts emanated under color of law from 

orders, approvals, and omissions occurring in the Pentagon, numerous government 

agencies headquartered in the District of Columbia, and the offices a. Defendant 

Rumsfeld, several of which are in the District of Columbia. Venue for claims arising 

from acts of Cabinet officials, the Secretary of Defense and United States agencies lies 

in the District of Columbia. See id.; Smith v. Dalton, 927 F. Supp. 1 (D.D.C. 1996). 
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PARTIES 

15. Plaintiff Shafiq Rasul was born in the United Kingdom and has been at all 

times relevant hereto a citizen and resident of the United Kingdom. He i3 not now and 

has never been a terrorist or a member <:f. a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 24 

years old. 

16. Plaintiff Asif Iqbal was born in the United Kingdom and has been at all 

times relevant hereto a citizen and resident of the United Kingdom. He is not now and 

has never been a terrorist or a member of a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 20 

years old. 

17. Plaintiff Rhuhcl Ahmed was born inthc United Kingdomand has been at 

all times relevant hereto a citizen and resident of the United Kingdom. He is not now 

and has never been a terrorist or a member of a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 19 

years old. 

18. Plaintiff Jamal Al·Harith was born in the United Kingdom and has been at 

all times relevant hereto a citizen and resident d' the United Kingdom. He is not now 

and has never been a terrorist er a member <fa terrorist group. Me has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 35 

years old. 

19. Defendant Donald Rumsfeld is the United States Secretary of Defense. 

On information and belief, he is a citizen of Illinois and a resident of the District d 

Columbia. Defendant Rurnsfeld is charged with maintaining the custody and control of 
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the Guantanamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and with assuring that their treatment 

was in accordance with law. Defendant Rumsfeld ordered, authorized, condoned and 

has legal responsibility for the arbitrary detention, torture and other mistreatment of 

Plaintiffsas alleged herein. Defendant Rumsfeldis sued in his individualcapacity. 

20. Defendant Myers is a General in the United States Air Force and was at 

times relevant hereto Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. On information and belief, 

he is a citizen and resident of Virginia. As the senior uniformed military officer in the 

chain of command, Defendant Myers is charged with maintaining the custody and 

control of the Guantanamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and with assuring that their 

treatment was in accordance with law. <h information and belief, Defendant Myers was 

informed of torture and other mistreatment cf detainees at Guanthamo and Abu Ghraib 

prison il Iraq and condoned such activities. Defendant Myers was in regular contact 

with Defendant Rumsfeld and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the 

District of Columbia. Defendant Myers is sued in his individual capacity. 

21. Defendant Miller is a Major General in the United States Army and was at 

times relevant hereto Commander of Joint Task Force-GTMO. On information and 

belief, he is a citizen· and resident of Texas. At times relevant hereto, he had 

supervisory responsibility for Guantdnamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and was 

rc~ponaiblo for assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On 

informationand belief, Defendant Miller was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld 

and other senior officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and 

participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. On 

information and belief, Defendant Miller implemented and condoned numerous methods 

of torture and other mistreatment as hereinafter described. On information and belief, 
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Defendant Miller was subsequently transferred to Abu Ghraib where he implemented 

and facilitated torture and other mistreatment of detainees there. These acts were 

filmed and photographed and have justly inspired widespread revulsion and 

condemnation around the world. Defendant Miller is sued in his individual capacity. 

22. Defendant Hill is a General in the United States Army and was at times 

relevant hereto Commander of the United States Southern Command. On information 

and belief, he is a citizen and resident of Texas. On information and belief, Defendant 

Hill was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the 

chain of command based in the District cf Columbia and participated in and 

implemented decisions taken in the District d Columbia. On information and belief, 

General Hill requested and recommended approval for several abusive interrogation 

techniques which were used on Guantanamc detainees, including Plaintiffs. Defendant 

Hill is sued in his individuals capacity. 

23. Defendant Dunlavey is a Major General in the United States Army and 

was at times relevant hereto Commander of Joint Task Forces 160/170. the successors 

to Joint Task Force-GTMO. On information and belief, he is a citizen and resident of 

Pennsylvania. At times relevant hereto, he had supervisory responsibility for 

Guantanamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and for assuring that their treatment was in 

occorddncc with law. On information and belief, Defendant Dunlavey was in regular 

contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain of command 

based in the District of Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken 

in the District of Columbia. en information and belief, Major General Dunlavey 

implementedand condoned the torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading acts and 

conditions alleged herein. Defendant Dunlavey is sued in his individual capacity. 
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24. Defendant Hood is a Brigadier General in the United States Army and :s 
the Commander of Joint Task Force-GTMO, which at all relevant times operated the 

detention facilities at Guanthnamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen and 

resident of South Carolina. At times relevant hereto, h c had supervisory responsibility 

for Guantanamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and f<r assuring that their treatment was 

in accordance with law. On information and belief, Defendant Hood has been and 

continues to be in regular contact with Defendant Rurnsfeld and other senior officials in 

the chain of command based in lhe District of Columbia and participated in and 

implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. Defendant Hood :s sued in his 

individual capacity. 

25. Defendant Lehnert is a Brigadier General in the United States Marine 

Corps and was at times relevant hereto Commander of the Joint Task Force 

responsible for the construction and operation of Camp X-Ray and Camp Delta at 

Guantanamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen and resident cf Florida. At times 

relevant hereto, he had supervisory responsibilityfor Guantanamo detainees, including 

Plaintiffs, and for assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On 

information and belief, Defendant Lehnert was in regular contact with Defendant 

Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain of command based in the District of 

Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District cf 

Columbia. Defendant Lehnert is sued in his individualcapacity. 

26. Defendant Cannon is a Colonel in the United States Army and the 

Commander of Camp Delta at Guantanamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen 

and resident of Michigan. At limes relevant hereto, he has and continues to have 

supervisory responsibility for Guantanamo detainees including Plaintiffs and for 
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assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On information and belief, 

Defendant Cannon has been in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

senior officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and 

participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. Defendant 

Cannon is sued in his individual capacity. 

27. Defendant Carrico is a Colonel in the United States Army and was at 

times relevant hereto Commander of Camp X-Ray and Camp Delta at Guantdnamo. On 

information and belief, he is a citizen and resident of Texas. At times relevant hereto, 

he had supervisory responsibility for Guantanamo detainees including Plaintiffs and for 

assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On information and belief, 

Defendant Carrico was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior 

officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and participated in 

and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. Defendant Carrico is sued 

in his individual capacity. 

28. Defendant Beaver is a Lieutenant Colonel in the United States Army and 

was at times relevant hereto Chief Legal Adviser to Defendant Dunlavey. On 

information and belief, she is a citizen and resident of Kansas. On information and 

belief, knowing that torture and other mistreatment were contrary to military law and 

regulations, she nevertheless provided an opinion purporting to justify the ongoing 

torture and other mistreatment a detainees at Guantdnamo, including Plaintiffs. On 

information and belief, Defendant Beaver was in regular contact with Defendant 

Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain cf command based in the District of 

Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District ct· 

Columbia. Defendant Beaver is sued in her individual capacity. 
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29. Plaintitts do not know the true names and capacities of other Defendants 

sued herein and therefore sue these defendants by fictitious names, John Does 1-100. 

Plaintiffs will amend this complaint to allege their true names and capacities when 

ascertained. John Does 1-100 are the military and civilian personnel who participated in 

the torture and other mistreatment of Plaintiffsas hereinafter alleged . 

. E 

30. Plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the United Kingdom. 

31. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed are boyhood friends and grew up streets 

away from each other in the working-class town of Tipton in the West Midlands of 

England. 

32. Plaintiff Shafiq Rasul attended a Catholic elementary school before 

studying at the same high school as Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed. An avid soccer fan, 

Plaintiff Rasul played for a local team before going on to study computer science at the 

University<f Central England. He also worked part time at an electronics store. 

33. Plaintiff Asif Iqbal attended the same elementary school as Plaintiff Rasul 

and the same high school as both Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed. After leaving high 

school, Plaintiff Iqbal worked at a local factory making road signs and building bus 

shelters. I-le was also an active soccer player and volunteered at the local community 

center. 

34. Plaintiff Rhuhel Ahmed attended the same high school as Plaintiffs Iqbal 

and Ahmed. Like Plaintiff Iqbal, he worked at a local factory and worked with children 

and disabled people at the local government-funded Tipton Muslim Community Center. 
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35. In September 2001, Plaintii Iqbal traveled to Pakistan to join his father 

who had arranged a marriage for him with a young woman from his family's ancestral 

village. His longtime friend, Plaintiff Ahmed traveled from England in October in order to 

join him at his wedding as his best man. Plaintiff Rasul was at the same time in Pakistan 

visiting his family with the expectation <:l continuing his degree course in computer 

science degree within the month. Prior to the wedding in Pakistan, in October 2001, 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed crossed the border into Afghanistan in order to offer 

help in the ongoing humanitarian crisis. After the bombing in Afghanistan began, 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed tried to return to Pakistan but were unable to do so 

because the border had been closed. Plaintiffs never engaged in any terrorist activity or 

took up arms against the United States. 

36. Plaintiffs Ra~ul, Iqbal and Ahmed never engaged in combat against the 

forces of the United States or any other entity. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed never 

conducted any terrorist activity or conspired, intended, oc planned to conduct any such 

activity. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed never belonged to Al Qaeda or any other 

terrorist organization. 

Detention in Afghanistan 

~. On November 28, 2001, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were captured 

and detained by forces loyal to General Rashid Dosturn, an Uzbek warlord who was 

aligned with the United States. 

38. No U.S. forces were present when Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were 

detained. Therefore, no U.S. forces could have had any information regarding Plaintiffs 

other than that supplied by the forces of General Dosturn, who were known to be 
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unreliable and who were receiving a per head bounty<:£, on information and belief, up to 

$35,000. 

39. With U.S. military forces present, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, along 

with 200 to 300 others, were crammed into metal containers and transported by truck to 

Sherbegan prison in NorthernAfghanistan. General Dostum's forces fired holes into~ 

sides of the containers with machine guns, striking the persons inside. Plaintiff Iqbal 

was struck in his arm, which would later become infected. Following the nearly 18-hour 

journey to Sherbegan prison, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were among what they 

estimate to have been approximately 20 survivors in the container. 

40. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were held in Sherbegan by General 

Dostum's forces for about one month, where they were exposed to extremely cold 

conditions without adequate clothing, confined to tigh! spaces, and forced to ration food. 

Prison conditions were filthy. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed and other prisoners 

suffered from amoebic dysentery and were infestedwith lice. 

41. In late December 2001 , the ICRC visited with Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed and informed them that the British Embassy in Islamabad, Pakistan had been 

advised of their situation and that embassy officials would soon be in contact with 

Plaintiffs. 

42. On December 28, 2001, U.S. Special Forces arrived at Sherbegan and 

were informed of the identities <f Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahrned. 

43. General Dosturn's troops chained Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed and 

marched them through the main gate of the prison, where US. Special Forces 

surrounded them at gunpoint. 
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44. From December 28, 2001 until their release in March 2004, Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were in the exclusive physical custody and control of the 

United States military. In freezing temperatures, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were 

stripped of their clothes, searched, and photographed naked while being held by 

Defendant John Does, two U.S. Special Forces soldiers. American military personnel 

took Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed to a room for individual interrogations. Plaintiff 

Rasul was bound hand and foot with plastic ruffs and forced onto his knees before an 

American soldier ii un~orm. Both Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were interrogated 

immediately and without knowledge of their interrogators' identities. Bah were 

questioned at gunpoint. While Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated, Defendant John Doe 

held a 9mm pistol physically touching his temple. At no time were Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal 

and Ahmed afforded counsel or given the opportunity to contact their familiee. 

45. Following their interrogations, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were led 

outside where a Defendant John Doe immediately covered their eyes by putting 

sandbags over their heads and applying thick masking tape. They were placed side-by­

side, barefoot in freezing temperatures, with only light clothing, for at least three to four 

hours. While hooded and taped, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed \\&e repeatedly 

threatened with beatings and death and were beaten by a number of Defendant John 

Does, U.S. military personnel. Plaintiff Iqbal estimates that he was punched, kicked, 

slapped, and struck by US military personnel with rifle butt~ at least 30 <r 40 times. 

46. Thereafter, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were placed in trucks with 

other detainees and transported to an airport about 45 minutes away. 

47. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were led onto one plane and Plaintiff Ahmed was 

led onto a second plane. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, still hooded with their 
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hands tied behind their backs and their legs tied in plastic cuffs, were fastened to a 

metal belt attached to the floor d each aircraft. The soldiers instructed Plaintiffs Rasul, 

Iqbal and Ahmed to keep their legs straight out in front d them as they sat. The position 

was extremely painful. When any of Plaintiffs or other detainees tried to move to relieve 

the pain, an unknown number of Defendant John Does struck Plaintiffs and others with 

rifle butts. Plaintiffs Rasult Iqbal and Ahmed were flown by the U.S. military to 

Kandahar. 

48. Upon arrival in Kandahar, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, still covered 

with hoods, were led out of the planes. A rope was tightly tied around each of their right 

anns, connecting the detainees together. 

49. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, who were still without shoes, were 

forced to walk for nearly an hour in the freezing cold, causing them to sustain deep cuts 

on their feet and rope burns on their right anns. 

50. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were herded into a tent, where soldiers 

forced them to kneel with their legs bent double and their foreheads touching the 

ground. With their hands and feet still tied, the position was difficult to maintain. 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were re~y and violently beaten by Defendant 

John Does, US soldiers. Each was asked whether he was a member o Al Qaeda and 

when each responded negatively, each was punched violently and repealedly by 

soldiers. When Plaintiffs Racrul Iqbal and Ahmed identified themselves as British 

nationals, Defendants John Doe soldiers insisted they were "not white" but "black" and 

accordingly could not be British. The soldiers continued to beat them. 

51. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were "processed" by American soldiers, 

and had plastic numbered wristbands placed on their wrists. Soldiers kicked Plaintiff 
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Rasul, assigned the number 78, several times during this process. Arneriian soldiers 

cut off his clothes and conducted a body cavity search. He was then kl through an 

open-air maze constructed of barbed wire. Plaintiffs Iqbal, assigned number 79, and 

Ahmed, assigned number 102, experienced the same inhumane treatment. 

52. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, dehydrated, exhausted, disoriented, 

and fearful, were summoned by number for interrogation. When called, each was 

shackled and led to an interrogationtent. Their hoods were removed and they were told 

to sit on the floor. An armed soldier stood behind them out of their line of sight. They 

were told that if they moved they would be shot. 

53. After answering questions as to their backgrounds, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal 

and Ahmed were each photographed by soldiers. They were fingerprinted and a swab 

from their mouth and hairs plucked from their beards were taken for DNA identification. 

54. An American soldier questioned Plaintiff Iqbal a second time. Plaintiff 

Iqbal was falsely accused by the interrogator of being a member of Al Qaeda. 

Defendant John Does, US soldiers, punched and kicked Plaintiff Iqbal jn the back and 

stomach before he was dragged to another tent. 

55. Personnel believed by Plaintiffs to be British military personnel later 

interrogated Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, with US soldiers present. Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed ware falsely accused cl being members of the Al Muhajeroon. 

During the interrogation, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were threatened by 

Defendant John Does, armed American soldiers, with further beatin~ if they did not 

admit to various false statements. 

56. Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed slept in a tent with about 20 other detainees. 

Plaintiff Iqbal was in another tent. The tents were surrounded by barbed wire. 
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Detainees were not allowed to talk and were forced to sleep on the ground. American 

soldiers woke the detainees hourly as (Ht of a systematic effort to deprive them <:f. 

sleep. 

57. Defendant John Does, interrogators and guards, frequently used physical 

violence and unmuzzled dogs to threaten and intimidate Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed and other detainees during the interrogations. 

58. At or around midnight of January 12 or 13, 2002, US army personnel 

entered the tent of Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed. Both were made to lie on the ground, 

were shackled, and rice sacks were placed over their heads. They were led to another 

tent, where Defendant John Does, US soldiers, removed their clothes and forcibly 

shaved their beards and heads. The forced shaving was not intended for hygiene 

purpooos, but rather was, on infonnation and belief, designed to distress and humiliate 

Plaintiffs given their Muslim faith, which requires adult males to maintain beards. 

59. Plaintiff Rasul was eventually taken outside where he could hear dogs 

barking nearby and soldiers shouting, "Get 'em boy." He was then given a cavity search 

and photographed extensively white naked before being given an orange uniform. 

Soldiers handcuffed Plaintiff Rasul's wrists and ankles before dressing him in black 

thermal gloves, dark goggles, earmuffs, and a facemask. Plaintiff Rasul was then left 

outside fir hours in freezing temperatures. 

60. Plaintiff Iqbal, who was in another tent, experienced similar treatment of 

being led from his tent to be shaved and stripped naked. 

61. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were escorted onto large cargo planes. Still 

shackled and wearing facemasks, both were chained to the floor with no backrests. 

They were forced by Defendant John Does to sit in an uncomfortable position for the 
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entire flight to Guantanamo (of approximately eighteen to twenty hours) and were not 

allowed to move or given access to toilet facilities. 

62. Plaintiff Ahmed remained in Kandahar for another month. American 

soldiers interrogated him four more times. Sleep-deprived and malnourished, Plaintiff 

Ahmed was also interrogated by British agents who, on information and belief were 

from the British intelligence agency, MIS. and he WeE falsely told that Plaintiffs Rasul 

and Iqbal had confessed in Cuba to allegations <f membership in the Al Muhajeroon. 

He was told that he could return to the United Kingdom in exchange for admitting to 

various accusations. Distraught, fearful of further beatings and abuse, and without 

benefit <:f contact with family or counsel, Plaintiff Ahmed made various false 

confessions. Plaintiff Ahmed was thereafter transported to Guantanamo. 

63. As noted above, Plaintiff AI-Harith was being held in custody by the 

Taliban in Southern Afghanistan as a suspected British spy. ~ was interrogated and 

beaten by Taliban troops. When the Taliban government fell, Plaintiff Al·Harith was in a 

Taliban prison. He contacted the British Embassy through the ICRC and by satellite 

phone and was assured he would be repatriated to Britain. Two days before his 

scheduled repatriation, US forces informed him that he was being detained and taken to 

Kandahar, where he was held in a prison controlled by US forces and interrogated and 

beaten by US troops. Plaintiff Al Harithwo.$ flown to Guantanamo from Kandahar on or 

about February 11,2002. 

64. Prior to take-off, Plaintiff AI-Harith, like Plaintiffs Ra~, Iqbal and Ahmed, 

was hooded and shackled; mittens were placed on his hands and earphones over his 

ears. Chains were then placed around his legs, waist and the earphones. The chains 
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cut into his ears Goggles were placed on his eyes and a medical patch that, on 

information and belief, contained muscle relaxant was applied. 

Captivity and Conditions at Camp X-Rav. Guantanamo 

65. Plaintiffs Rasul and lqbaJ were transported to Guantanamo in mid-January 

2002. Plaintiffs Ahmed and AI-Harith were transported there approximately one month 

later. During the trip, DefendantJohn Does, us soldiers, kicked and punched Plaintii 

Ahmed more than twenty times. Plaintiff AI-Harith was punched, kicked and elbowed 

repeatedly and was threatened with more violence. 

66. Upon arrival at Guantanamo, Plaintiffs were placed on a barge to get to 

the main camp. Defendant John Does, US Marines on the barQe, repeatedly beat all 

the detainees, including Plaintiffs, kicking, slapping, elbowing and punching detainees in 

the body and head. The Marines announced repeatedly, "You are arriving at your final 

destination," and, "You are now property of the United States Marine Corps." 

67. Plaintiffs were taken to Camp X-Ray, tlE prison camp for detainees. 

Soldiers forced all four Plaintiffs on arrival to squat outside in stress positions in the 

extreme heat. Plaintiffs and the other detainees had their goggles and hoods removed, 

but they had to remain with their eyes closed and were not allowed to speak. 

68. Plaintiff Iqbal, still shackled and goggled, fell over and started shaking. 

PlclinliU lqlJ~I was l111;J11 giv~11 a ~vily ~(;!arch arid lrii:i11::.pu1led lo i.mult11;Jr area for 

processing, including fingerprinting, DNA sampling, photographs, and another 

wristband. 

69. Plaintiff Rasul was forced to squat outside for six to seven hours and went 

through similar processing. Unmuzzled barking dogs were used to intimidate Plaintiff 

Rasul and others. At one point, Defendant John Doe, a soldier from a unit known as the 
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Extreme Reaction Force(ERF), repeatedly kicked Plaintiff Rasul in the back and used a 

riot shield to slam him against a wall. 

70. After processing, Plaintiis were placed in wire cages of about 2 meters by 

2 meters. Conditions were cruel, inhuman and degrading. 

71. Plaintiffs were forced to sit in their cells in total silence for extended 

periods. Once a week, for two minutes, Plaintiffs were removed from their cells and 

showered. They were then returned to their cells. Once a week, Plaintiffs were 

permittedfive minutes recreation while their hands remained chained. 

72. Plaintiffswere exposed to extreme heat during the day, as their cells were 

situated in the direct sunlight, 

73. Plaintiffs were deliberately fed inadequate quantities of food, keeping them 

in a perpetual etato <i hunger. Much <i the food consisted of ·MRE's• (meals ready to 

eat), which were ten to twelve years beyond their usable date. Plaintiffs were served 

out of date powdered eggs and milk, stale bread from which the mold had been picked 

out and fruit that was black and rotten. 

74. Plaintiffs and other detainees were forced to kneel each time a guard 

came into their cells. 

75. Plaintiffs at night were exposed to powerful floodlights, a purposeful tactic 

to promote sleep deprivation among the detainees. Plaintiffs and the other detainees 

were prohibited from putting covers over their heads to block out the light and were 

prohibited from keeping their arms beneath the covers. 

76. Plaintiffs were constantly threatened at Camp X-Ray, with guards stating 

on multiple occasions, 'We could kill you at any time; the world doesn't know you're 

here: we could kill you and no one would know." 
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77. Plaintiff AI-Harith was taken to the medical clinic and ws told that his 

blood pressure was too high. He was given, on information and belief, muscle relaxant 

pills and an injection of an unspecified substance. 

78. <h various occasions, Plaintiffs' efforts to pray were banned or 

interrupted. Plaintiffs were never given prayer mats and did not initially receive copies 

of the Koran. Korans were provided to them after approximately a month. On one 

occasion, a guard in Plaintiff Ahmed's cellblock noticed a copy cf the Koran on the floor 

and kicked it. On another occasion, a guard threw a copy d' the Koran in a toilet 

bucket. Detainees, including Plaintiffs, were also at times preventedfrom calling out the 

call to prayer, with American soldiers either silencing the person who was issuing the 

prayer call or playing loud music to drown out the call to prayer. This was part d a 

continuing pattern of disrespect and contempt for Plaintiffs' religious beliefs and 

practices. 

Interrogation at Camp x .. Ra1 

79. Plaintiffs were extensively interrogated at Camp X-Ray. 

80. During interrogations, Plaintiffs were typically "long shackled," whereby 

their legs were chained using a large padlock. The shackles had sharp edges that 

scraped the skin, and all Plaintiffs experienced deep cuts on and around their ankles, 

resulting in scarring and continuing chronic pain. During the interrogations, Plaintiffs 

were shackled and chained to the floor. Plaintiffs were repeatedly urged by American 

interrogators to admit that they were fighters who went to Afghanistan for "jihad." In 

return, Plaintiffs were promised that if they confessed to these false assertions, they 

could return to the United Kingdom. Plaintiff Iqbal, who was interrogated five times by 
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American forces over three months at Camp X-Ray, was repeatedly encouraged and 

coerced to admit to having been a "fighter." 

81. Plaintiff AI-Harith was interrogated approximately ten times at Camp X· 

Ray. He was interrogated by both British and American authorities. On one occasion, 

an interrogator asked Plaintiff AI-Harith to admit that he went to Pakistan to buy drugs, 

which was not true. On another occasion, Plaintiff AI-Harith was told that there was a 

new terrorism law that would permit the authorities to put his family out in the street it 

Plaintiff AI-Harith did not admit to being a drug dealer or a fighter. Qi another occasion, 

interrogators promised money, a car, a house and a job if he admitted those things. As 

they were not true, he declined to admit them. 

82. Following Plaintiff Ahmed's first several interrogations at Camp X·Ray, he 

was isolated in a cellblock where there were only Arabic spoakor~. Plaintiff Ahmed, 

who does not speak Arabic, was unable to communicate with anyone other than 

interrogators and guards for approximately five months. 

Conditions at Camp Delta 

83. Around May 2002, Plaintiffs were transferredto Camp Delta. 

84. At no time wtre Plaintiffs advised as to why they were being transferred, 

Ir what purpose they were detained, why they were considered "unlawful combatants," 

and what medical and legal rccourccc might be available. 

85. At Camp Delta, Plaintiffs were housed in mesh cages that were 

subdivided from a larger metal container. There was little to no privacy and the cages 

provided little shelter from the heat during the day or the cold at night The cages 

quickly rusted because d the sea air. The cells contained metal slabs at waist height; 
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detainees could not sit on the slabs because their legs would dangle off and become 

numb. There was not enough room in the cells to pray. 

86. Constant reconstruction work and large electric generators, which ran 24 

hours a day, were used as pat of a strategic effort to deprive Plaintiffs and others of 

sleep. Lights were often left on 24 hours a day. 

87. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were in the same cellblock. Plaintiff Ahmed was 

placed in isolation for about one month. There was no explanation given as to why 

Plaintiff Ahmed had been placed in isolation. Following this period, he was placed in a 

different cell and interrogated by mostly American interrogators who repeatedly asked 

him the same questions for six months, 

88. After six months at Camp Delta, Plaintiff Ahmed was moved to a cell 

directly opposite Plaintiff Rasul. Plaintiff Iqbal was placed in isolation for about one 

month. Again, no explanation was given for the arbitrary placement in isolation. 

89. Plaintiff Ahmed was repeatedly disciplined with periods of isolation for 

such behavior as complaining about the food and singing. 

90. Plaintiff Iqbal, after about one month at Camp Delta, was moved to 

isolation and given smaller food portions because it was believed he was belittling a 

military policeman. He was disciplined with another week of isolation when he wrote 

"have a nice day'' on a Styrofoam cup. 

91. After his last period of isolation, Plaintiff Iqbal was moved to a block which 

housed only Chinese-speaking detainees. During his time there, he was exposed to 

aggressive interrogation. After being there for months, Plaintiff Iqbal's mental condition 

deteriorated further. 
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92. Plaintiff AI-Harith was put into isolation for refusing to wear a wristband. 

Plaintiff AI-Harith was also placed in isolation for writing the fetter "D" on a Styrofoam 

cup. The isolation block was freezing cold as cold air was blown through the block 

twenty-four hours a day. The isolation cell was pitch black as the guards claimed the 

lights were not working. Plaintiff Al·Harith was placed h isolation a second time around 

Christmas 2002 ftr refusing to take an unspecified injection. When he refused, the ERF 

was brought in and Plaintiff AI-Hanth was "ERFed": he was beaten, forcibly injected and 

chained in a hogtied position, with his stomach on the floor and his arms and legs 

chained together above him. The ERF team jumped on his legs and back and kicked 

and punched Plaintiff AI-Harith. Plaintiff AI-Hanth was then placed in isolation for 

approximately a month, deprived at various intervals of soap, toothpaste or a 

toothbrush, blankets or toilet paper. He was also deprived of a Koran during this 

second period ct· isolation. 

93. On information and belief, 11ERFings," i.e., the savage beatings 

administered by the ERF teams, were videotaped on a regular basis and should be 

available as evidence of the truth of the allegations contained herein. 

94. The Camp Delta routine included compulsory "recreation" twice a week for 

fiieen minutes. Attendance was enforced by the ERF. As soon as fifteen minutes had 

possod, detainees were immediately returned to their cells. Plaintiff Rasul noted that 

one would be forced to return to his cell even if in the middle of prayers. 

95. Around August 2002, medical corps personnel offered Plaintiffs Rasul, 

Iqbal and Ahmed injections of an unidentified substance. Plaintiis Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed, like most detainees, refused. Soon after, Defendant John Does, the medical 

corps, returned with the ERF team. The ERF team members were dressed in padded 
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gear, thick gloves, and helmets. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were shackled and 

restrained with their arms and legs bent backwards while medical corps pulled up their 

sleeves to inject their arms with an unidentified drug that had sedative effects. 

96. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed received these injections against their 

will on approximately a dozen occasions. Plaintiff AI-Harith received 9 <r 10 compulsory 

injections on six separate occasions. 

97. Plaintiff Iqbal was deprived d his Koran and other possessions. His 

hands were shackled in front of him. When Plaintiff Iqbal looked back, a guard pushed 

him in the corner. There Defendant John Does punched him repeatedly in the face and 

kneed him in his thigh. 

Isolation and Interrogations at Came Delta 

98. Interrogation booths either had a miniature camera hiddon in thorn or a 

one-way glas.s window. Thus, on information and belief, some or all of the 

interrogations of Plaintiffs and other detainees are recorded and are available as 

evidence of the truth of Plaintiffs' allegations herein. 

99. In December 2002, a tiered reward system was introduced at Camp Delta, 

whereby detainees were placed on different levels (T tiers depending on their level of 

CO·Operationand their behavior at the camp. 

100. lnterrogatorc and guards frequently promised to provide a- threatened to 

withdraw of essential items such as blankets or toothpaste - referred to as "comfort 

items" - in order to coerce detainees into providing information. The truthful assertion 

that Plaintiffs had no information to give did not result in the provision<£ "comfort items." 

'lb the contrary, the interrogators demanded that lhe Plaintiffs confess to false 

allegations and promised "comfort items" in exchange. 
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101. Isolation of detainees was frequently used as a technique to "wear down" 

detainees prior to interrogation. There were b«> primary ways in which prisoners would 

be placed in isolation: (1) for punishment, for a set period of time for a specific reason; 

or (2) for interrogation, with no specific time limit. 

102. Between October 2002 and May 2003, Plaintiff Rasul was interrogated 

about five or six times. Most of the interrogations involvedthe same questions that had 

been asked before. In April 2003, Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were given polygraph tests 

and were led to believe that they might be allowed to return home if they passed. 

103. After two hours of questioning as to whether he was a member of Al 

Qaeda, Plaintiff Rasulwas returnedto his cell. Two weeks later, hewas interrogatedby 

a woman who may have been army personnel in civilian clothing. She informed him 

that he had passed the polygraph test. Plaintiff Rasul was transferred to a different 

cellblock and informed by interrogators that they had videos which proved that he and 

Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed were members of Al Qaeda and linked to the September 11 

attacks. 

104. A week later, Plaintiff Rasul was transferred to an isolation block, called 

"November." Plaintiff Rasul asked the army sergeant why he was being moved and 

was informed that the order was from the interrogators. Plaintiff Rasul was placed in a 

metal cell. To make !he conditions of confinement continuously debilitating, the air 

conditioning was turned <if during the day and turned on high at night. Temperatures 

were near , 00 degrees during the day and 40 degrees at night. The extremes a heat 

and cold were deliberately utilized to intimidate, discomfort and break down prisoners. 

For one week, Plaintiff Rasul was held in isolation without interrogation. Later, he was 

taken to a room and "short shackled and placed in an extremely cold room for six to 
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seven hours. Short shackling consists of chaining the ankles and wrists closely together 

to force the detainee into a contorted and painful position. He was unable to move in the 

shackles and was not afforded an opportunity to go to the bathroom. He was hardly 

able to walk ard suffered severe back pains. He was taken back to his cell without 

explanation. 

105. The next day Plaintiff Rasul was "short shackled" and chained to the floor 

again for interrogation by an US Army intelligence officer named Bashir, also known as 

Danny. He was shown photographs of three men who were supposedly Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed with a man purported to be Mohammed Atta. Plaintiff Rasul 

repeatedly and truthfully denied being the person in the photograph. Further, he 

repeatedly and truthfully denied any involvement with Al Qaeda or the September 11 

attacks. Qi five or six more occasions, Plaintiff Rasul was interrogated in similar 

fashion. During these interrogations, Plaintiff Rasul was not provided with food and was 

not permitted to pray. 

106. Following the first interrogation, on five or six occasions, Plaintiff RalJI 

was removed from his cell and brought back to the interrogation block for intervals of 

about four or five days at a time. He was repeatedly "short shackled," exposed to 

extremely loud rock or heavy metal music, and left alone in the interrogation room for up 

to 13 hours .in the "long shackle" position. 

107. During this period, a Marine captain and other soldiers arrived at Plaintiff 

Rasul's cell to transfer him to another block, where he would remain in isolation for 

another two months without "comfort ttems." 

108. On one occasion, Plaintiff Rasul was brought to the interrogation room 

from isolation to be questioned by interrogators from the Criminal Investigations Division 
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(CID). These interrogators, identified as "Drew" and ''Terry," informed Plaintiff Rasul 

that they were going to begin military tribunals. 

· 109. After continued interrogations as to his alleged presence in a photograph 

with Osama Bin Laden, Plaintiff Rasul explained that he was working in England and 

going to college at the time the photograph was taken. Plaintiff Rasul told interrogators 

his place of employment at an English electronics shop and his attendance at University 

cf Central England and implored interrogators to corroborate what he was telling them. 

The interrogators insisted he was lying, 'lb Plaintiff's knowledge, no effort was made to 

find corroborating information which would have confirmed that Plaintiff Rasul was living 

in England at the time of the alleged meeting with Bin Laden in the photograph. 

110. About a month after his second isolation period, Plaintiff Rasul was "long 

ohacldodn and placed in a room, where he wao mot by Bc.ohir and a woman drcsocd .il 

civilian clothing. Bashir informed Plaintiff Rasul that the woman had come from 

Washington to show him a video of an Osama Bin Laden rally in Afghanistan. After the 

woman showed Plaintiff Rasul a portion d' the video, she asserted that it showed 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed sitting down with Bin Laden. The woman interrogator 

urged Plaintiff Rasul to admtt that the allegation was true, but the persons in tm video 

were not the Plaintiffs. Plaintiff Rasul continued truthfully to deny involvement. He was 

threatened that if he did not confess, he would be returned to isolation. Having been in 

isolation for five to six weeks, with the result that he was suffering from extreme mental 

anguish and disorientation, Plaintiff falsely confessed that he was in the video. 

111. Plaintiff Rasul was then returned to isolation for another five to six weeks. 

During that period he had no contact with any human being except with guards and 
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interrogators who questioned him regarding the identity <:£ certain individuals in 

photographs. 

112. Plaintiff Rasul was then transferred to another cellblock, where both 

Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed were being held. Here, Plaintiff Rasul was denied "comfort 

items" and exercise privileges. 

113. Around mid-August of 2003, Plaintiff Rasul was moved within Camp Delta 

and placed in anolher cell block without explanation. After about two weeks, Plaintiff 

Rasul was taken to a building known as the "Brown Building" and was informed by an 

army intelligence interrogator named "James" that he would soon be moving to a cell 

nat to Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed. 

114. Following the meeting with the army intelligence interrogator, Plaintiff 

RsE:ul was brought to "Kilo Block'' the next day, where Plaintiffs RtlGul, Iqbal and Ahmed 

were reunited and able to speak with one another. 

115. For the next two weeks, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were brought in 

succession to be questioned by an army intelligenceofficer, known only as "James," as 

to their purported involvement in the 2000 video of Bin Laden. 

116. On one occasion, Plaintiff Rasul was administered a voice stress analyzer 

test by "James." 

117. After his last interrogation by "James," Plaintiff Rasul was infonned that he 

would soon be turned over to Navy Intelligence. Before that, however, in September 

2003, Plaintiff Rasul was further interrogated. He was brought into an interrogation 

room ir eight hours. He was denied requests to pray and to have food or water. The 

following day, British officials questioned Plaintiff Rasul. Plaintiff Rasul informed an 

official, who gave the name "Martin," that he had been kept in isolation for three months 
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without cause and had severe knee pain from the lack of exercise. Later that evening, 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were taken to what was, on information and belief, a 

CIA interrogation block. 

118. Plaintiffs continued to be held in the Kilo Black and were occasionally 

brought in for interrogation by a navy intelligenceofficerwho gave the name "Romeo." 

119. Plaintiff Iqbal was treated in a manner similar to the other Plaintiffs. 

120. Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated on several occasions, sometimes for as 

long as eight hours. 

121. The typical routine was to be "short shackled" and placed in an extremely 

cold room. 

122. Plaintiff Iqbal was relegated to Level 4, the harshest level, for about two 

weelts, with virtually no "comfort items." Soon after, he was placed in isolation on the 

instruction of intelligence officers. 

123. Plaintiff Iqbal's isolation cell was covered in human excrement. Plaintiff 

Iqbal had no soap or towels and could not clean the cell. He was unable to ~ 

anywhere. 

124. Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated periodically to review photographs. On one 

occasion, he was placed in a "short shackled" position and Mt in a room with the air 

conditioning turned down to 40°. Plaintiff Iqbal was left in the "short shackle" position for 

about three hours. Then, Defendant John Doe, an interrogator calling himself "Mr. 

Smith," entered 1he room and teased Plaintiff Iqbal about the temperature. "Mr. Smith" 

told Plaintiff Iqbal that he was able to get anything Plaintiff Iqbal wanted. "Mr. Smith" 

then pulled out pornographic magazines and taunted him. Plaintiff Iqbal refused to talk 

to "Mr. Smtth." "Mr. Smith" left Plaintiff Iqbal alone for another three or four hours in the 
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frigid room. In that one day, Plaintiff Iqbal had been "short shackled"for seven to eight 

hours. Upon returning to his cell, he became ill with flu and requested medication. One 

of the military police officers, Defendant John Doe, denied him medication, and 

informed him that he was acting under orders from intelligence. 

125. The next day, a Marine Captain and about 15 soldiers escorted Plaintiff 

Iqbal to another isolation block. He was left there for several days. Prior to his 

interrogation, Plaintiff Iqbal was "short shackled" and then introduced to an interrogator 

who gave the name "James". Because the pain from the shackling became 

excruciating, Plaintiff Iqbal began to scream. After about three or four hours, "James" 

unshackled him. 

126. After three days, Plaintiff Iqbal was taken to the "Brown Building," where 

he was "long shackled" and left in a room with strobe lighting and very loud music 

played repeatedly, making it impossible for him to think or sleep. After about an hour, 

Plaintiff Iqbal was taken back to his cell. 

127. The next day, Plaintiff Iqbal was "short shackled" in the interrogation room 

for five or six hours before later being interrogated by "Drew," who identified himself as 

an agent from CJD. Plaintiff Iqbal was shown photographs, but refused to look at them. 

He was "short shackled" for about four or five hours more. After a while, he was unable 

to bear the conditions and falsely confessed that he was pictured in the photographs. 

128. Four days later, agents from the FBI interrogated Plaintiff Iqbal about his 

activities in 2000. 

129. Plaintiff Iqbal remained in isolation and was questioned at one point by a 

military intelligence officer giving the name of OJ." Soldiers threatened him with further 

beatings if he did not answer the questions. 
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l3>. Plaintii Ahmed was interrogated on numerous occasions, particularly with 

respect to his knowledge of the Bin Laden video. He was interrogated every three or 

four days, and the typical procedure was that he was first "short shackled" and placed in 

a freezing room with loud music for several hours. 

131. Before arriving at Guantanamo, Plaintiff Ahmed was seriously sleep-

deprived and malnourished. He was the first of the Plaintiffs to admit to various false 

accusations by Interrogators. 

132. Upon Plaintiff Ahmed's arrival at Camp Delta, he was placed in isolation 

for about one month. Following this period, he was placed in a different cell and 

interrogated by mostly American interrogators who asked him lhe same questions for 

six months. 

133. Plaintiff AI-Harith also was given a lie detector test approximately one year 

into his detention which he was told he passed. 

134. Plaintiff AI-Harith on three or four occasions witnessed Defendant John 

Does, military police, using an industrial strength hose to shoot strong jets of water at 

detainees. He was hosed down on one occasion. A guard walked along the gangway 

alternating the hose on each cell. Plaintiff AI-Harith was hosed down continuously for 

approximately one minute. The pressure of the water forced him to the back of his cell. 

The contents of his cell, including his bedding and Koran, were soaked. 

135. Plaintiff Rasul, in the next cell, also had all the contents of his cell soaked. 

136. In or around February 2004, Plaintiffs heard from military police that they 

would be released and sent home soon. Before leaving Camp Delta, Plaintiffs all were 

interrogated a final time. Plaintiffs were asked to sign statements admitting to 

membership in Al Qaeda and participation in terrorist activity. Plaintiffs declined. 
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137. In March 2004, Plaintiffs were released from Camp Delta and flown to the 

United Kingdom. 

Injuries 

738. Plainiiffs suffered and continue to suffer from the cruel, inhuman, and 

degrading treatment they experienced during their detention. The "short shackling" 

which Plaintiffs were exposed to resulted in deep cuts at their ankles, permanent 

scarring, and chronic pain. Plaintiff Rasul has chronic pain in his knees and back. 

Plaintiff Ahmed also suffers from permanent deterioration of his eyesight because of the 

withhotding of required special lenses as "comfort ttems." 

139. Plaintiff AI-Harith suffers from severe and chronic pain in his knees from 

repeatedly being forced onto his knees and pressed downwards by guards whenever he 

left his cell. He alc;o has experienced pain in his right elbow. 

140. Plaintiffs further suffer from acute psychological symptoms. 

Development and Implementation of a Plan of Torture 
and Other Physical and Psychologlcal Mistreatment of Detainees 

141. The torture, threats, physical and pcyohological abuso infliotod upon 

Plaintiffs were devised, approved, and implemented by Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

Defendants in the military chain of command. These techniques were intended as 

interrogation techniques to be used on detainees. 

142. It i3 well-established that the use of force in interrogation is prohibited by 

domestic and international law. The United States Army strictly prohibits the use of 

such techniques and advises its interrogators that their use may lead to criminal 

proaccution. Army Field Manual 34-52, Ch. 1, "Intelligence Interrogation," provides: 
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Against lse of Force 

The use cf force, mental torture, threats, insults, er exposure to 
unpleasant and inhumane treatment of any kind is prohibited by 
law and is neither authorized nor condoned by the US 
Government.. •• The psychological techniques and principles 
outlined should neither be confused with, nor construed to be 
synonymous with, unauthorized techniques such as brainwashing, 
mental torture, or any other form of mental coercion to include 
drugs. These techniques and principles are intended to serve as 
guides in obtaining the willing cooperation of a source. The 
absence of threats in interrogation is intentional, as their 
enforcement and use normally constitute violations of 
international law and may result in prosecu.ffon. (Emphasis 
supplied). 

143. Further, according to Field Manual 34-52, ch. 1: 'Experience indicates that 

the use of force is not necessary to gain the cooperation of sources for interrogation. 

Therefore, the use d' force Is a poor technique, as it yields unreliable results, may 

damage subsequent collection efforts, and can induce the cource to say whatever he 

thinks the interrogator wants to hear." 

144. Army Field Manual27-10, 'The Law of Land Warfare," summarizes the 

domestic and international legal rules applicable to the conduct of war. Field Manual 

27-10 recognizes the following sources of the law of war: 

The law of war is derived from two principal sources: 

a Lawmaking Treaties ( or Conventions), such as the Hague 
and Geneva Conventions. 

b. Custom. Although some of the lo.w of war haG not been 
incorporated in any treaty or convention to which the United 
States is a party, this body of unwritten or customary law is 
firmly established by the custom of nations and well defined 
by recognized authorities on international law . 

.Id. at Ch. 1 , § I. 

145. In spite of the prohibitions on the use of force, threats, and abuse in 

the Army Field Manual, and ii clear acknowledgement that their use violates 
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international and domestic law, Defendant Rumsfeldapproved techniques that were 

in violation of those prohibitions and thus knowinglyviolated the rights of Plaintiffs. 

146. In a press release dated June 22, 2004, Defendant Rumsfeld admitted 

that beginning December 2, 2002, he personally authorized the use of interrogation 

techniques that are not permitted under FM 34-52. Further, in the press release, 

Defendant Rumsfeld admits that he personally was consulted when certain of the 

techniques were to be utilized. 

147. The techniques practiced on Plaintiffs - including beatings, "short 

shackling," sleep deprivation, injections of unknown substances, subjection to cold 

or heat, hooding, stress positions, isolation, forced shaving, disruption cf religious 

practices, forced nakedness, intimidation with vicious dogs and threats - were 

known to and approved by Defendant Rumsfeld and others in the military chain of 

command. 

148. Article 3 common to all four Geneva Conventions requires that all 

persons in the hands cf an opposing force, regardless of their legal status, be 

afforded certain minimum standards of treatment: 

Persons taking no active part in the hostilities, including members of armed 
forces who have laid down their arms and those placed hors de combat by 
sickness, wounds, detention, or any other cause, shall in al circumstances be 
treated humanely, without any adverse distinction founded on race, colour, 
religion or faith, sex, birth er wealth, or any other similar criteria. 
To this end the following acts are and shall remain prohibited at any time and 
in any place whalsoever with respectto the above-mentioned persons: 

(a) Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation, 
cruel treatment and torture: 

••••• 
(c) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular, humiliating and degrading 
treatment. 
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149. The Third Geneva Convention cf 1949, Art. 130, bars the "willful killing, 

torture or inhuman treatment ... willfully causing great suffering or serious injury to 

body or health" of any prisoner d' war. 

150. In February 2002, the White House issued a press release, which 

advised: 

The United States is treating and will continue to treat all of the 
individuals detained at Guantanamo humanely and, to the extent 
appropriate and consistent with military necessity, in a manner 
cons~1ent with the principles<£ the Third Geneva Convention of 
1949. 

The President has determined that the Geneva Convention applies 
to the Taliban detainees, but not to the al-Qaeda detainees. Al­
Qaeda is not a state party to the Geneva Convention; it is a foreign 
terrorist group. As such, its members are not entitled to POW 
status. 

151. On information and belief, Dctcndanl Rumofold and all Dofondants 

were aware of this statement cf the President. Moreover, Defendant Rumsfeld knew 

that this statement of policy was a departure from the previous policy of the United 

States that the laws of war, including the Geneva Conventions, were always to be 

honored. Defendant Rumsfeld knew that the Department of State and the uniformed 

services took the generally recognized position that the Geneva Conventions could 

not be abrogated or ignored. 

152. 1 lowever, Defendant Rumsfeld and others deliberated failed to 

implement the Presidential Directive in any event. Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

Defendants in the chain of command had no good faith basis for believing that 

Plaintiffs were members of oc affiliated with Al Qaeda in any way. Indeed, \he policy 

as announced was incoherent in that Defendant Rumsfeld and the other defendants 

had no way of knowing who was and who was not a member of Al Qaeda or the 
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Taliban and Defendants took no steps to implement any reliable fact-finding process 

which might ascertain who was and who was not a member of Al Qaeda or the 

Taliban, including in particular a "competent tribunal" as mandated by the Third 

Geneva Convention, Art. 5, U.S. military regulations and long standing practice of 

the U.S. anned forces 

153. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants were aware that torture and 

other mistreatment perpetrated under color of law violates domestic and 

international law at. 

154. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants were aware that Plaintiffs 

were tortured and otherwise mistreated or knew they would be tortured and 

otherwise mistreatedwhile in militarycustody in Afghanistan and at Guantanamo. 

155. Dcfcndnnt Rumofcld and ell Defendants took no steps to prevent the 

infliction of torture and other mistreatmentto which Plaintiffs were subjected. 

156. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants authorized and encouraged the 

infliction d torture and other mistreatment against Plaintiis. 

157. Defendant Rumsfeld and al Defendants were aware that prolonged 

arlJibay detention violates customary international law. 

158. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants authorized and condoned the 

prolonged arbitrary detention d Plaintiffs. 

Count I 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Prolonged Arbitrary Detention 

159. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege lhe allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 of this Complain! as if fully set forth herein. 
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160. As stated by the Supreme Court of the United States, the allegations 

contained herein "unquestionably describe 'custody in violation of the Constitution or 

laws or treaties of the United States."' Rasul v. Bush, 124 S . Ct. 2686, 2698, n.15 

(2004) (citation omitted) (Plaintiffs Rhuhel Ahmed and Asif Iqbal were also Plaintiffs in 

that case). 

161. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were unarmed and were detained in a 

prison camp operated by non-U.S. forces and Plaintiff AI-Harith had been detained and 

mistreated by the Taliban as a suspected British spy and was trapped in a war zone 

when Defendants took physical custody of their persons. Plaintiffs never engaged in 

combat, carried arms, or parlicipated in terrorist activity or conspired with any terrorist 

person or organization. Defendants could have had no good-faith reason to believe that 

thay had done so. 

162. The Plaintiffs were detained under the exclusive custody and control d 

Defendants for over two years without due process, access to counsel or family, or a 

single charge of wrongdoing being levied against them. 

163. The acts described herein constitute prolonged arbitrary detention in 

violation of the law cf nations under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. §1350, in that the 

acts violated customary international law prohibiting prolonged arbitrary detention as 

reflected, expressed, and defined in multilateral treaties and other international 

instruments, international and domestic judicial decisions, and other authorities. 

164. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention of Plaintiffs. 
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165. Defendant's unlawful conduct deprived Plaintiffs of their freedom, cf 

contact with their families, friends and communities. As a result, Plaintiffs suffered 

severe psychologicalabuse and injuries. 

166, Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Counfll 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Torture 

167. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

168. The acts described herein were inflicted deliberately and intentionally for 

purposes which included, among 'others, punishing the Plaintiffs or intimidating them. 

The alleged acts did not serve any legitimate intelligence-gatheringa- other government 

purpose, Instead, they were perpetraledto coerce, punish, and intimidate the Plaintiffs. 

In any event, torture is not permitted as a legitimate government function under any 

circumstances. 

169. The acts described herein constitute torture in violation of the law d 

nations under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1350, in that the acts violated 

customary international law prohibiting torture as reflected, expressed, and defined in 

multilateral treaties and other international instruments, international ard domestic 

judicial decisions and other authorities. 

170. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified and or/conspired together in bringing about the torture and other physical and 

psychological abuse of Plaintiffs as described above. 
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171. Plaintiffs suffered severe, immediate and continuing physical and 

psychological abuse as a result of the acts alleged herein. Plaintiffs continue to suffer 

profound physical and psychologicaltrauma from the acts alleged herein. 

172. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Countm 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment 

173. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158d' this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

174. The acts described herein had the intent and the effect of grossly 

humiliating and debasing the Plaintiffs, forcing them to act against their will and 

conscience, inciting fear and anguish, and breaking their physical and moral resistance. 

175. These acts included infer alia repeated severe beatings; the withholding of 

food, water, and necessary medical care; sleep deprivation; lack of basic hygiene; 

intentional exposure to extremes of heat and cold and the elements; continuous 

isolation for a period of months; forced injections; sexual humiliation; intimidationwith 

unmuzzled dogs; deprivation of the rights to practice their religion and death threats. 

176. The acts described herein constitute cruel, inhuman or degrading 

treatment in violation d tho law of nations under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 

1350, in that the acts violated customaty international ew prohibiting cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment as reflected, expressed, and defined in multilateral treaties and 

other international instruments, international and domestic judicial decisions and other 

authorities. 
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177. Defendants are liable for said conduct il that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

178. Plaintiffs suffered severe immediate physical and psychological abuse as 

a result of the acts alleged herein. Plaintiffs continue to suffer profound physical and 

psychological trauma from the acts alleged herein. 

179. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Count IV 
VIOLATION CF THE GENEVA CONVENTIONS 

180. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege tho allcgationo conlaincd in paragraphs 1 

through 158 cf this Complaint as iffully set forth herein. 

181. As detailed herein, Plaintiffs were held arbitrarily, tortured and otherwise 

mistreated during their detention in violation of specific protections of the Third and 

Fourth Geneva Conventions including but not limited to Article 3 common to all four 

Geneva Conventions. 

182. Violations ct· the Geneva Conventions are direct treafy violations as \\\I 

ao violation~ of customary international law. 

183. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated m, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention, torture, abuse and mistreatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 
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184. As a result of Defendants' violations cf the Geneva Conventions, Plaintiffs 

are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be determined at trial. 

countV 
CLAIMS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES 

Violation of the Eighth Amendment 

185. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

thorugh 158 cf this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

186. Defendants' actions alleged herein against imprisoned Plaintiffs violated 

the Eighth Amendment to tho United States Constiition. Over the course of an 

arbitrary and baseless incarcerationir more than two years, Defendants inflicted cruel 

and unusual punishment on Plaintiffs. Despite never having been tried by any tribunal, 

Plaintiffs and other detainees were repeatedly denounced as guilty of terrorist acts by 

Defendant Rumsfeld, President Bush, Vice President Cheney and others. The acts of 

cruel, inhuman or degrading unusual punishment were imposed based on this arbitrary 

and impermissible declaration of guilt. 

187. Defendants were acting under color of law of the United State~ at al times 

pertinent to the allegations set forth above. 

188. The Plaintiffs suffered severe physical and mental injuries as a result of 

Defendants' violations of the Eighth Amendment. They have also suffered present and 

future economic damage. 

189. The actions of Defendants are actionable under Bivens v. Six Unknown 

Named Federal Aaents, 403 u.s. 388 (1971 ). 

100. Defendants arc liable for said conduct in that Dcfcndante partioip.1tod in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 
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arbitrary detention, physical and psychological torture and abuse, and other 

mistreatment of Plaintiffsas described above. 

191. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

CountVI 
CLAIMS UNDER lHE CONSTITUTIONOFTHE UNITED STATES 

Violation of the Fifth Amendment 

192. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs, 

through 158of this Complaint as if fully setforth herein. 

193. Defendants, actions alleged herein against Plaintiffs violated the Fifth 

Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

19'1. The arbitrary and baseless detention of Plaintiffs for more than two yoare 

constituted a clear deprivation of their liberty without due process, in direct violation of 

their Fifth Amendment rights. 

195. The cruel, inhuman or degrading, and unusual conditions of Plaintiffs' 

incarceration clearly violated their substantive rights to due process. See Citv of Revere 

v. Mass. Gen. Hosp., 463 U.S.239, 244(1983). 

196. Defendants' refusal to permit Plaintiffs to consult with counsel er to have 

access to neutral tribunals to challenge the fact and conditions d their confinement 

constituted violations of Plaintiffs' procedural rights to due process. 

197. The abusive conditions d Plaintiffs' incarceration served no legitimate 

government purpose. 

198. Defendants were acting under the color of the law of the United States at 

all times pertinentto the allegations set forth above. 
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199. The Plaintiffs suffered severe physical and mental injuries as a result of 

Defendants' violations of the Fdlh Amendment. They have also suffered present and 

future economic damage. 

200. The actions of Defendants are actionable under Bivens v. Six Unknown 

Named FederalAaents, 403 US. 388 (1971). 

201, Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention, physical and psychological torture and abuse and other 

mistreatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

202. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

CountVlt 
CLAIM UNDER THE RELIGIOUS FREEDOM RESTORATION ACT 

203. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

204. Defendants' actions alleged herein inhibited and constrained religiously 

motivated conduct central to Plaintiffs' religious beliefs. 

205. Defendants' action~ imposed a substantial burden on Plaintiffs' abilities to 

exercise and express their religious beliefs. 

206. Defendants regularly and systematically engaged in practices specifically 

aimed at disrupting Plaintiffs' religious practices. These acts included throwing a copy 

of the Koran in a toilet bucket, prohibiting prayer, deliberately interrupting prayers, 

playing loud rock music to interrupt prayers, withholding the Koran without reason or as 
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punishment, forcing prisoners to pray with exposed genital areas, withholding prayer 

mats and confining Plaintiffs under conditiom whre it was impossible or infeasible ir 

them to exercise their religious rights. 

207. Defendants were acting under the calor of the law of the United States at 

all times pertinent to the allegations set forth above. 

208. The Plaintiffs suffered damages as a direct and proximate result of 

Defendants' violations of the Religious Freedom RestorationAct, 42 U.S.C.A §§ 2000bb 

et seq. 

209. Defendants are liable lor said conduct in that Defendants participated m, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the denial, 

di~ruption and interference with Plaintiffs' religiOlL', praotiooc and boliofe ac dof.ioribod 

above. 

210. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 
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WHEREFORE Plaintiffs each demand judgment against Defendants jointly 

and severally, including compensatory damages in the amount of $10,000,000 each 

(Ten Million Dollars), punitive damages, the oosts cl this action, including reasonable 

attorneys' fees, and such other and further .nM' as this Court may deem just and 

proper. 

Dated October 27 ,2004 

Baroora Olshansky (NY 0057) 
Jeffrey Fogel 
Michael Ratner 
CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
666 Broadway, 7 .. Floor 
NewYorlc, NY, 20012 
212/614.S439 

Attorneys ir Plaintiffs 
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BAACH ROBINSON & LEWI 
Eric L. Lewis D.C. Bar No. 394643 
Jeffrey D. RobinsonD.C. Bar No.376037 
Lois J. Schiffer D.C. Bar. N:>. 56630 
1201 F Street NW, Suite 500 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
2021833-8900 
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GENERAL COUNSEL 

FOR: 

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPART,MENT OF DEFENSE 
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1600 

INFO MEMO 
• - f ~ .. 

November 17,2004 11 730 a.m. 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: 
I. \~ 

William J. Haynes II r-,>4 ., U 

SUBJECT: Detainee Lawsuits 

• You asked me to provide information about a lawsuit that is purportedly being 
filed against you by a Moroccan former GTMO detainee, Radhouanc 
Benchakroun. 

• We have found no record of a lawsuit fikd against you by Mr. Benchakroun or 
any other Moroccan former GTMO detainee. 

• The Casablanca Assahifa newspaper reported that lawyer Mohamed Hila} 
intends to file a lawsuit against you on behalf of his client, Radhouane 
Benchakroun. (Tab A) We have found no record of a current or former 
GTMO detainee named Radhouane Benchaktoun. 

• Five GTMO detainees were released to Moroccan authorities in August 
2004, induding Radhouane Chekkouri and Brahim Benchakroun. Mr. 
Hila] apparently represents Brahim Benchakroun. 

• Several other former GTMO detainees have filed a lawsuit, Rasul, et al. v. 
Rumsfeld, et al., against you and other DoD officials in your individual 
capacities. (Tab B) 

• This case was filed in the United States District Court for the District of 
Columbia by four former GTMO detainees who are citizens of the United 
Kingdom and who were released in March 2004. They allege that they 
were tortured during their detention at GTMO in vio1ation of the 
Constitution and domestic and international law. They seek $10M each in 
compensatory and punitive damages. 

COORDINATfON: NONE 

Attachments: As stated. 

Prepared By: Christine S. Ricci, Associate Deputy General Counsel (LC}, _!(b_)(_6_) ___ 
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TO: Jim Haynes 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld i}­
SU BJ ECT: Lawsuit Information 

FOUO 

'November 5,2004 

I. ""'7 

Please give me some information on this lawsuit that is being filed against me by a 

GITMO detainee. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
FBIS Report re: GITMO Detainee 

DHR:ss 
I 10404-15 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45509 OSD 19043-04 



A 

11-L-0559/0SD/45510 



Text 
Morocco: Former Guantanamo Detainee to Sue Rumsfeld Over Alleged Torture 
GMP20041104000229 CasablancaAssahifa in Arabic 3 Nov 04 

[Unattributed report on page one: A Moroccan lawyer sues Rumsfcld in court"] 
[FBIS Translated Text] 

Mr. Mohamed Hila), a Rabat lawyer, has told Assahifa that he is determined to take legal 
action against US Secretary for Defense, Donald Rumsfeld, in the United States, in coordination 
with American lawyers. 

Mr. Hilal says that he will be asking for compensation for his client Radhouane Benchakroun 
for the damage caused to mm by the torture he was subjected to at the hands of American troops 
when he was detained in Guantanamojail. 

This will be the second case of its kind. In fact a British lawyer has already lodged a similar 
lawsuit against the American Defense Department. 

[Description of Source: Casablanca Assahifa in Arabic -Independent weekly newspaper] 

THISREPORTMAYCONTAINCOPYRJGHTEDMA'J"ERJAL COPYINGANDDISSEMINATIONISPROHIBITED 
WITHOUT PERMISSION OF TH f COPYRIGHT OWNERS. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

SHAFJQ RASUL 
c/o 14 Inverness Street 
LondonNW1 7 HJ 
England; 

ASIFIQBAL 
d o 14 Inverness Street 
London NW 1 7 HJ 
England; 

RHUHELAHMED 
c/o 14 lnvernessStreet 
London NW17 HJ 
England; and 

JAMAL AL·HARITH 
e/o 159 Princess Road 
Manchester M144RE 
England 

• against-

DONALD RUMSFELD 
Department of Defense 
1 ODO Defense Pentagon 
Washington D.C. 20301-1000; 

Plaintiffs 

AIR FORCE GENERAL RICHARD MYERS 
Chairman, Joint Chiefs o Staff 
9999Joint Staff Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20318-9999; 

ARMY MAJOR GENERAL GEOFFREY MILLER 
Former Commander, Joint Task Force 
Guantdnamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 203106200; 

·1-

• 
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ARMY GENERALJAMEST. HILL 
Commander, United States Southern Command 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY MAJOR GENERAL MICHAELE DUNLAVEY 
Former Commander, Joint Task Force 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY BRIGADIER GENERAL JAY HOOD 
Commander, Joint Task Force, GTMO 
Guanthamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
e/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

MARINE BRIGADIER GENERAL MICHAEL LEHNERT 
Commender Joint Taek Foroo-160 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba 
c/o Headquarters LJSI\.C 
2 Navy Annex (CMC) 
Washington, DC 20380-1775; 

ARMY COLONEL NELSON J. CANNON 
Commander, Camp Delta 
Guanthnamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY COLONEL TERRY CAAAICO 
Commander Camp X-Ray, Camp Delta 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY LIEUTENANT COLONEL WILLIAM CLINE 
Commander, Camp Oelta 
Quantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba, 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 

. . 

. . 
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Washington, D.C. 20310-0200; 

ARMY UElJTENANT COLONEL DIANE BEAVER 
Legal Adviser to General Dunlavey 
Guantanamo Bay Naval Base, Cuba 
c/o United States Army 
Army Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20310-0200 

and 

JOHN DOES 1-100, individuals involved in the illegal · 
Torture of Plaintiffs at Guantanamo Bay Naval Base 

All in their personal capacities 

Defendants. 

COMPLAINT 

(Violations cf the Alien Tort Statute, the Fifth and Eighth Amendments to the U.S. 
Constitution, the Geneva Conventions, and the Religious Freedom Restoration Act) 

Plaintiffs Shafiq Rasul, Asif Iqbal, Rhuhel Ahmed and Jamal Al~Harith, by 

and through their undersigned attorneys, Baach Robinson & Lewis PLLC and Michael 

Ratner at the Center for Constitutional Rights, as and for their complaint against 

Defendants Donald Rumsfeld, Air Force General Richard Myers, Army Major General 

Geoffrey Miller, Army General James T. Hill, Army Major General Michael E. Dunlavey, 

Army Brigadier General Jay Hood, Marine Brigadier General Michael Lehnert, Army 

Colonel Nelson J. Cannon, Army Colonel Terry Carrico, Army Lieutenant Colonel 

William Cline, Army Lieutenant Colonel Diane Beaver and John Does 1-100, hereby 

allege as follows: 
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INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the United Kingdom. They are not 

now and have never been members cf any terrorist group. They have never taken up 

arms againstthe United States. 

2. Plaintiffs Shafiq Rasul, Asif Iqbal and Rhuhel Ahmed were detained in 

Northern Afghanistan on November 28, 2001 , by General Rashid Dostum, an Uzbek 

warlord temporarily allied with the United States as part of the Northern Alliance. 

Thereafter, General Dostum placed Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed in the custody cf 

the United States military. Because Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were unarmed 

and not engaged in any hostile activities, neither General Dostum nor any of his troops 

ever could have or did observe them engaged in combat against the United States, the 

Northern Alliance or anyone else. On information and belief, General Dostum detained 

Plaintiffs Rasul , Iqbal and Ahmed and numerous other detainees who were not 

combatants; he handed detainees including Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed to the 

custody of the United States in order to obtain bounty money from the United States; 

and the United States took custody cf Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed without any 

independent good faith basis for concluding that they were er had been engaged in 

activities hostile to the United States. 

3. Plaintiff Jamal AI-Hanth works as an internet web designer in Manchester, 

England. Intending to attend a religious retreat, Plaintiff AI-Harith arrived in Pakistan on 

October 2, 2001 , where he was advised to leave the country because d animosity 

toward British citizens. Heeding the warning, he planned to return to Europe by 

traveling overland through Iran to Turkey by truck. While in Pakistan, the truck in which 

Plaintiff AI-Harith was riding was stolen at gunpoint by Afghans; he was then forced into 
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a jeep which crossed the border into Afghanistan. Plaintiff AI-Harilh was then handed 

over to the Taliban. Plaintiff AI-Harith was beaten by Taliban guards and taken for 

interrogation. He was accused of being a British special forces military spy and held in 

isolation. After the US invasion d Afghanistan, the Taliban released Plaintiff Al-Harith 

into the general prison population. When the Taliban government fell and the new 

government came to power, Plaintiff AI-Harith and others in the prison were told that 

they were free to leave and Plaintiff AI-Harith was offered transportation to Pakistan. 

Plaintiff AI-Harith thought it would be quicker and easier to travel to Kabul where there 

was a British Embassy. Officials of the International Committee of the Red CnN, 

("ICRC") instructedAl·Harith to remain at the prison and they offered to make contact 

with the British Embassy to fly him home. Plaintiff AI-Harith also spoke directly to British 

Embassy officials who indicated that they were making arrangements to fly him to Kabul 

and out of the country. After Plaintiff AI-Harith had been in contact with the British 

Embassy in Kabul for approximately a month discussing the logistics of evacuating him, 

American Special Forces arrived and questioned Plaintiff. The ICRC W Plaintiff AI­

Harith that the Americans would fly Plaintiff Al·Harith to Kabul; t\iO days before he was 

scheduled to fly to Kabul, American soldiers told Plaintiff AI-Harith, "You're not going 

anywhere. We're taking you to Kandahar airbase." 

4. All four Plaintiis were first held in United States custody in Afghanistan 

and later transported to the United States Naval Base at Guantanamo Bay Naval 

Station, Cuba ("Guantanamo"), where Defendants imprisoned them without charge for 

more than two years. During Plaintiffs' imprisonment, Defendants systematically and 

repeatedly tortured them in violation of the United States Constiition and domestic and 

international law, and deprived them of access to friends, relatives, COlD.1s and counsel. 
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Defendants repeatedly attempted to extract confessions from Plaintiffs without regard to 

the truth or plausibility cf these statements through the use of the illegal methods 

detailed below. 

5. Plaintiffs were releasedwithout charge in March 2004 and have returned 

to their homes in the United Kingdom where they continue to suffer the physical and 

psychological effects of hr prolonged arbitrary detention, torture and other 

mistreatment as hereinafter alleged. 

6. In the course of their detention by the United States, Plaintiffs were 

repeatedly struck with rifle butts, punched, kicked and slapped. They were "short 

shackled" in painful "stress positions" for many hours at a time, causing deep flesh 

wounds and permanent scarring. Plaintiffs were also threatened with unmuzzled dogs, 

forced to strip naked, subjected to repeated forced body cavity searches, intentionally 

subjected to extremes of heat and cold for the purpose cf causing suffering, kept in filthy 

cages fir 24 hours per day with no exercise or sanitation, denied access to necessary 

medical care, harassed in practicing their religion, deprived of adequate food, deprived 

of sleep, deprived of communicationwith family and friends, and deprivedd information 

about their status. 

7. Plaintiffs' detention and mistreatment were in plain violation of the United 

States Constitution, feder.al statutory law and United States treaty obligations, and 

customary international Jaw. Defendants' treatment <f Plaintiffs and other Guantanamo 

detainees violated various provisions of law including the Fifth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution forbidding the deprivation a liberty without due process; the Eighth 

Amendment forbidding cruel and unusual punishment; United States statutes prohibiting 

torture, assault. and other mistreatment: the Geneva Conventions: and customary 
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international law norms prohibiting torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading 

treatment. 

a Plaintiffs' torture and other mistreatment was not simply the product <f 

isolated or rogue actions by individual military personnel. Rather it was the result of 

deliberate and foreseeable action taken by Defendant Rumsfeld and senior officers to 

flout <r evade the United States Constitution, federal statutory law, United States treaty 

obligations and long established norms of customary international law. This action was 

taken in a misconceived and illegal attempt to utilize torture and other cruel, inhuman, or 

degrading acts to coerce nonexislent information regarding terrorism. It was 

misconceived because, according to the conclusion of the US military as expressed in 

the Army Field Manual, torture does not yield reliable information, and because 

Plaintiffs-along with the vast majority <1 Guantanruno detainees had no information 

to give. It was illegal because, as Defendants well knew, torture and other cruel, 

inhuman or degrading treatment of detainees is not permitted under the United States 

Constitution, federal statutory law, United States treaty obligations, and customary 

international law. 

9. On or about December 2, 2002, Defendant Rumsfeld signed a 

memorandum approving numerous illegal interrogation methods, including putting 

detainee~ in "stress positions" .fir up to four hours; forcing detainees to strip naked, 

intimidating detainees with dogs, interrogatingthem for 20 hours at a time, forcing them 

to wear hoods, shaving their heads and beards, keeping them in total darkness and 

silence, and using what was euphemistically called "mild, non-injurious physical 

contact." As Defendant Rumsfeld knew, these and other methods were in violation <f 

the United States Constitution, federal statutory law, the Geneva Conventions, and 
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customary international law as reflected in, inter alia, the United Nations Convention 

Against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment 

("CAT'). This memorandum of December 2, 2002, authorizing torture and other 

mistreatment, was originally designated by Defendant Rumsfeld to be classified for ten 

years but was released at the direction of President George W. Bush after the Abu 

Ghraib torture scandal became public. 

1 o. After authorizing, encouraging, permitting, and requiring the acts of torture 

and other mistreatment inflicted upon Plaintiffs, Defendant Rumsfeld, on information 

and belief, subsequentlycommissioneda "Working Group Report"dated Manta 6,2003, 

to address "Detainee Interrogations in the Global War on Terrorism: Assessment of 

Legal, Historical, Policy and Operational Considerations." This report, also originally 

clacoifiod for a period of ten yoaro by Defendant Rumofcld, woe a.loo rclcaccd ofter the 

Abu Ghraib torture scandal became public. This report details the requirements of 

international and domestic law governing interrogations, including the Geneva 

Conventions; the CAT; customary international law; the torture statute, 18 U.S.C. 

$2340; assault within maritime and territorial jurisdiction, 18 U.S.C. $113; maiming, 18 

U.S.C. §114; murder, 18 U.S.C. §1111; manslaughter, 18 U.S.C. §1112; interstate 

stalking, 18 U.S.C. §2261 a; and conspiracy 18 U.S.C. §2 and $371. The report 

attempts to address "legal doctrines under the Federal Criminal Law that could render 

specific conduct, otherwise criminal ml unlawful." Working Group Report at p. 3 

(emphasis in original). The memorandum is on its face an ex post facto attempt to 

create arguments that the facially criminal acts perpetuated by the Defendants were 

somehow justified. It argues first that the President as Commander-in-Chief has 

plenary authority to order torture, a proposition that ignores settled legal doctrine from 
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King John at Runnymede to Youngstown Sheet & Tube, 343 U.S. 579 (1952). It next 

tries to apply common law doctrines <£ self-defense and necessity, arguing the 

erroneous propositionthat the United States has the right to torture detained individuals 

because it needs to defend itself or because it is necessary that it do so. Finally, it 

suggests that persons inflicting torture and other mistreatment will be able to defend 

against criminal charges by claiming that they were following orders. The report asserts 

that the detainees have no Constitutional rights because the Constitution does not apply 

to persons held at Guantanamo. However, the report acknowledges that U.S. criminal 

laws do apply to Guanthamo, and further acknowledges that the United States is 

bound by the CAT to the extent that conduct barred by that Convention would also be 

prohibited by the Fifth, Eighth or Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution. On June 

22, 2004, the conclusions cf this report and other memoranda attempting to justify 

torture were repudiated and rescinded by President Bush. 

11. In April 2003, following receipt o the Working Group Report, Defendant 

Rumsfeld issued a new set <:f recommended interrogation techniques, requiring 

approval for four techniques. These recommendations recognized specifically that 

certain of the approved techniques violated the Geneva Conventions and customary 

international law, including the use of intimidation, removal of religious items, threats 

and isolation. The April 2003 re~ however, officially withdrew approval for unlawful 

actions that had been ongoing for months, including hooding, forced nakedness, 

shaving, ~ positions, use of dogs and "mild, non-injurious physical contact." 

Nevertheless, on information and belief these illegal practices continued to be employed 

against Plaintiffs and other detainees at Guanthnamo. 
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12. Defendants well knew that their activities resulting in the detention, torture 

and other mistreatment of Plaintiffs were illegal and violated clearly established law -

I.e., the Constitution, federal statutory law and treaty obligations of the United States 

and customary international law. Defendants' after-the-fact attempt to create an 

Orwellian legal fa~ade makes clear their conscious awareness that they were acting 

illegally. Therefore they cannot claim immunity from civil liability. 

I ANDVENUE 

13. This Court has jurisdiction over Plaintiffs' claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

(federal question jurisdiction); and 28 U.S.C. ~ 1350 (Alien Tort Statute). 

14. Venue is proper in this district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391 (a)(3) and 28 

U.S.C. § 1391(b){2). The alleged eds described below are "inextricably bound up with 

the District of Columbia in its m'le as the nation's capital.'' Mundv v. Weinberger, 554 F. 

Supp. 811, 818 (D.D.C. 1982). Decisions and acts by Defendants ordering, facilitating. 

aiding and abetting, acquiescing, confirming and/or conspiring in the commission of the 

alleged acts reached the highest levels of the United States Government. On 

information and belief, approval for all alleged acts emanated under color of law from 

orders, approvals, and omissions occurring in the Pentagon, numerous government 

agencies headquartered in the District of Columbia, and the offices <£ Defendant 

Rumsfeld, several of which are in the District of Columbia. Venue for claims arising 

from acts of Cabinet officials, the Secretary cf Defense and United States agencies lies 

in the District of Columbia. See id.; Smith v. Dalton, 927 F. Supp. 1 (D.D.C. 1996) . 
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PARTIES 

15. Plaintiff Shafiq Rasul was born in the United Kingdom and has been at all 

times relevant hereto a citizen and resident of the United Kingdom. He is not now and 

has never been a terrorist or a member of a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time<£ his initial arrest and detention, he was 24 

years old. 

16. Plaintiff Asif Iqbal was born in the United Kingdom and has been at all 

times relevant hereto a citizen and resident of the United Kingdom. He is not now and 

has never been a terrorist or a member cf a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 20 

years old. 

17. Plaintiff Rhuhcl Ahmed wac born in tho United Kingdom and has been at 

all times relevant hereto a citizen and resident d' the United Kingdom. He is not now 

and has never been a terrorist or a member of a terrorist group. He has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 19 

years old. 

18. Plaintiff Jamal AI-Harith was born in the United Kingdom and has been at 

all times relevant hereto a citizen and resident cf the United Kingdom. He is not now 

and has never been a terrorist ore member of a terrorist group. Me has never taken up 

arms against the United States. At the time of his initial arrest and detention, he was 35 

years old. 

19. Defendant Donald Rurnsfeld is the United States Secretary of Defense. 

Q1 information and belief, he E a citizen of Illinois and a resident of the District cf 

Columbia. Defendant Rumsfeld is charged with maintaining the custody and control of 
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the Guanthnamo detainees, including Plaintiis, and with assuring that their treatment 

was in accordance with law. Defendant Rumsfeld ordered, authorized, condoned and 

has legal responsibility for the arbitrary detention, torture and other mistreatment of 

Plaintiffsas alleged herein. Defendant RurnsfeldEsued in his individualcapacity. 

20. Defendant Myers is a General in the United States Air Force and was at 

times relevant hereto Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. Ql information and belief, 

he fi a citizen and resident of Virginia. As the senior uniformed military officer in the 

chain of command, Defendant Myers is charged with maintaining the custody and 

control d the Guantanamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and with assuring that their 

treatment was in accordance with law. On information and belief, Defendant Myers was 

informed of torture and other mistreatment of detainees at Guanthamo and Abu Ghraib 

prison in lrdq and condoned such activities. Defendant Myers was in regular contact 

with Defendant Rumsfeld and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the 

District of Columbia. Defendant Myers is sued in his individual capacity. 

21. Defendant Miller is a Major General in the United States Army and was at 

times relevant hereto Commander of Joint Task Force-GTMO. On information and 

belief, he is a citizen·and resident of Texas. At times relevant hereto, he had 

supervisory responsibility for Guanthnamo detainees, including Plaintis, and was 

rcspon~iblo for assuring that 1hoir treatment was in accordance with law. On 

information and belief, Defendant Miller was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld 

and other senior officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and 

participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. On 

information and belief, Defendant Miller implemented and condoned numerous methods 

of torture and other mistreatment as hereinafter described. On information and belief, 
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Defendant Miller was subsequently transferred to Abu Ghraib where he implemented 

and facilitated torture and other mistreatment of detainees there. These acts were 

filmed and photographed and have justly inspired widespread revulsion and 

condemnation aroundthe world. Defendant Miller is sued in his individual capacity. 

22. Defendant Hill is a General in the United States Army and was at times 

relevant hereto Commander of the United States Southern Command. On information 

and belief, he is a citizen and resident of Texas. On information and belief, Defendant 

Hill was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the 

chain of command based il the District of Columbia and participated in and 

implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. On information and belief, 

General Hill requested and recommended approval for several abusive interrogation 

tQchniques which were used on Guantinamo detainees, including Plaintiffs. Defendant 

Hill is sued in his individuals capacity. 

23. Defendant Dunlavey is a Major General in the United States Army and 

was at times relevant hereto Commander of Joint Task Forces 160/170, the su~rs 

to Joint Task Force-GTMO. On information and belief, he is a citizen and resident of 

Pennsylvania. At times relevant hereto, he had supervisory responsibility fir 

Guantdnamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and for assuring that their treatment was in 

a.ccord:incc with law. On information and belief, Defendant Dunlavey was in regular 

contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain of command 

based in the District <f Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken 

in the District d Columbia. On information and belief, Major General Dunlavey 

implemented and condoned the torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading acts and 

conditions alleged herein. Defendant Dunlavey is sued in his individual capacity. 
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24. Defendant Hood is a Brigadier General in the United States Army and is 

the Commander of Joint Task Force-GTMO, which at all relevant times operated the 

detention facilities at Guantdnamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen and 

resident of South Carolina. At times relevant hereto, he had supervisory responsibility 

for Guantinamo detainees, including Plaintiffs, and for assuring that their treatment was 

in accordance with law. On information and belief, Defendant Hood has been and 

continues to be ii regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior officials in 

the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and participated in and 

implemented decisions taken in the District ct Columbia. Defendant Hood is sued in his 

individual capacity. 

25. Defendant Lehnert is a Brigadier General in the United States Marine 

Corps and was at times relevant hereto Commander a the Joint Task Force 

responsible for the construction and operation of Camp X-Ray and Camp Delta at 

Guantanamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen and resident of Florida. At times 

relevant hereto, he had supervisory responsibilityfor Guantanamo detainees, including 

Plaintiffs, and for assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On 

information and belief, Defendant Lehnert was in regular contact with Defendant 

Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain d' command based in the District of 

Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District a 
Columbia. Defendant Lehnert is sued in his individual capacity. 

26. Defendant Cannon is a Colonel in the United States Army and the 

Commander of Camp Delta at Guantanamo. On information and belief, he is a citizen 

and resident of Michigan. At times relevant hereto, he has and continues to have 

supervisory responsibility for Guantanamo detainees including Plaintiffs and for 
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assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On information and belief, 

Defendant Cannon has been in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

senior officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and 

participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. Defendant 

Cannon is sued in his individual capacity. 

27. Defendant Carrico is a Colonel in 1he United States Army and was at 

times relevant hereto Commander of Camp X-Ray and Camp Delta at Guantdnamo. Ch 

information and belief, he is a citizen and resident of Texas. At times relevant hereto, 

he had supervisory responsibility for Guantdnamo detainees including Plaintiffs and for 

assuring that their treatment was in accordance with law. On information and belief, 

Defendant Carrico was in regular contact with Defendant Rumsfeld and other senior 

officials in the chain of command based in the District of Columbia and participated in 

and implemented decisions taken in the District of Columbia. Defendant Carrico is sued 

in his individual capacity. 

28. Defendant Beaver is a Lieutenant Colonel in the United States Army and 

was at times relevant hereto Chief Legal Adviser to Defendant Dunlavey. On 

information and belief, she is a citizen and resident of Kansas. On information and 

belief, knowing that torture and other mistreatment were contrary to military law and 

regulations, she nevertheless provided an opinion purporting to justify the ongoing 

torture and other mistreatment of detainees at Guantanamo, including Plaintiffs. On 

information and belief, Defendant Beaver was in regular contact with Defendant 

Rumsfeld and other senior officials in the chain cf command based in the District rf 

Columbia and participated in and implemented decisions taken in the District of 

Columbia. Defendant Beaver is sued in her individualcapacity. 
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29. Plaintiffs do not know the true names and capacities of other Defendants 

sued herein and therefore sue these defendants by fictitious names, John Does 1-100. 

Plaintiffs will amend this complaint to allege their true names and capacities when 

ascertained. John Does 1-100 are the military and civilian personnel who participated in 

the torture and other mistreatment of Plaintiffs as hereinafter alleged. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

30. Plaintiffs are citizens and residents of the United Kingdom. 

31. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed are boyhood friends and grew up streets 

away from each other in the working-class town a Tipton in the West Midlands <:f 

England. 

32. Pralntiff Shafiq Rasul attended a Catholic elementary school before 

studying at the same high school as Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed. An avid soccer fan, 

Plaintiff Rasul played for a local team before going on to study computer science at the 

University <f Central England. He also worked part time at an electronics store. 

33. Plaintiff Asif Iqbal attended the same elementary school as Plaintiff Rasul 

and the same high school as both Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed. After leaving high 

school, Plaintiff Iqbal worked at a local factory making road signs and building bus 

shelters. He was also an active soccer player and volunteered at the local community 

center. 

34. Plaintiff Rhuhel Ahmed attended the same high school as Plaintiffs Iqbal 

and Ahmed. Like Plaintiff Iqbal, he worked at a local factory and worked with children 

and disabled people at the load government-funded Tipton Muslim Community Center. 
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35, In September 2001, Plaintiff Iqbal traveled to Pakistan to join his father 

who had arranged a marriage tor him with a young woman from his family's ancestral 

village. His longtime friend, Plaintiff Ahmed traveled from England in October in order to 

join him at his wedding as his best man. Plaintiff Rasul was at the same time in Pakistan 

visiting his family with the expectation cf continuing his degree course in computer 

science degree within the month. Prior to the wedding in Pakistan, in October 2001, 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed crossed the border into Afghanistan in order to offer 

help in the ongoing humanitarian crisis. After the bombing in Afghanistan began. 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed tried to return to Pakistan but were unable to do so 

because the border had been closed. PlaintiHs never engaged in any terrorist activity or 

took up arms against the United States. 

36. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed never engaged in combat against the 

forces of the United States or any other entity. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed never 

conducted any terrorist activity or conspired, intended, or planned to conduct any such 

activity. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed never belonged to Al Qaeda or any other 

terrorist organization. 

tention in Afghanistan 

'37. On November 28, 2001, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were captured 

and detained by forces loyal to General AQshid Dosturn, an Utbek warlord who was 

aligned with the Uibl States. 

38. No U.S. forces were presentwhen Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were 

detained. Therefore, no U.S. forces could have had any information regarding Plaintiffs 

other than that supplied by the forces of General Dostum, who were known to be 
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unreliable and who were receiving a per head bounty <L, on information and belief, up to 

$35,000. 

39. With U.S. military fonl5 present, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, along 

with 200 to 300 others, were crammed into metal containers and transported by truck to 

Sherbegan prison in Northern Afghanistan. General Dostum's forces fired holes into the 

sides of the containers with machine guns, striking the persons inside. Plaintiff Iqbal 

, was mack in his arm, which would later become infected. Following the nearly 18-hour 

journey to Sherbegan prison, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were among what they 

estimate to have been approximately 20 SUl"\iivors in the container. 

40. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were held in Sherbegan by General 

Dosturn's forces for about one month, where they were exposed to extremely oold 

conditions without adequate clothing, confined to tigh! spaces, and forced to ration food. 

Prison conditions were filthy. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed and other prisoners 

suffered from amoebic dysentery and were infested with lice. 

41. In late December 2001, the ICRC visited with Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed and informed them that the B1itish Embassy in Islamabad, Pakistan had been 

advised cf their situation and that embassy officials would soon be in contact with 

Plaintiffs. 

42. 0 n December 28, 2001, U.S. Special Forces arrived at Sherbegan and 

were informed of the identities d' Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed. 

43. General Dostum's troops chained Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed and 

marched them through the main gate of the prison, where U.S. Special Forces 

surrounded them at gunpoint. 
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44. From December 28, 2001 until their release in March 2004, Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were in the exclusive physical custody and control d the 

United States military. In freezing temperatures, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were 

stripped of their clolties, searched, and photographed naked while being held by 

Defendant John Does, two U.S. Special Forces soldiers. American military personnel 

took Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed to a room for individual interrogations. Plaintiff 

Rasul was bound hand and foot with plastic cuff.~ and forced onto his knees before an 

American soldier in uniform. Both Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were interrogated 

immediately and without knowledge of their interrogators' identities. Bah were 

questioned at gunpoint. While Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated, Defendant John Doe 

held a 9mm pistol physically touching his temple. At no time were Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal 

and Ahmed afforded counsel or given the opportunity to contact their families. 

45. Following their interrogations, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were led 

outside where a Defendant John Doe immediately covered their eyes by putting 

sandbags over their heads and applying thick masking tape. They were placed side-by­

side, barefoot in freezing temperatures, with only light clothing, for at least three to four 

hours. While hooded and taped, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were repeatedly 

threatened with beatings and death and were beaten by a number of Defendant John 

Does, U.S. military personnel. Plaintiff Iqbal estimates that he was punched, kicked, 

slapped, and struck by US military personnel with rifle butts at least 30 or 40 times. 

46. Thereafter, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were placed in trucks with 

other detainees and transported to an airport about 4 5 minutes away. 

4 7. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were led onto one plane and Plaintiff Ahmed was 

led onto a second plane. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, still hooded with their 
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hands tied behind their backs and their legs tied in plastic cuffs, were fastened to a 

metal belt attached to the floor ct each aircraft. The soldiers instructed Plaintiis Rasul, 

Iqbal and Ahmed to keep their legs straight out in front cf. them as they sat. The position 

was extremely painful. When any of Plaintiffs or other detainees tried to move to relieve 

the pain, an unknown number of Defendant John Does struck Plaintiffs and others with 

rifle butts. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were flown by the U.S. military to 

Kandahar. 

48. Upon arrival in Kandahar, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, still covered 

with hoods, were led out of the planes. A rope was tightly tied around each of their right 

amis, connectingthe detainees together. 

49. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, who were still without shoes, were 

forced to walk :ir nearly an hour in the freezing cold, causing them to sustain deep a.:d:s 

on their feet and rope burns on their right arms. 

50. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were herded into a lent, where soldiers 

forced them i o kneel with their legs bent double and their foreheads touching the 

ground. With their hands and feet still tied, the position was difficult to maintain. 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were repeatedly and violently beaten by Defendant 

John Does, US soldiers. Each was asked whether he was a member of Al Qaeda and 

when each responded negatively, each was punched violently and repealedly by 

soldiers. When Plaintiffs Rasul Iqbal and Ahmed identified themselves as British 

nationals, Defendants John Doe soldiers insisted they were "not white" but "black" and 

accordingly could not be British. The soldiers continued to beat them. 

51. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were "processed" by American soldiers, 

and had plastic numbered wristbands placed on their wrists. Soldiers kicked Plaintiff 
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Rasul, assigned the number 78, several times during this process. American soldiers 

cut off his clothes and conducted a body cavity search. He was then led through an 

open-air maze constructed cf. barbed wire. Plaintiffs Iqbal, assigned number 79, and 

Ahmed, assigned number 102, experiencedthe same inhumane treatment. 

52. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, dehydrated, exhausted, disoriented, 

and fearful, were summoned by number fir interrogation. When called, each was 

shackled and led to an interrogationtent. Their hoods were removed and they were told 

to sit on the floor. An armed soldier stood behind them out d their line cf sight. They 

were told that if they moved they would be shot. 

53. After answering questions as to their backgrounds, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal 

and Ahmed were each photographed by soldiers. They were fingerprinted and a swab 

from their mouth and hairs plucked from their beards were taken for DNA identification. 

54. An American soldier questioned Plaintiff Iqbal a second time. Plaintiff 

Iqbal was falsely accused by the interrogator of being a member of Al Qaeda. 

Defendant John Does, US soldiers, punched and kicked Plaintiff Iqbal in the back and 

stomach before he was dragged to another tent. 

55 . Personnel believed by Plaintiffs to be British military personnel later 

interrogated Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, with US soldiers present. Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were falsely accused c:J being members of the Al Muhajeroon. 

During the interrogation, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were threatened by 

Defendant John Does, armed American soldiers, with further beatings if they did not 

admit to various false statements. 

56. Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed slept in a tent with about 20 other detainees. 

Plaintiff Iqbal was in another tent. The tents were surrounded by barbed wire. 
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Detainees were not allowed to talk and were forced to sleep on the ground. American 

soldiers woke the detainees hourly as part of a systematic effort to deprive them ct· 

sleep. 

57. Defendant John Does, interrogators and guards, frequently used physical 

violence and unmuzzled dogs to threaten and intimidate Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed and other detainees during the interrogations. 

58. At or around midnight of January 12 or 13, 2002, US army personnel 

entered the tenl d Plaintiffs Rasul and Ahmed. Both were made to lie on the ground, 

were shackled, and rice sacks were placed over their heads. They were led to another 

tent, where Defendant John Does, US sok::liers, removed their clothes and forcibly 

shaved their beards and heads. The forced shaving was not intended for hygiene 

purpo~cs, but rather was, on infonnation and belief, designed to distress and humiliate 

Plaintiffs given their Muslim faith, which requires adult males to maintain beards. 

59. Plaintiff Rasul was eventually taken outside where he could hear dogs 

barking nearby and soldiers shouting, "Get 'em boy." He was then given a cavity search 

and photographed extensively while naked before being given an orange uniform. 

Soldiers handcuffed Plaintiff Rasul's wrists and ankles before dressing him in black 

thermal gloves, dark goggles, earmuffs, and a facemask. Plaintiff Rasul was then lit 

outside tor hours in freezing temperatures. 

60. Plaintiff Iqbal, who was in another tent, experienced similar treatment of 

being led from his tent to be shaved and stripped naked. 

61. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were escorted onto large cargo planes. Still 

shackled and wearing facemasks, both were chained to the floor with no backrests. 

They were forced by Defendant John Does to sit in an uncomfortable position for the 
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entire flight to Guantanamo (of approximately eighteen to twenty hours) and were mt 

allowed to move cr given access to toilet facilities. 

62. Piaintii Ahmed remained in Kandahar for another month. American 

soldiers interrogated him four more times. Sleep-deprived and malnourished, Plaintiff 

Ahmed was also interrogated by British agents who, on information and belief were 

from the British intelligence agency, MIS, and he was falsely told that Plaintiffs Rasul 

and Iqbal had confessed in Cuba to allegations of membership in 1he Al Muhajeroon. 

He was told that he could return to the United Kingdom in exchange for admitting to 

various accusations. Distraught, fearful of further beatings and abuse, and without 

benefit <f contact with family or counsel, Plaintiff Ahmed made various false 

confessions. Plaintiff Ahmed was thereafter transported to Guantanamo. 

63. As noted above, Plaintiff AI-Harith was being held in custody by the 

Taliban in Southern Afghanistan as a suspected British spy. He was interrogated and 

beaten by Taliban troops. When the Taliban governmentfell, Plaintiff Al·Harith was in a 

Taliban prison. He contacted the British Embassy through the ICRC and by satellite 

phone and was assured he would be repatriated to Britain. Two days before his 

scheduled repatriation, US forces informed him that he was being detained and takm to 

Kandahar, where he was held in a prison controlled by US forces and interrogated and 

beaten by US troops. Plaintiff Al Harithwa$ ffown to Guantdnamo from Kandahar on or 

about February 11,2002. 

64. Prior to take-off, Plaintiff Al·Harith, like Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed, 

was hooded and shackled; mittens were placed on his hands and earphones over his 

ears. Chains were then placed around his legs, waist and the earphones. The chains 
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cut into his ears Goggles were placed on his eyes and a medical patch that, on 

information and belief, contained muscle relaxant was applied. 

Captivity and Conditions at Camp X-Rav. Guantdnamo 

65. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were transported to Guantanamo ii mid-January 

2002. Plaintiffs Ahmed and AI-Harith were transported there approximately one month 

later. During the trip, Defendant John Does, us soldiers, kicked and punched Plaintiff 

Ahmed more lhan twenty times. Plaintiff AI-Harith was punched, kicked and elbowed 

repeatedly and was threatened with more violence. 

66. Upon arrival at Guantanamo, Plaintiffs were placed on a barge to get to 

the main camp. DefendantJohn Does, US Marines on the barge, repeatedly~ all 

the detainees, including Plaintiffs, kicking, slapping, elbowing and punching detainees in 

the body and head. The Marines announced repeatedly, "You are arriving at your final 

destination," and, "You are now property cf the United States Marine Corps." 

67. Plaintiffs were taken to Camp X-Ray, the prison camp for detainees. 

Soldiers forced all four Plaintiffs on arrival to squat outside in stress positions in the 

extreme heat. Plaintiffs and the other detainees had their goggles and hoods removed, 

but they had to remain with their eyes closed and were not allowed to speak. 

68. Plaintiff Iqbal, still shackled and goggled, fell over and started shaking. 

Plc:1i11liff Iqbal was U1t:m 9iv1:111 a CctVily ~~cm;h c1mJ lri:lrtt:»JJUfltill lo ,mulher c1,11:1a for 

processing, including fingerprinting, DNA sampling, photographs, and another 

wristband. 

69. Plaintiff Rasul was forced to squat outside for six to seven hours and went 

through similar processing. Unmuzzled barking dogs were used to intimidate Plaintiff 

Rasul and others. At one point, Defendant John Doe, a soldier from a unit known as the 
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Extreme Reaction Force (ERF), repeatedly kicked Plaintiff R;;sd in the back and used a 

riot shield to slam him against a wall. 

70. After processing, Plaintiffs were placed in wire cages of about 2 meters by 

2 meters. Conditions were cruel, inhuman and degrading. 

71. Plaintiffs were forced to sit in their cells in total silence for extended 

periods. Once a week, for two minutes, Plaintiffs were removed from their cells and 

showered. They were then returned to their cells. Once a week, Plaintiffs were 

permittedfive minutes recreation while their hands remained chained. 

72. Plaintiffs were exposed to extreme heat during the day, as their cells were 

situated in the direct sunlight. 

73. Plaintiffs were deliberately fed inadequate quantities of food, keeping them 

in a perpetual state of hunger. Much cf the food consisted a 11MRE's" (meals ready to 

eat), which were ten to twelve years beyond their usable date. Plaintiffs were served 

out of date powdered eggs and milk, stale bread from which 1he mold had been picked 

out and fruit that was black and rotten. 

74. Plaintiffs and other detainees were forced to kneel each time a guard 

came into their cells. 

75. Plaintiffs at night were exposed to powerful floodlights, a purposeful tactic 

to promote slee.p deprivation among 1he detainees. Plaintifls and the other detainees 

were prohibited from putting covers over their heads to block out the light and were 

prohibited from keeping their arms beneath the covers. 

76. Plaintiffs were constantly threatened at Camp X-Ray, with guards stating 

on multiple occasions, 'We could kill you at any time; the world doesn't know you're 

here; we could kil I you and no one would know." 
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n. Plaintiff AI-Harith was taken to the medical clinic and was told that his 

blood pressure was too high. He was given, on information and belief, muscle relaxant 

pills and an injection of an unspecifiedsubstance. 

78. Ch various occasions, Plaintiffs' efforts to pray were banned or 

interrupted. Plaintiffs were never given prayer mats and did not initially receive copies 

of the Koran. Korans were provided to them after approximately a month. On one 

occasion, a guard in Plaintiff Ahmed's cellblock noticed a copy cf the Koran on the floor 

and kicked it. On another occasion, a guard threw a copy of the Koran in a toilet 

bucket. Detainees, including Plaintiffs, were also at times preventedfrom calling out the 

call to prayer, with American soldiers either silencing the person who was issuing the 

prayer call or playing loud music to drown out the call to prayer. This was part d a 

continuing pattern of disrespect and contempt for Plaintiffs' religious beliefs and 

practices. 

Interrogation at Camp X·Ray 

79. Plaintiffswere extensively interrogated at Camp X-Ray. 

BO. During interrogations, Plaintiffs were typically 'long shackled," whereby 

their legs were chained using a large padlock. The shackles had sharp edges that 

scraped the skin, and all Plaintiffs experienced deep cuts on and around their ankles, 

resulting in scarring and continuing chronic pain. During the interrogations, Plaintiffs 

were shackled and chained to the floor. Plaintiffs were repeatedly urged by American 

interrogators to admit that they were fighters who went to Afghanistan for "jihad." In 

return, Plaintiffs were promised that if they confessed to these false assertions, they 

could return to the United Kingdom. Plaintiff Iqbal, who was interrogated five times by 
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American forces over three months at Carrp X-Ray, was repeatedly encouraged and 

coerced to admit to having been a "fighter." 

81. Plaintiff AI-Harith was interrogated approximately ten times at Camp X-

Ray. He was interrogated by both British and American authoriiies. On one occasion, 

an interrogator asked Plaintiff AI-Harith to admit that he went to Pakistan to buy drugs, 

which was not true. On another occasion, Plaintiff AI-Hanth was told that there was a 

new terrorism law that would permit the authorities to put his family out in the street it 

Plaintiff Al~Harith did not admit to being a drug dealer or a fighter. Qi another occasion, 

interrogators promised money, a car, a house and a job if he admitted those things. As 

they were not true, he declined to admit them. 

82. Following Plaintiff Ahmed's first several interrogationsat Camp X-Ray, he 

was isolated in a cgliblock where there were only Arabic speakers. Plaintiff Ahmed, 

who does not speak Arabic, was unable to communicate with anyone other than 

interrogators and guards for approximately five months. 

Conditions at Camp Delta 

83. Around May 2002, Plaintiffs were transferred to Camp Delta. 

84. At no time were Plaintiffs advised as to why they were being transferred, 

for what purpose they were detained, why they were considered "unlawful combatants," 

and what medical and legal rocourcos might be available. 

85. At Camp Delta, Plaintiffs were housed in mesh cages that were 

subdivided from a larger metal container. There was little to no privacy and the cages 

provided little shelter from the heat during the day or the cold at night. The cages 

quickly rusted because of the sea air. The cells contained metal slabs at waist height; 
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detainees could not sit on the slabs because their legs would dangle off and become 

numb. There was not enough room in the eel Is to pray. 

86. Constant reconstruction work and large electric generators, which ran 24 

hours a day, were used as part cf a strategic effort to deprive Plaintiis and others of 

sleep. Lights were often left on 24 hours a day. 

87. Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were in the same cellblock. Plaintiff Ahmed was 

placed in isolation for about one month. There was no explanation given as to why 

Plaintiff Ahmed had been placed in isolation. Following this period, he was placed in a 

different cell and interrogated by mostly American interrogators who repeatedly asked 

him the same questions for six months. 

88. After six months at Camp Delta, Plaintiff Ahmed was moved to a cell 

directly opposite Plaintiff Rasul. Plaintiff Iqbal was placed n isolation for about one 

month. Again, no explanation was given for 11'le arbitrary placement in isolation. 

89. Plaintiff Ahmed was repeatedly disciplined with periods of isolation for 

such behavior as complaining about the food and singing. 

90. Plaintiff Iqbal, after about one month at Camp Delta, was moved to 

isolation and given smaller food portions because it was believed he was belittling a 

military policeman. He was disciplined with another week of isolation when he wrote 

"have a nice day" on a Styrofoam cup. 

91. After his last period of isolation, Plaintiff Iqbal was moved to a block which 

housed only Chinese-speaking detainees. During his time there, he was exposed to 

aggressive interrogation. After being there for months, Plaintiff lqbars mental condition 

deteriorated further. 
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92. Plaintiff AI-Harith was put into isolation for refusing to wear a wristband. 

Plaintiff AI-Harith was also placed in isolation for writing the fetter "D" on a Styrofoam 

cup. The isolation block was freezing cold as cold air was blown through the block 

twenty-four hours a day. The isolation cell was pitch black as the guards claimed the 

lights were not working. Plaintiff AI-Harith was placed in isolation a second time around 

Christmas 2002 ir refusing to take an unspecified injection. When he refused, the ERF 

was brought in and Plaintiff AI-Hanth was 11ERFed": he was beaten, forcibly injected and 

chained in a hogtied position, with his stomach on the floor and his arms and legs 

chained together above him. The ERF team jumped on his legs and back and kicked 

and punched Plaintiff AI-Harilh. Plaintiff AI-Hanth was then placed in isolation for 

approximately a month, deprived at various intervals of soap, toothpaste or a 

toothbrush, blankets or toilet paper. He wac also deprived d a Koran during thic 

second period cf isolation. 

93. Ql information and belief, "ERFings," i.e., the savage beatings 

administered by the ERF teams, were videotaped on a regular basis and should be 

available as evidence of the truth of the allegations contained herein. 

94. The Camp Delta routine included compulsory "recreation" twice a week for 

fifteen minutes. Attendance was enforced by the ERF. As soon as fifteen minutes had 

passed, detainees were immediately returned to their cells. Plaintiff Rasul noted that 

one would be forced to return to his cell even if in the middle of prayers. 

95. Around August 2002, medical corps personnel offered Plaintiffs Rasul, 

Iqbal and Ahmed injections d. an unidentified substance, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and 

Ahmed, like most detainees, refused. Soon after, Defendant John Does, the medical 

corps, returned with the ERF team. The ERF team members were dressed in padded 
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gear, tlik gloves, and helmets. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were shackled and 

restrained with their arms and legs bent backwards while medical corps pulled up their 

sleeves to inject their arms with an unidentified drug that had sedative effects. 

96. Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed received these injections against their 

will on approximately a dozen occasions. Plaintiff AI-Harith received 9 or 1 O compulsory 

injections on six separate occasions. 

97. Plaintiff Iqbal was deprived <f his Koran and other possessions. His 

hands were shackled in front of him. When Plaintiff Iqbal looked back, a guard pushed 

him in the corner. There Defendant John Does punched him repeatedly in the face and 

kneed him in his thigh. 

Isolation and Interrogations at Camp Delta 

98. Interrogation booths either had a miniature camera hidden in them er a 

one-way glas.s window. Thus, on information and belief, some or all of the 

interrogations of Plaintiffs and other detainees are recorded and are available as 

evidence of the truth of Plaintiffs' allegations herein. 

99. In December 2002, a tiered reward system was introduced at Camp Delta, 

whereby detainees were placed on different levels or tiers depending on their level of 

co-operation and their behavior at the camp. 

100. Interrogators and guards frequently promised to provide er threatened to 

withdraw of essential items such as blankets or toothpaste - referred to as "comfort 

items" - in order to coerce detainees into providing informalion. The truthful assertion 

that Plaintiffs had no informationto give did not result in the provision cf "comfort items." 

To the contrary, the interrogators demanded that the Plaintiffs confess to false 

allegations and promised "comfort items" in exchange . 
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101. Isolation d. detainees was frequently used as a technique to "wear down" 

detainees prior to interrogation. There were two primary ways in which prisoners would 

be placed in isolation: (1) for punishment, for a set period of time for a specific reason; 

or (2) for interrogation, with no specific time limit. 

102. Between October 2002 and May 2003, Plaintiff Rasul was interrogated 

about five or six times. Mat of the interrogations involvedthe same questions that had 

been asked before. In April 2003, Plaintiffs Rasul and Iqbal were given polygraph tests 

and were led to believe that they might be allowed to return home if they passed. 

103. After two hours of questioning as to whether he was a member of Al 

Qaeda, Plaintiff Rasulwas returnedto his cell. Two weeks later, he was interrogated by 

a woman who may have been army personnel in civilian clothing. She informed him 

that he had passed the polygraph test. Plaintiff Rasul was transferred to a different 

cellblock and informed by interrogators that they had videos which proved that he and 

Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed were members of Al Qaeda and linked to the September 11 

attacks. 

104. A week later, Plaintiff Rasul was transferred to an isolation block, called 

"November." Plaintiff Rasul asked the army sergeant why he was being moved and 

was informed that the order was from the interrogators. Plaintiff Rasul was placed .i1 a 

metal cell. To make the conditions of confinement continuously debilitating, the air 

conditioning was turned df during the day and turned on high at night. Temperatures 

were near 1 oo degrees during the day and 40 degrees at night. The extremes a heat 

and cold were deliberateiy utilized to intimidate, discomfort and break down prisoners. 

For one week, Plaintiff Rasul was held in isolation without interrogation. Later, he was 

taken to a room and "short shackled" and placed in an extremely cold room for six to 
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seven hours. Short shackling consists cf chaining the ankles and wrists closely together 

to force the delainee into a contorted and painful position. He was unable to move in the 

shackles and was not afforded an opportunity to go to the bathroom. He was hardly 

able to walk and suffered severe back pains. He was taken back to his cell without 

explanation. 

105. The next day Plaintiff Rasul was "short shackled" and chained to the floor 

again for interrogation by an US Army intelligence officer named Bashir, also known as 

Danny. He was shown photographs of three men who were supposedly Plaintiffs 

Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed with a man purported to be Mohammed Atta. Plaintiff Rasul 

repeatedly and truthfully denied being the person in the photograph. Further, he 

repeatedly and truthfully denied any involvement with Al Qaeda or the September 11 

attacks. en five or oix more occasions, Plaintiff Rcsul wes interrogated in similar 

fashion. During these interrogations, Plaintiff Rasul was not provided with food and was 

not permittedto pray. 

106. Following the first interrogation, on five or six occasions, Plaintiff Rasul 

was removed from his cell and brought back to the interrogation block for intervals d 

about four or five days at a time. He was repeatedly "short shackled," exposed to 

extremely loud rock or heavy metal music, and left alone in the interrogation room for up 

to 13 hours in the "long shackle" position. 

107. During this period, a Marine captain and other soldiers arrived at Plaintiff 

Rasul's cell to transfer him to another block, where he would remain in isolation for 

another two months without 'comfort items." 

108. On one occasion, Plaintiff Rasul was brought to the interrogation room 

from isolation to be questioned by interrogators from the Criminal Investigations Division 
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(CID). These interrogators, identified as "Drew" and Terry," informed Plaintiff Rasul 

that they were going to begin military tribunals. 

· 109. After continued interrogations as to his alleged presence in a photograph 

with Osama Bin Laden, Plaintiff Rasul explained that he was working h England and 

going to college at the time the photograph was taken. Plaintiff Rasul told interrogators 

his place of employment at an English electronics shop and his attendance at University 

d Central England and implored interrogators to corroborate what he was telling them. 

The interrogators insisted he was lying, 'lb Plaintiff's knowledge, no effort was made to 

find corroborating information which would have confirmed that Plaintiff Rasul was I iving 

in England at the time of the alleged meeting with Bin Laden in the photograph. 

11 o. About a month after his second isolation period, Plaintiff Rasul was "long 

~hocldcd,, and placed in a room, where he woa mot by Bashir and a woman drcsocd in 

civilian clothing. Bashir informed Plaintiff Rasul that the woman had come from 

Washington to show him a video of an Osama Bin Laden rally in Afghanistan. After the 

woman showed Plaintiff Rasul a portion of the video, she asserted that it showed 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed sitting down with Sin Laden. The woman interrogator 

urged Plaintiff Rasul to admit that the allegation was true, but the persons in t1'e video 

were not the Plaintiffs. Plaintiff Rasul continued truthfully to deny involvement. He was 

threatened that if he did not confess, he would be returned to isolation. Having been in 

isolation for five to six weeks, with the result that he was suffering from extreme mental 

anguish and disorientation, Plaintiff falsely confessed that he was in the video. 

111. Plaintiff Rasul was then returned to isolation for another five to six weeks. 

During that period he had no contact with any human being except with guards and 
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interrogators who questioned him regarding the identity of certain individuals in 

photographs. 

112. Plaintiff Rasul was then transferred to another cellblock, where both 

Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed were being held. Here, Plaintiff Rasul was denied ucomfort 

items" and exercise privileges. 

113. Around mid-August of 2003, Plaintiff Rasul was moved within Camp Delta 

and placed in anolher cell block without explanation. After about two weeks, Plaintiff 

Rasul was taken to a building known as the "Brown Building" and was informed by an 

army intelligence interrogator named "JamES" that he would soon be moving to a cell 

next to Plaintiffs Iqbal and Ahmed. 

114. Following the meeting with the army intelligence interrogator, Plaintiff 

Rasul was brought to "Kilo Block" tho next day, where Plaintiffs Rasul, lqbal and Ahmed 

were reunited and able to speak with one another, 

115. For the next two weeks, Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were brought in 

succession to be questioned by an army intelligence officer, known only as "Janes, "as 

to their purported involvement in the 2000 video ct Bin Laden. 

116. On one occasion, Plaintiff Rasul~ administered a voice stress analyzer 

test by 'James." 

117. After his last interrogation by "James," Plaintiff Rasul was informed that he 

would soon be turned over to Navy Intelligence. Before that, however, in September 

2003, Plaintiff Rasul was further interrogated. He was brought into an interrogation 

room for eight hours. He was denied requests to pray and to have food or water. The 

following day, British officials questioned Plaintiff Rasul. Plaintiff Rasul informed an 

official, vmo gave the name 'Martin,'' that he had been kept in isolation for three months 
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without cause and had severe knee pain fum the lack cf exercise, Later that evening, 

Plaintiffs Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were taken to what was, on information and belief, a 

CIA interrogation block. 

118. Plaintiffs continued to be held in the Kilo Black and were occasionally 

brought in for interrogation by a rlcNY intelligence officer who gave the name "Romeo." 

119. Plaintiff Iqbal was treated in a manner similar to the other Plaintiffs. 

120. Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated on several occasions, sometimes for as 

long as eight hours. 

121. The typical routine was to be "short shackled" and placed in an extremely 

cold room. 

122. Plaintiff Iqbal was relegated to Level 4, the harshest level, for about two 

week3, with virtually no "comfort items." Soon after, he was placed in isolation on the 

instructionof intelligenceofficers. 

123. Plaintiff Iqbal's isolation cell was covered in hwnan excrement. Plaintiff' 

Iqbal had no soap or towels and could not clean the cell. He was unable to !iii 

anywhere. 

124. Plaintiff Iqbal was interrogated periodically to review photographs. On one 

occasion, he was placed in a "short shackled position and lfl: in a room with the air 

conditioning turned down to 40". Plaintiff Iqbal was kft m. the "shortshackle"positionfor 

about three hours. Then, Defendant John Doe, an interrogator calling hirnsetf "Mr. 

Smtth," entered the room and teased Plaintiff Iqbal about the temperature. ·Mr. Smith" 

W Plaintiff Iqbal that he was able to get anything Plaintiff Iqbal wanted. "Mr. Smith" 

then pulled out pornographic magazines and taunted him. Plaintiff Iqbal refused to talk 

to "Mr. Smith." "Mr. Smith" left Plaintiff Iqbal alone for another three a- four hmm in the 
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frigid room. In that one day, Plaintiff Iqbal had been "shortshackled"for seven to eight 

hours. Upon returning to his cell, he became ill ,\-ith flu and requested medication. One 

of the military police officers, Defendant John Doe, denied him medication, and 

informed him that he was acting under orders fnm intelligence. 

125. The next day, a Marine Captain and about 15 soldiers escorted Plaintiff 

Iqbal to another isolation black. He was left there for several days. Prior to his 

interrogation, Plaintiff Iqbal was "short shackled" and then introduced to an interrogator 

who gave the name "James". Because the pain from the shackling became 

excruciating, Plaintiff Iqbal began to scream. After about three or four hours, "James" 

unshackled him. 

126. After three days, Plaintiff Iqbal w~ taken to the "Brown Building, .. where 

he woo "long shaol<led" and llt in a roan with strobe lighting and very loud music 

played repeatedly, making it impossible for him to think or sleep. After about an hour, 

Plaintiff Iqbal was taken back to his cell. 

127. The next day, Plaintiff Iqbal was "short shackled" in the interrogation room 

for five or six hours before later being interrogated by "Drew," who identified himseff as 

an agent from CID. Plaintiff Iqbal was shown photographs, but refused to look at them. 

He was "short shackled" for about four or five hours more. After a while, he was unable 

to bear the conditions and falselyconfessedthat he was pictured in the photographs. 

128. Fow- days later, agents from the FBI interrogated Plaintiff Iqbal about his 

activities in 2000. 

129. Plaintiff Iqbal remained in isolation and was questioned at one point by a 

military intelligence officer giving the name of "OJ." Soldiers 1hreatened him with further 

beatings if he did not answer lhe questions. 
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130. Plaintiff Ahmed was interrogated on numerous occasions, particularly with 

respect to his knowledge of the Bin Laden video. He was interrogated every three or 

four days, and the typical procedure was that he was first "short shackled" and placed in 

a freezing room with loud music for several hours. 

131. Before arriving at Guantanamo, Plaintiff' Ahmed was seriously sleep-

deprived and malnourished. He was the first of the Plaintiffs to admit to various false 

accusations by interrogators. 

132. Upon Plaintiff Ahmed's arrival at Camp Delta, he was placed in isolation 

for about one month. Following this period, he was placed in a different cell and 

interrogated by mostly American interrogators who asked him the same questions for 

six months. 

133. Plaintiff Af-Horith also was given a lie detector test approximately one year 

into his detention which he was told he passed. 

134. Plaintiff AI-Harith on three or four occasions witnessed Defendant John 

Does, military police, using an industrial strength hose to shoot strong jets of water at 

detainees. He was hosed down on one occasion. A guard walked along the gangway 

alternating the hose on each cell. Plaintiff AI-Harith was hosed down continuously for 

approximately one minute. The pressure of the water forced him to the back of his cell. 

The contents of his cell, including his bedding and Koran, were soaked. 

135. Plaintiff Rasul, in the next cell, also had all the contents <f his cell ~ed. 

136. In or around February 2004, Plaintiffs heard from military police that they 

would be released and sent home soon. Before leaving Camp Delta, Plaintiffs all were 

interrogated a final time. Plaintiffs were asked to sign statements admitting to 

membership inAI Qaeda and participation in terrorist activity. Plaintiffs declined. 
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137. In March 2004, Plaintiffs were releasedfrom Camp Delta and flown to the 

United Kingdom. 

Jniuries 

138. Plainiiffs suffered and continue to suffer from the cruel, inhuman, and 

degrading treatment they experienced during their detention. The "short shackling" 

which Plaintiffs were exposed to resulted in deep cuts at their ankles, permanent 

scarring, and chronic pain. Plaintiff Rasul has chronic pain in his knees and back. 

Plaintiff Ahmed also suffers from permanent deterioration of his eyesight because d the 

withholding of required special lenses as "comfort items." 

139. Plaintiff AI-Harith suffers from severe and chronic pain in his knees from 

repeatedly being forced onto his knees and pressed downwards by guards whenever he 

left his cell. He also has experienced pain in his right elbow. 

140. Plaintiffsfurther suffer from acute psychological symptoms. 

Development and Implementation of a Plan of Torture 
and Other Physical and I t , Detainees 

141. The torture, threats, physical and pcyohologioal abu~c infliotod upon 

Plaintiffs were devised, approved, and implemented by Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

Defendants in the military chain of command. These techniques were intended as 

interrogation techniques to be used on detainees. 

142. It is well-established that the use of force in interrogation is prohibited by 

domestic and international law. The United States Army strictly prohibits the use d 

~uch techniques and advises its interrogators that their use may 1ead to criminal 

proaccution. Army Field Manual 34-52, Ch. 1, "Intelligence Interrogation," provides: 
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Prohibition g fseof Force 

The use <:f. force, mental torture, threats, insults, or exposure to 
unpleasant and inhumane treatment of any kind is prohibited by 
law and is neither authorized nor condoned by the US 
Government.. •• The psycnotogical techniques and principles 
outlined should neither be confused wtth, nor construed to be 
synonymous with, unauthorized techniques such as brainwashing, 
mental torture, or anv other form of mental coercion to include 
drugs. These techniques and principles are intended to serve as 
guides in obtaining the willing cooperation of a source. The 
absence of threats in interrogation is intentional, as their 
enforcement and use ronmlly constitute violations of 
international law and may result in prosecuffon. (Emphasis 
supplied). 

143. Further, according to Field Manual ~52, ch. 1: "Experience indicates that 

the use of force is not necessary to gain the cooperation of sources for interrogation. 

Therefore, the use of force is a poor technique, as it yields unreliable results, may 

damage subsequent collection effats, and can induce the source to say whatever he 

thinks the interrogator wants to hear." 

144. Army Field Manual27-10, ''The Law of Land Warfare," summarizes the 

domestic and international legal rules applicable to the conduct of war. Field l\famal 

27-1 O recognizes the following sources of the law of war: 

The la,v of war is derived from two principal sources: 

a. lawmaking Treaties ( or Conventions), such as the Hague 
and Geneva Conventions. 

b. Custom. Although oomo of the low of war ha3 not been 
incorporated in any treaty or convention to which the United 
States is a party, this body of unwritten or customary law .:i; 
firmly established by the custom of nations and well defined 
by recognizedauthoritieson international law. 

Jd. at Ch. 1, § I. 

145. In spite of the prohibitions on the use of force, threats, and abuse in 

the Army Field Manual, and its clear acknowledgement that their use violates 
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international and domestic law, Defendant Rumsfeld approved techniques that were 

in violation of those prohibitions and thus knowingly violated the rights of Plaintiffs. 

146. In a press release dated June 22, 2004, Defendant Rumsfeld admitted 

that beginning December 2, 2002, he personally authorized the use a. interrogation 

techniques that are nt permitted under Rv1 34-52. Further, in the press release, 

Defendant Rumsfeld admits that he personally was consulted when certain of the 

techniques were to be utilized. 

147. The techniques practiced on Plaintiffs - including beatings, "short 

shackling," sleep deprivation, injections of unknown substances, subjection to cold 

er heat, hooding, stress positions, isolation, forced shaving, disruption of religious 

practices, forced nakedness, intimidation with vicious dogs and threats - were 

known to and approved by Defendant Rumsfeld and others in tho military chain of 

command. 

148. Article 3 common to all four Geneva Conventions requires that all 

persons in the hands c:f an opposing force, regardless a. their legal status, be 

afforded certain minimum standards of treatment: 

Persons taking ro active part in the hostilities, including members of armed 
forces who have laid down their arms and those placed hors de combat by 
sickness, wounds, detention, or any other cause, shall in all circumstances be 
treated humanely, without any adverse distinction founded on race, colour, 
religion or faith, sex, birth <r wealth, or any other similar criteria. 
To this end the following acts are and shall remain prohibited at any time and 
in any place whatsoever with respect to the above-mentioned persons: 

(a) Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation, 
cruel treatment and torture; 

•*•*• 
(c) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular, humiliating and degrading 
treatment. 
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149. The Third GenevaConventioncf 1949, Art. 130, bars the "willful killing, 

torture or inhuman treatment ... willfully causing great suffering or serious injury to 

body or heaJth" d any prisoner <f war. 

150. In February 2002, the White House issued a press release, which 

advised: 

The United States is treating and will continue to treat all of the 
individuals detained at Guantanamo humanely and, to the extent 
appropriate and consistent with military necessity, in a manner 
consistent with the principles cf the Third Geneva Convention of 
1949. 

The President has determined that the Geneva Convention applies 
to the Taliban detainees, but not to the al-Qaeda detainees. Al­
Qaeda is not a state party to the Geneva Convention; it is a foreign 
terrorist group. As such, its members are not entitled to POW 
status. 

161. Ch information and bolief, Dcfcndanl Rumcfold and all Dofondante 

were aware of this statement ct' the President. Moreover, Defendant Rumsfeldknew 

that this statement of policy was a departure from the previous policy of the United 

States that the laws of war, including the Geneva Conventions, were always to be 

honored. Defendant Rumsfeld knew that the Department of Stale and the uniformed 

services took the generally recognized position that the Geneva Conventions could 

not be abrogated or ignored. 

152. J lowever, Defendant Rumsfeld and others deliberated failed to 

implement the Presidential Directive in any event. Defendant Rumsfeld and other 

Defendants in the chain of command had no good faith basis for believing that 

Plaintiffs were members of or affiliated with Al Qaeda in any way. Indeed, the policy 

as announced was incoherent in that Defendant Rumsfeld and the other defendants 

had no way d knowing who was and who was not a member of Al Qaeda or the 
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Taliban and Defendants took no steps to implementany reliable fact-finding process 

which might ascertain who~ and who was not a member d Al Qaeda or the 

Taliban. including in particular a "competent tribunal0 as mandated by the Third 

Geneva Convention, Art. 5, U.S. military regulations and long standing practice of 

the U.S. armed forces 

153. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants were aware that torture and 

other mistreatment perpetrated under color of law violates domestic and 

international law at. 

154. Defendant Rumsfeld and all Defendants were aware that Plaintiffs 

were tortured and otherwise mistreated or knew they would be tortured and 

otherwise mistreated while in military custody in Afghanistan and at Guantanamo. 

155. Defendant Rumofeld and on Defendants took no steps to prevent the 

infliction of torture and other mistreatmentto which Plaintiffs were subjected. 

156. Defendant Rumsfeld and al Defendants authorized and encouraged the 

infliction of torture and other mistreatment against Plaintiis. 

157. Defendant Rumsfeld and al Defendants were aware that prolonged 

arbitrary detention violates customary internationallaw. 

158. Defendant Rurnsfeld and all Defendants authorized and condoned the 

prolonged arbitrary detention u Plaintiffs. 

Count I 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Prolonged Arbitrary Detention 

159. Plaintiis repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 
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160. As stated by the Supreme Court of the United States, the allegations 

contained herein "unquestionably describe 'custody in violation of the Constitution or 

laws or treaties of the United States."' Rasul v. Bush, 124 S. Ct. 2686, 2698, n.15 

(2004} (citation omitted) (Plaintiffs Rhuhel Ahmed and Asif Iqbal were also Plaintiffs in 

that case). 

161. Plaintiis Rasul, Iqbal and Ahmed were unarmed and were detained in a 

prison camp operated by non-U .S. forces ard Plaintiff A\-Harith had been detained and 

mistreated by the Taliban as a suspected British spy and was trapped in a war zone 

when Defendants took physical custody of their persons. Plaintiffs never engaged in 

combat, carried arms, or participated in terrorist activity or conspired with any terrorist 

person or organization. Defendants could have had no good-faith reason to believe that 

thoy had done so. 

162. The Plaintiffs were detained under the exclusive custody ard control of 

Defendants for over two years without due process, access to counsel or family, or a 

single charge of wrongdoing being levied against them. 

163. The acts described herein constitute prolonged arbitrary detention in 

violation of the law ct· nations under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1350, in that the 

acts violated customary international law prohibiting prolonged arbitrary detention as 

reflected, expressed, and defined in multilateral treaties and other international 

instruments, international and domestic judicial decisions, and other authorities. 

164. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention of Plaintiffs. 
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165. Defendant's unlawful conduct deprived Plaintiffs of their freedom, d' 

contact with their families, friends and communities. As a result, Plaintiffs suffered 

severe psychologicalabuse and injuries. 

166. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Count II 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Torture 

167. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 a this Complaint as f fully set forth herein. 

168. The acts described herein were inflicted deliberately and intentionally for 

purposes which included, among 'others, punishing the Plaintiffs or intimidating them. 

The alleged acts did not serve any lagilimate intelligence-gatherinQ()r other government 

purpose. Instead, they were perpetratedto coerce, punish, and intimidate the Plaintiffs. 

In any event, torture is not permitted as a legitimate government function under any 

circum~tanceo. 

169. The acts described herein constitute torture in violation of the law of 

nations under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 1350, in that the acts violated 

customary international law prohibiting torture as reflected, expressed, and defined in 

multilateral treaties and other international instruments, international and domestic 

judicial decisions and other authorities. 

170. Defendants are liable for said conduct il that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered acquiesced, confinned, 

ratified and or/conspired together in bringing about the torture and other physical and 

psychological abuse of Plaintittsas described above. 
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171. Plaintiis suffered severe, immediate and continuing physical and 

psychological abuse as a redt of the acts alleged herein. Plaintiffs continue to suffer 

profound physical and psychologicaltrauma from the acts alleged herein. 

172. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Count 111 
ALIEN TORT STATUTE 

Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment 

173. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

174. The acts described herein had the intent and the effect of grossly 

humiliating and debasing the Plaintiffs, forcing them to act against their will and 

conscience, inciting fear and anguish, and breaking their physical and moral resistance. 

175. These acts included inter alia repeated severe beatings; the withholding of 

food, water, and necessary medical care; sleep deprivation; lack of basic hygiene; 

intentional exposure to extremes of heat and cold and the elements; continuous 

isolation for a period of months; forced injections; sexual humiliation; intimidation with 

unmuzzled dogs; deprivation of the rights to practice their religion and death threats. 

176. The acts described herein constitute cruel, inhuman or degrading 

troatmont in violation of the klw <£ nation-, under the Alien Tort Statute, 28 U.S.C. § 

1350, in that dE acts violated customary international law prohibiting cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment as reflected, expressed, and defined in multilateral treaties and 

other international instruments, international and domestic judicial decisions and other 

authorities. 
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1n. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the crueJ, 

inhuman or degrading treatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

178. Plaintiffs suffered severe immediate physical and psychological abuse as 

a ns.dt of lhe acts alleged herein. Plaintiffs continue to suffer profound physical and 

psychological trauma from the acts alleged herein. 

179. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

CountlV 
VIOLATION OF THE GENEVA CONVENTIONS 

180. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege tho allcgationo contmncd in paragraphs 1 

through 158 d this Complaint as iffully set forth herein. 

181. As detailed herein, Plaintiffs were held arbitrarily, tortured and otherwise 

mistreated during their detention in violation ct specific protections of the Third and 

Fourth Geneva Conventions including but not limited to Article 3 common to all four 

Geneva Conventions. 

182. Violations cf the Geneva Conventions are direct treaty violations as well 

QO violations c:f customary intemational law. 

183. Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention, torture, abuse and mistreatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

-46-
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184. As a result of Defendants' violations of the Geneva Conventions, Plaintiffs 

are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be determined at trial. 

CountV 
CLAIMS UNDER THE CONSTITUTIONOFlHE UNITED STATES 

Violation of the Eighth Amendment 

185. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

thorugh 158 cf this Complaint as if fully set fc rth herein. 

186. Defendants· actions alleged herein against imprisoned Plaintiffs violated 

the Eighth Amendmont to the United 9::aEs Constitution. Over the course of an 

arbitrary and baseless incarceration for more than two years, Defendants inflicted cruel 

and unusual punishment on Plaintiis. Despite never having been tried by any tribunal, 

Plaintiffs and other detainees were repeatedly denounced as guilty of terrorist acts by 

Defendant Rumsfeld, President Bush, Vice President Cheney and others. The acts of 

cruel, inhuman or degrading unusual punishment were imposed based on this arbitrary 

and impermissible declaration of guilt. 

187. Defendants were acting under color of law of the United States at al times 

pertinent to the allegations set forth above. 

188. The Plaintiffs suffered severe physical and mental injuries as a result of 

Defendants· violations cf the Eighth Amendment. They have also suffered present and 

future economic damage. 

189. The actions of Defendants are actionable under Bivens v. Six Unknown 

Named Federal Aaents, 403 us. 388 (1971 ). 

100. Defendants arc Jiablo for oaid conduct in that Defendants pa.rtioipatod in, 

set the conditions, directly andlor indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 
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arbitrary detention, physical and psychological torture and abuse, and other 

mistreatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

191. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

Countvr 
CLAIMS UNDER THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES 

Violation c£ the Rfth Amendment 

192. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs ~ 

through 158 of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

193. Defendants' actions alleged herein against Plaintiffs violated the Fifth 

Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

19'1. The arbitrary and baseless detention of Plaintiffsfor more than two yoars 

constituted a clear deprivation of their liberty without due process, in direct violation of 

their Fifth Amendment rights. 

195. The cruel, inhuman or degrading, and unusual conditions of Plaintiffs' 

incarceration clearly violated their substantive rights to due process. See City of Revere 

v. Mass. Gen. Hosp., 4.63U.S. 239, 244(1983). 

196. Defendants' refusal to permit Plaintiffs to consult with counsel or to have 

access to neutral tribunals to challenge the fact and conditions a their confinement 

constitutedviolations of Plaintiffs' procedural rights to due process. 

197. The abusive conditions <:I. Plaintiffs' incarceration served no legitimate 

government purpose. 

198. Defendants were acting under the color of the law of the United States at 

all times pertinentto h allegations set forth above. 
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199. The Plaintiffs suffered severe physical and mental injuries as a result of 

Defendants' violations of the Fifth Amendment. They have also suffered present and 

future economic damage. 

200. The actions d Defendants are actionable under Bivens v. Six Unknown 

Named Federal Aaents, 403 U.S.388 (1971 ). 

201, Defendants are liable for said conduct in that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the prolonged 

arbitrary detention, physical and psychological torture and abuse and other 

mistreatment of Plaintiffs as described above. 

202. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 

CountVU 
CLAIM UNDER THE RELIGIOUS FREEDOM RESTORATION ACT 

203. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 

through 158 cf this Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

204. Defendants' actions alleged herein inhibited and constrained religiously 

motivated conduct central to Plaintiffs' religious beliefs. 

205. Defendants' actions imposed a ~ubsumticll burden on Plaintiffs' abilities to 

exercise and express their religious beliefs. 

206. Defendants regularly and systematically engaged in practices specifically 

aimed at disrupting Plaintiffs' religious practices. These acts included throwing a copy 

of the Koran in a toilet bucket, prohibiting prayer, deliberately interrupting prayers, 

playing loud rock music to interrupt prayers, withholding the Koran without reason or as 

-49--
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punishment, forcing prisoners to pray with exposed genital areas, withholding prayer 

mats and confining Plaintiffs under conditions l\hre it was impossible or infeasible for 

them to exercise their religious rights. 

207. Defendants were acting under the color d. the law of the United &a:e3 at 

all times pertinent to the allegations set forth above. 

208. The Plaintiffs suffered damages as a direct and proximate result of 

Defendants'violations of the Religious Freedom RestorationAci, 42 U.S.C.A §§ 2000bb 

et seq. 

209. Defendants are liable for said conduct m that Defendants participated in, 

set the conditions, directly and/or indirectly facilitated, ordered, acquiesced, confirmed, 

ratified, aided and abetted and/or conspired together in bringing about the denial, 

disruption and interference with Plaintiffs' religious praotiooe and boliofe ae doscribod 

above. 

21 o. Plaintiffs are entitled to monetary damages and other relief to be 

determined at trial. 
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WHEREFORE Plaintiffs each demand judgment against Defendants jointly 

and severally, including compensatory damages in the amount of $10,000,000 each 

(fm Million Dollars), punitive damages, the costs of tm action, including reasonable 

attorneys' fees, and such other and further relief as this Court may deem just end 

proper. 

Dated: October 27 ,2004 

Barbara Olshansky (NY 0057) 
Jeffrey Fogel 
Michael Ratner 
CENTER FOR CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
666 Broadway, 7-ri Floor 
New York, NY, 20012 
212/614-6439 

Attorreys for Plaintiffs 

BAACH ROBINSON& LEWIS 
Eric L. Lewis D.C. Bar No. 394643 
Jeffrey D. Robinson D.C. Bar No.376037 
Lois J. Schiffer D.C. Bar. No. 56630 
1201 FStreetNW. Suite500 
Washington, D.C.20004 
202/833·8900 
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fOUO 

TO: President George W. Bush 

FROM: DonaldRurnsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Inspirational Story 

Mr. President, 

Attached is an inspirational story you will enjoy reading. 

Respectfully, 

Attach. 
11 /5104 W11.vlii11gto11 Time.~: Not (freaking His Stride 

DIIR:s5 
112904-30 

FOUO 
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Washington Times 
November 5,2004 
Pg.2 

Not Breaking His Stride 
Soldier fights to return to war after losing leg 
By Estes Thompson, Associated Press 
FORT BRAGG, N.C. - Pfc. George Perez still feels the sweat between his toes when he 
exercises. He's still plagued with cramps in his calf muscle. And sometimes, when he gets out of 
bed at night without thinking, he topples over. Pfc. Perez, 2 I, lost his leg to a roadside bomb in 
Iraq more than a year ago, but despite the phantom pains that haunt him, he says he is determined 
to prove to the Anny that he is no less of a man - and no less of a soldier. 

11I'm not ready to get out yet," he says. "I'm not going to let this little injury stop me from what I 
want to do." 

Pfc. Perez is one of at least four amputees from the elite 82nd Airborne Division to re-enlist. 
With a new carbon-fiber prosthetic leg, Pfc. Perez intends to show a medical board that he can 
run an 8-minute mile,jump out of airplanes and pass all the other paratrooper tests that will 
allow him to go with his regiment to Afghanistan next year. 

On Sept. 14,2003, Pfc. Perez, of Carteret, N.J., and seven other members of his squad were 
rumbling down a road outside Fallujah when a bomb blast rocked their Humvee. Pfc. Perez 
recalls flying through the air and hitting the ground hard. 

The blast killed one of his comrades. Pfc. Perez felt surprisingly little pain, but when he tried to 
get up, he couldn't. He saw that his left foot was folded backward onto his knee. His size 121/2 
combat boot stood in the dusty road a few feet away. still laced. 

A photograph of Pfc. Perez1s lonely boot transmitted around the world and spread across two 
pages of Time magazine became a stark reminder that the war in Iraq was far from over. 
Doctors initially tried to save part of his foot. But an infection crept up his leg, and Pfc. Perez 
agreed to allow the amputation below the knee joint. "I was going to stay in no matter what,'' he 
recalls telling the surgeons. "Do whatever would get me back fastest." 

Pfc. Perez was left with a rounded stump that fits into the suction cup of the black carbon-fiber 
prosthetic leg. When he arrived at Waller Reed Army Medical Center in Washington for his 
rehabilitation, Pfc. Perez asked a pair of generals who visited his bedside whether it was possible 
for him to stay in the Army. 

"They told me, 'It's all up to you, how much you want it,'" he says. "If l could do everything like 
a regular soldier, I could stay in." He wasted little time getting started. At one point, a visitor 
found him doing push-ups in bed. He trained himself to walk normally with his new leg, and 
then to run with it. Pfc. Perez has to rise at least an hour earlier than his fellow soldiers to allow 
swelling from the previous day's training to subside enough for his stump to fit into the 
prosthetic. 
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But it is a comfort for Pfc. Perez to know that he's not alone. At least three other paratroopers in 
the 82nd have lost limbs in combat during the past two years and re-enlisted. One of them, Staff 
Sgt. Daniel Metzdorf, lost his right leg above the knee in a Jan. 27 blast. He appealed three times 
before the fitness board allowed him to stay on. "I think it's a testimony to today's professional 
Army," says division commander Maj. Gen. Bill Caldwell. "I also think, deep down, it is a love 
for their other paratroopers." 

In July, amputee program manager Chuck Scoville of Walter Reed told a congressional 
committee that amputations accounted for 2.4 percent of all wounded in action in the Iraq war -
twice the rate in World Wars I and Il. Pfc. Perez is one of about 160 Iraq and Afghanistan war 
veterans who have passed through Walter Reed's amputee patient program. The military says it 
does not track the number who choose to stay in the service. "It isn't something that historically 
we've had to deal with a whole lot," says Lt. Col. Frank Christopher, the surgeon for the 82nd 
Airborne. 

Today, Pfc. Perez looks every bit the paratrooper - tall, in ripped-ab shape and serious-looking. 
His uniform is sharply creased, his maroon beret sits at a precise angle above one eye and the 
black leather boot on his good leg gleams with a mirror shine. The only thing that sets him apart 
at a glance is the white running shoe on his prosthetic leg. 

Pfc. Perez has to go before another medical fitness board to determine whether he will be 
allowed tojump again. He also must pass the fitness test for his age - run two miles in less than 
I 6minutes and do at least 42 push-ups and 53 sit-ups in two-minute stretches. 

For now, he must be content with a job maintaining M-16s and M-4s, machine guns and grenade 
launchers in his company's armory. But his dream is to attend the grueling Army Ranger school 
at Fort Benning, Ga., a serious challenge to even the most able-bodied soldier. 
"I got a lot of things to do," he said. 111 want to do as much as I can, as much as they'll let me." 
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POUO 

TO: President George W. Bush 

CC: 

FROM: 

Vice President Richard B. Cheney 
The Honorable Colin Powell 
Dr. Condoleezza Rice 

Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: Afghan Security Forces Update 

Dear Mr. President, 

November 30, 2004 

As we discussed yesterday, I will begin sending these updates every two weeks in 

this shorter format. 

Respectfully, 

Auach 
11122104 Afghan Security Forces Update 

DHR:ss 
112404-9 

.. •·· 
.. , 

"''·: 

! ·, . ,' 

OSD 19098-04 , 

FOUO 
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• Ministry of Interior Forces 

- National Police 
- Highway Police 

- Border Police 

- Criminal Investigator Police 

- Counter Narcotics Police 

• Ministry of Defense Forces 

- Afghan National Army Corps 

- Afghan Air Corps 

- Intermediate Commands 

Note: ANA totals dropped because of attrition 

Data As of: 22 Nov 04 

Trained & Equipped 

30,462 

Trained & Equipped 

15,523 

45,985 
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Ministr Interior Forces-Pro ·ection 
1111 

Projected Percentage of goals of Capable {Manned, Trained, Equipped) Policing Units on hand over time 

Security 
Force 
Element 

National 
Police (1) 

Highway 
Police 

Border (2) 
Police 

Counter­
Narcotics 
Police 

Notes: 

Trained 
NLT Decos 

40,430 

8,000 

12,000 

1,570 

22-Nov.04 1-Feb-05 1-May-05 1-Aug-05 

67°/o 

(3) 
1-Sep-05 

1. Meeting of the Interagency Police Coordination Action Group {IPCAG) on 16 Nov headed by German 
Ambassador Schmidt confirmed the new numbers shown for police. Highway, Counter Narcotics, Criminal 
Investigators and Traffic Police are all in the total figure of SO, 000. 
2. The meeting also directed that the Border Police number to be reduced from 24,000 to 12,000. This is in 
addition to the National Police total of 50,000. The total police is 62,000. 
3. 100010 Manned and Trained by 1 Jan 06, but equipping will lag behind. 

Data As of: 22 Nov 04 
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1170·100 0/o OF REQUIREMENT 
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han Armed Forces-Pro ·ection 
1111 

Projected Percentage of goals of Capable (Manned, Trained, Equipped) Army Units on hand over time 

Afghanistan 
Security Endstate 
Forces 
Elements 
Mtnistry of 
Defense 3,000 
General Sta 

Corps 43,000 

Air Corps 3,000 

Sustalntng 
21,000 

Institutions 

Data As of: 22 Nov 04 

22-Nov•04 1-Feb-05 1-May-05 

48% 
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1-Aug-05 1-Jan-06 1-Apr-07 

47% 

40% 

51% 

63% 

Legend 
- 70-100 0/o OF REQUIREMENT 

D 40·69 0/o OF REQUIREMENT 

1139 0/o OR LESS OF REQUIREMENT 5 



Coalition Co, 

OEF & ISAF = 42 Countries 
Albania 22 Denmark . 55 Iceland 14 Mongolia 17 Spah 
Australia 4 Egypt 65 lreland 10 Netherlands 472 Swe< 
Austria 3 Estonia 15 Italy 534 New Zealand 8 Swit 
Azerbaijan 22 Finland 78 Jordan 174 Norway 254 TurkE 
Belgium 615 France 1,280 Korea 210 Poland 119 UK 
Bulgaria 42 Georgia 50 Lat\1a 11 Portugal 47 USA 

Canada 1014 Gennany 2,201 Lithuania 49 Romania 564 
Croatia 50 Greece 149 Luxembourg 10 Slowkia 66 

Czech Rep 20 Hungary 140 Macedonia 22 Tota 

A . • ban Fofc&sfOf.:Ha ':d.,}(}t). l.4.3f 

Iiilit~.Jl1iil 
~!!?.' . . . . . ; ·. . . . < /·itl.:: 
Air Corps> ·· .· . . . .· : : · ' _ : ·:() 
Intermediate con11nand1 . ·. • · · •. :; 858. 
·Subtota_l Or'(H~~d :: · .• < • . :\1;$.si3: . 

11% 14% 

21% 

Data As of: 22 Nov 04 • Coalition Forces • us Forces • Afghan Forces • Coalition Forces • us For 
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November 11, 2004 

T-01--\/ o\SJl'\ 

TO: Doug Feith 
f:S-\~1:, 

CC: Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: r ... 

~ 
... 

SUBJECT: MoD of Argentina 

·J 

I spoke to the MoD of Argentina on November 10. He said: 

• He looked forward to seeing me in South America this next week 
· .. ,, 

• Argentina wanted to work on exercises with our armies. 

• He has instructions to talk to me about what he thinks about the coalition in 
Haiti. 

• . He looks forward to talking about our mutual interests in the Hemisphen:. 

I need to know more infonnation about what he is talking about in tenns of 

exercises~ what we've done, what he might want to do - before I meet with him 

there. 

Thanks. 

DHR:cll 
111104-30 

Policy Executive Secretariat Note 

November 29. 2004 

• • • ••• •. • •. • ••. •. • •••• •. •. •• •• •. • •.••••,Captain Marrion, 

Please respond by I I / l ~Lo Lf The talking points included in the CY 200~ 
__ _,_, __ _,_ ___ Defense Ministerial of the Americas OASD!ISA ~n~ 

book for SecDefs meeting with the Argentme Mimster 
of Defense addressed the snowflake issues. 

J/l,,~~~~tj 
~artlett 

fOUO ~~ Director 

--
Policy Executive Secretariat 
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FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

TALKING POINTS FOR ARGENTINA 

Bilateral with Mr. Jose Pampuro, Minister of Defense 
Addressed as: Mr. Minister PAMPURO [pronounced "pahm-POO-row"] 

16 November 2004, 2:00-2:30 PM 

• Your troops ( 640 in flood-wrecked Gonaives) are perfonning admirably in Haiti. 

o They persevered in their security mission) even though they lost all their 
persona) effects in the flood and were up to their waists in mud. 

• I am keeping an eye on Haiti. It's bleak, and seems to be deteriorating. 

o MG Lugani [ chief of the Argentine contingent+ Deputy Commander of the 
UN force, MINUST AH] impressed the team I sent to Haiti. 

o My team recommended we try to help MINUST AH with information and in 
improving situational awareness. That sounds Jike a good idea. 

o J expect GEN Craddock will visit Haiti shortly. We also plan to send a NEW 
HORIZONS humanitarian engineering exercise in February. 

o The UN ought to hurry up and get aJI the forces promised in place (6,700 
troops authorized, 3,100 in place). It is hard to see how the Government can 
govern if MINUSTAH doesn't have troops to provide basic security. 

o Reconstituting the Haitian Anny is a bad idea. And integrating ex-military 
into the police may create more problems than it solves, unless very stringent 
conditions can be met. MJNUSTAH's job is to provide security whHe the 
police are rebuilt. 

o There are two Haiti scenarios of especial concern to the US: 1) a humanitarian 
crisis, such as mass starvation or massacres, and 2) a mass migration. 

• Our countries have a strong military·to·military relationship based on peacekeeping. 

o At the 2002 Santiago ministers meeting, I proposed working with Latin 
America to build up regional peacekeeping capabilities. 

o We are building this idea into a global approach (GPOI). 

• I appreciate your personal efforts to get legislation so U.S. servicemen have 
immunities while on exercises in Argentina . 

.fOft OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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o I know it's a tough sell ... not to mention ArticJe 98. 

o But it would be a shame if exercises such as UNIT AS fell by the wayside 
because of this. We want to keep working with Argentina. 

• J hear MERCOSUR is discussing ideas for a new regional security arrangement. 

o The Central Americans are making strides with their arrangement, the 
Conference of Central American Armed Forces. SOUTH COM is an observer, 
and we've been able to support that effort. 

o Where do you see this heading? 

o Might such a regional arrangement provide the political cover to seek 
temporary immunities for US troops in countries with no Article 98? 

• A new priority for us is science and technology cooperation with the Southern Cone. 

o GEN Kern just visited the new Army Material Command science office in 
Buenos Aires. I have high hopes for it. This is good for both countries. 

o Our new Office of Naval Research bureau in Chile has only been up a year and 
is already delivering interesting resuJts. 

• What are your thoughts for the Ministerial? 

o 1 have heard from many of our colleagues about their concern over the nexus 
between terrorists, drugs, and organized crime gangs. 

o In Quito, I intend to highlight the importance of clearly defining and 
coordinating the roles of military and Jaw enforcement. 

o I understand Colombia wilJ have the same message 

• Without dear responsibilities and good coordination, you risk leaving seams 
that terrorists, traffickers, and criminal gangs can exploit. 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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December 1,2004 

TO: President George W. Bush 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld .... 4"'"'--~• ... ~ 
SUBJECT: A Patriot 

Mr. President -

You'll want to read this about Mayor Daley's son, Patrick. As you will note, he is 

a supporter of yours and says it right out to the press! 

Respectfully, 

Attach. 
Sneed, Michael. "He Wants to Serve His Country," Chicago Su11-Times, November 30,2004 

DHR:dh 
120104-5 
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'He Wants To Serve His Country' 

Chicago Sun-Times 
November 30,2004 

'He Wants To Serve His Country' 

By Michael Sneed, Sun-TimesColumnist 

Mayor Daley's only son, Patrick, has joined the Army during a time of war. 

He reports to active duty as an enlisted soldier in the Army's regular airborne infantry. 

Page l of2 

His activation date: between Christmas and New Year's. His destination: presumably North Carolina's 
Ft. Bragg. His final destination?lt could lead him to Iraq or Afghanistan within a year. 

"He wants to serve his country," said a Sneed source, "He's a patriot. H's just that it's a pretty dangerous 
time to be doing so. His father is very proud but his mother, Maggie, is nervous as any mother would be. 
It's a pretty honorable thing to sign up in a time of war." 

Earned MBA 

1n an exclusive interview with the Sun-Times, Patrick Daley -- who recently graduated with honors from 
the University of Chicago's MBA program and could have pursued lucrativejob offers -- told Sneed 
why he made the decision. 

"It's been in the back of my mind for some time," said Patrick Daley, one of Mayor Daley's four 
children, including Nora, Elizabeth and a second son, Kevin, who died. "I left West Point during my 
freshman year when I was 18 years old and always remembered their motto, 'Duty, Honor and Country.' 
But I was so young and not really old enough to understand what it really meant. But I know now. 

"I suppose when you're 18 years old -- as I was at West Point -- you're selfish and I didn't want to devote 
JO years to an uncertain future. It took me a while to learn that there's also a virtue in selflessness.And I 
believe that virtue is to serve your country. And the values of West Point are still with me." 

So what turned him around? 

"I suppose you could say that one defining moment was Sept. 11 and the nightmare at the World Trade 
Center. I had flown into New York the night before because I had worked there for Bear Steams. But I 
was frustrated, I didn't know how I could help. I didn't know what I could do, so 1 gave blood and 
volunteered at a hospital. 

Decided in grad school 

"But it was really last fall when I decided I wanted to serve my country by joining the military. It wasn't 
that anything special was happening. I was still in graduate school. But it had always been in the back of 
my mind. And before I knew it, it was in the forefront. I graduated from the University of Chicago in 
June and could have gone into investment banking or private equity, but it didn't surprise anyone when I 
told my close friends 1 wanted to join the military. 

'Tm 29 and on the old side to go into the military but not too old." 

11-L-0559/0SD/45578 
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'He Wants To Serve His Country' Page 2 of 2 

Patrick Daley's father and uncles were young men during the Vietnam War. ''Although my family has a 
history of serving in the military reserve, I will be the first person in my family to go active." 

Patrick Daley decided to enlist rather than enter service through officers training. 

"In the military, doors go up and out rather than down," he said. "It's a close bet that I may make a career 
out of the military, and it's better to start at the bottom. But I can tell you one thing: My family wasn't 
surprised" 

So did Patrick Daley have the biggest collection of G.J. foes? Was he a big fan of war movies? Did he 
play soldier as a kid? "I suppose some of that is true, but I will tell you that I always enjoyed military 
history," said Patrick Daley, who graduated from Mount Carmel High School before finishing his 
undergraduate degree at the University of lllinois. 

It's no secret among Patrick Daley's close friends that he was a big supporter of President Bush. "Well, 
that's true," he said. "Ijust hope that 1 can be of service." 

So is he scared? 

"Look. I have friends in Iraq and Afghanistan. They tell me it isn't as bad as you read in the press, that 
much in those countries is working and that we are making progress.'' 

Mayor supportive 

So how do his parents feel? 

"Dad is very supportive and mom is doingjust what mothers are supposed to do, worrying about her 
son." 

Jn the end, Patrick Daley found a way to fulfill his view of public service. "There are many paths of 
service·· policeman, fireman, political and the military -- but it's an all-volunteer era. J've always 
wanted to find a way to serve ... just like my grandfather and my father. Think of it. It's amazing. 1 get 
to serve my country." 

11-L-0559/0SD/45579 
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December 1,2004 

TO: Stephen J. Hadley 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld <J;/l 
SUDJECT: Droadcasting 

Someone ought to take a look at the Broadcasting Board of Governors and the 

International Broadcasting Bureau. 

My impression is that it gets money fiom Congress, but it is deadlocked and not 

functioning well. Apparently, it is a free-standing agency assigned to work on an 

important matter. Is anyone paying attention to it? 

What do you think? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
120104-13 

f'OUO 
OSD 19254-04 
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August Zi. 2004 

( TO: VADM Jim Scavridis 
' 

.Donald Rumsfeld vJ.., I 

!fROM: 
I 
i SURJECT: Afghanislan Update Brief 

I 
j We proba1'1y oughl to update this Atg.hanistan Strategic Uedate brief. After l 

: receive an updated version. we ought to plan to give it to the President. the PC or 

\ an NSC al some point. 

~ 
)Thanks. 
' ' 
l,\1t11ch. ) 
; tl/23/0~ Afghnni,ten Str-<1tegi<: Update (~~ 
' 0 
: . 
i l>HR:db 
1 oi210,.121is e1•,,py1en.d,..: 

i········································································· 
: Pleau respond by q} IO / 1) Y ~ l {l-

11-L-0559/0SD/45581 
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August 2i, 2004 

i 
; TO: V ADM Jim Stavridis 
r 

,FROM: Donald Rumsfeld vf..., 
I S UBJF. CT: A tghanistan Update Brief 
; 

) We probably ought to update this Afghanistan Strategic Update brief. After l 

; recci\'e an updated version. we ought to plan to give it to the President. the PC or 

1 an NSC at some point. 
1 
i 
!Thanks. 
1 

l 

iAitnch. ) 
; 8f23!04 Mgh11nistan Suau:sic Update {~ M'7 
: o"' -· 
! f)HR<Jb ! 118211W,IJ II> ,...,,p.icn.d,.,; 

!········································································· i Pleau respond by ____ q......_}_1_0 ..... /_1>__,_j ______ _ 
! 

11-L-0559/0SD/45582 
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AFGHANISTAN STRATEGIC UPDATE 

23 August 2004 

SE6RCfWREt 6Cf'i1' 1 
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FOtJO 

August 13, 2004 

TO: Paul Butler g / { V 
FROM: Donald Rumsfcld "i) 4 

:~~:q:,:::::~.~:::butldon't=cmbuwhogave;uo ~ / (l, U 
me. It was not from this recent trip, but I believe it was from someone in the US. 

It was not presented to me by the person di~ctly, because it would not fit on the 

plane. 

J would like to see the thank you letter that was prepared. If it isn't good enough, I 

want to dictate another one. 

Thanks. 

OHR:dh 
011)04.l (u .....,..-i.&ic 

•...•...•••...•...............•......••...•••...•••...•....•••...•..•••.. 
Please respond by ___ i_,/,_ ..... f .-fj_l> ..... 'f _____ _ 

f 

Sir 
F6tJO I 

rJ..-..,./4 yw t~/+c.;" 

o:ff<;..chlJJ. 
v/t r 

;..f C, ( 6'rc~ ~J 
I ~ 

OSD 192 73 -04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45584 



_, . 
- ., 

• .., 
.. illl 

. ,, 

~· 

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON 

His Excellency Dali Jazi 
Minister of National Defense 
Republic. of Tunisia 

Dear Mr. Minister: 

APR 5 m4 

I enjoyed our recent meeting at the Pentagon and I 
look forward to continued cooperation between our two 
countries. 

(. 

The beautiful mosaic arrived in perfect condition, ( 
and I do thank you for presenting me with such a 
memorable gift. 

Thank you as well for the nice medallion and the 
book, Mosaics of Roman Tunisia. You were very kind to 
remember me with such thoughtful gifts. 

With best wishes, 

Sincerely, 

OSD 04852.04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45585 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Gen. Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen. Pete Pace 

Donald Rums fold 17~ 
SUBJECT: Travel 

FOUO 

I would like you folks to limit travel for the period ahead. 

August 9,2004 

We have a lot of things we need to get done and that need senior level thought and 

attention if we are going to get closure on them. It concerns me that so many of 

the four of us are gone so often. 

Thanks. 

DHR;dh 
080904-4 

~·-······································································ 
Please respond by ____ -____ _ 

FOUO OSD 19275-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45586 
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August 2, 2004 

TO: Pau1 But1er 
V ADM Jim Stavridis 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Force Deployment Rules 

Please set a meeting with Myers, Pace, Chu, Abell, Schoomaker and Brownlee to 

discuss this memo from David Chu. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
7/30/04 ASD(P&R) memo to SecDefre: Force Deployment Rules for Operations IRAQI 

FREEDOM AND ENDURING FREEDOM 

DHR:dh 
080204·1 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by t/ ~ / iJ lf 

FOVO 

OSD 19276-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45587 



' 

PERSONNEL ANO 
READINESS 

l"OUO ~- .. ,, 
.," \ 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE/ ., , / 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON / /v\. . 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20301 ·4000 / -...J\ \ U 

ACTION MEMO (y_···· 
July 30, 2004, 1300 

FOR: SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: UNDER SE~RY OF DEFENSE, PERSONNEL AND READINESS 
-t~f{.,/!V ,t?.{}~,,_. ,.3-ip.Y~· .,?;/ 

SUBJECT: Force Dip! ent Rules for Operations IRAQI FRE~OM and ENDURING 
FREEDOM 

The following summarizes for the deployment rules used to source active duty and reserve 
forces. 

Active Component Forces 

• Dwell Time: a minimum 1: 1 ratio of deployed time (in support of any contingency 
operation) to home station time. Whenever possible, forces are chosen based upon longest 

• :::::i::;gned to other Combatant Commanders may be used if risk is acceptable. - ~ 
• Units will deploy at required readiness levels. C', 

o Units wi~h less than req~ired readiness ratings m~y be used ~f required training can be ( < / 
accomphshed, or the umt can be cross-leveled with appropnate personnel and . ··---l ·· 

equipment. ,,_ r J . "' P 1'1.•rn') .I · · 
~r 1 . , (l ; {iviu d 

• Time in theater guidelines differ for each Service. 11 

o Anny: Units (not soldiers) will serve one-year boots on the ground (BOG). BOG is 
defined as when the.m · d of e u · ot individuals) arrives in the OIF/OEF 
AOR (e.g., arrival in Kuwait). The Joint Staff has defined BOG as "the window of 
time a unit (main body) physically arrives in theater until the window nf time the unit 
physically departs the theater." 

o Marine Corps: Marine units below Regimental/Group level deploy for seven months. 
Regimental/Group Headquarters and above deploy for twelve months. The Marines 
volunteer their OIF/OEF forces as a «surge" capability if the on-ground situation 
requires more forces. · ) 

11-L-05599.D/45588 
fi'OUO 



o Air Force: The Air Force rotates personnel in accordance with its Air Expeditionary 
Force (AEF) cycle. Beginning September 2004, the baseline deployment will be 120 
days in a 20-month cycle. Each Airman deploys only once during a cycle, although 

so~~y.u:es~~L~:~~a!tte~--~il_l_~~y Ion~~ Some 
deployment rules have been modified at the unit level to increase volunteerism or 
provide stability in key missions, ( e.g. senior personnel rotations in the Combined Air 
Operations Center are for 1 year). 

o Navy: The Fleet Response Plan (FRP), calls for surge capability to meet global 
requirements while moving away from traditional scheduled/longer deployments. 
Currently, CNO deployment goals are 6 months portal to portal with 12 months in a 
non-deployed status. --

• Alternative sourcing is considered before re-deploying active forces in violation of above 
criteria or service guidelines. Options incJude: 
o Can COCOM handle the task with forces already in country, with a gap? 
o Can the in-country force be extended without violating "boots on ground'' criteria? 
o Can host nation (Iraqi/ Afghani) and coalition support be used? -..o~ /\,,uJ\:J,, 

,/- o Can the duty be outsourced and supported by a contractor? 1 
J . '-\? o Can similar specialties from other Services support the requirement? + 
' ~-}"-~ o Can other geographic Commanders' forces be used without undue risk? l 

) 

• Low Density/High Demand (LD/HD) assets are closely managed under the Global 
Military Force Policy to preserve their capabiJity to respond to emerging crises. Before an 
asset is tasked above 1evels sustainable without significant adverse effects, Joint Staff 
asks: 
o Can another asset be substituted or lower-priority/exercises joint experiments be 

canceJled? 
o Can a Prepare to Deploy Order (PTDO) minimize excessive dep]oyments, while 

maintaining home-station training? 
o Can the asset support one AOR, but be qukkly re-roJled into another AOR during a 

crisis? 

Reserve Component Forces 

• 

• 

Activate Reserve component forces only after determining that it is both prudent and 
judicious to do so. 
o Voluntary duty - no restrictions on tour duration. 
o Involuntary duty - ,maximum of 24 ~umu)atj~e months. 

Involuntarily recalling the Individual Ready Reserve only after considering Selected 
Reserve members & volunteers. 

FOUO 
11-L-0559/0SD/45589 
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• 

• Second or subsequent involuntary recalls - previous service (length & nature) is 
considered and the maximum break between tours is provided ( 1 in 6 planning factor 
considered). 

• Maximize Predictability - mobilization orders to be provided in a timely manner 
(minimum of 30 days prior to active duty report date). 

• Training when mobilized - members may not be mobilized so]ely for the purpose of l training, but training related to the mobilization mission is pennitted. (Legislative relief 
being requested). 

• tre;~~":etained on active duty only as Jong as absolutely necessary. 

• ~hers· taking leave prior to release from active duty are voluntarily retained to use 
accrued leave. 

General Observations 
• These rules evolved in response to changing needs since September 11, 2001. They are 

therefore likely to evolve further. The ru]es -recognize that this is an all-volunteer force; 
equitable sharing of our burden is essential to retaining today's volunteers and attracting 
their future replacements~ 

• Upon your confirmation of these.rules, we will publish the associated implementing 
guidance. 

Decision 

Schedule meeting to discuss __ / ____ Proceed without further discussion -----

Prepared By: Paul MayberryJ_(b_)(_6) __ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45590 
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FOUO 

August 2,2004 

TO: Steve Cam bone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Guidelines for Agency Review 

Have you ever heard of this set of guidelines for handling CIA review of our 

speeches and papers? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
7-04 Guidelines for Handling External Request for Agency Review of Speeches and Papers 

L>HR:dh 
080204,3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 

---------

AUG 4 2004 

~t\< 

OSD 19279-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45591 
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GuideJjnes for- HandHng External Requests for 
Agency Review of Speeches and Papers (U) 

Last January, we forrnalized and implemented policy and procedures on 
how lo handle requests for, Agency clearance of official speeches and 
other draft papers. We nave just completed a six-month review to adjust 
and validate the procedures and will soon be ready lo release some updated 
guidance. However. the basic tenets of the guidance will cemajn t.he same, 
and this is a good time to issue a reminder. II is important to remember 
!hat a request is looking for Agency clearance and not personal opinion. It 
is imperative that we get each request into the Agency pr-ocess. Each of 
us has a responsibility lo ensure that every request is vetted properly. We 
have asked our customers to send requests via the DCI Operations Center; 
however. that has not always been the case. and some requests have been 
submitted directly to Agency officers. If such a request comes to you, you 
are responsible for getting it into· the proper process-via the DCI Operations 
Center. If a request seems unusual or out of the ordinary, please make sure 
that you inform your cl"ain ot command. 

If asked by senior government officials-Undersecretary and above-to 
review speeches or other draft papers to be placed in the public domain. 
the following procedures must be adhered to: 

• Immediate! contact the EA/DDI via the DCI Operations Center 
(b)(6) that a request has been submitted for formal 
review o a speech .or article. 

• Provide a copy of the draft to the DCI Operations Center tor 
appropriate distribution and documentation. 

• Tl1e .official Agency response to the request will be prepared by 
the EA/DDI, in conjunction with the on-duty EA/DDO, and passed 
to the requester Via the DCI Operations Center with a file ·copy to 
the DAC. 

•The.officer receiving the reques1 should not provide the Agency 
response. 

I/ 

UNCLASSIFIED 3Q56941D 7·04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45592 



TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Doug Feith 

Paul Wolfowitz 

Donald Rumsfel~ 

SUBJECT: Drug Problem in Afghanistan 

August 2, 2004 

:r,.gffe(/) 116 
ES- DJ2*1 

Let's get a major plan going for the drug problem in Afghanistan 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
080204·5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by --=-8-./lf>_/ ..... o;......,iv....__ __ r , .,. ~13,0't 

__ ::)SL) 

1ttt- d-<~~t-
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August 2,2004 

TO: Paul McHale 
VADM Jim Stavridis 

cc: Doug Feith --

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: Wiring for Homeland Security Council to OSD 

I don't know what the problem is, but I am disconnected from the Department of 

Homeland Security and from the Homeland Security Council. The National 

Security Council knows that I am the member of the NSC, that it is my office that 

should get contacted, and that we decide in my office who will participate in the 

meetings. 

But with respect to Homeland Security Council and the Depatiment of Homeland 

Security, we have gotten off on a different foot. Everyone thinks it is Paul 

Mc Hale who is the member of the Council, and we never even get notified or 

copied. 

1 want to end it immediately. Something is fundamentally wrong with the system. 

I want somebody to take the time to contact those people, talk to them, get their 

systems changed, and get it completely reversed, so that the principal point of 

contact in the Depat1ment of Defense is my office. I would like a repoti back no ... 
later than tomorrow when that has happened-that the rewiring has taken place for 

:::::

5

ents, phone calls, SVTC, meetings, whatever.~ 

// ~~ DliR:dh 
080204-6 

•••••••••••••••••••••• --~/· j ······"'~--~;··························:i······ 
Please respond by o · -----~---~~--~-

FAIIA 

11-L-0559/0SD/45594 
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TO: SECDEF 3 August 2004 

FROM: V ADM JIM STA VRIDIS 

SUBJ: HOMELAND SECURITY CONNECTION 

1. Sir, on the general issue ofDoD connectivity to DHS and the HSC, 
Paul McHale and I have met and are working all our contacts to 
ensure fu11 connectivity at the appropriate level - decided by YOU -
in future interactions. We have strongly emphasized that our office 
is the principal point of contact in DoD for all documents, phone 
calls, SVTC, and meetings. Both HSC and DHS have 
acknowledged this. We've also emphasized the need for advance 
notice! 

a. I called Dr. Hadley's office and clarified it with them. 

b. Paul has called Fran Townsend and clarified it with her. He has 
also spoken with the new Deputy at Homeland Security 
Council, Mr. Rapuano. Everyone is very clear on the need to 
loop DoD in general and you in particular up front so we make 
conscious and correct decisions about who is participating in 
any given interaction. 

2. On the specific issue of the call on Saturday to which you were 
added late, there were two problems: 

a. HLS began the call at 1600, but did not request DoD 
participation until 1620. This issue of late notification will be 
addressed by the measures above. 

b. We did experience some communication issues in hooking you 
into the call once it was clear what was going on. There were 
difficu1ties with a cell phone carried by Mr. Cirrelli. I've 
persona11y met with Cables and Communication folks to ensure 
there will not be any repetition. 

3. I'm confident this will not be a problem in the future, and Paul and I 
are tracking closely to ensure it runs smoothly . 

• /1{2... 
v{ j 

11-L-0559/0SD/45595 ,. 
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August 3, 2004 

TO: Paul Butler 
V ADM Jim Stavridis 

CC: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld "'f JL 
SUBJECT: Drugs in Afghanistan 

1 would like to have a meeting with Mary Beth Long and Doug Feith to talk about 

drugs in Afghanistan. 

Please make a note that when I go to Afghanistan, one of the things I want to focus 

on is the drug situation, what we are doing and why we aren't doing more. 

Thanks. 

DIIRdh 
080304·15 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FOUe> 

11-L-0559/0SD/45596 
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FOUO 

August 4,2004 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~-

SUBJECT: Article 

Please get this entire article from the August 9 issue of New York magazine. 

Thanks. 

Allach. 
Mailer,Norman. New York magazine, August 9,2004, p. 34-35 

DHR:dh 
080404-2 

································~·-······································ 
Please respond by ________ _ 

FOUO 

oso 19284-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45597 

(). 
l'\ V 
.~ ...... ... 



Mary A Marshall 
l(b)(6) 

Te/ephon1(b)(6) 

Facsimfle 
"-------' 

DATE: 9 \ ', TIME: 

TD: ~c,\,<f ¢_A.-- l(b)(6l 

FROM: Mary MARSHALL L---------' 

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING THIS PAGE) ?> 
. 

Subject: .u~ }1;l~ 
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more lo take over the world with mili· 
taryforce. 

HM Can it be that Iraqis telling us 
as much? 

JBM let' sgo bade to W¥ the Republi~ 
cans selected N:!w York for the conven· 
ticn.Doyou think they still havehopesof 
cashingin on the memoryof9/ll? 

N HAcoupteof year& ago, New York may 
have seemed like the perrect place to go; 
the event had been ro traumatic.And the.re 
is a lai:ge political profit in offering emo-­
tional closure to a national nightmare like 
the fall o.f'lhc Twin Towers. Nine-,eleven 
felled tlle two m~opalesomt pillars of the 
.American economy Italso atta:kedtheim~ 
plicitassumption thatif you worked for the 
corporation, you were pnt of & ocw upper 
class. To offer an analogy, let us supp!)SC 
th;:t in the sei.-enteenth renttuy, Versailles 
had bt\en l.'a1.ed and sar.ked <M:l1ligbt by lat· 
te,,.day Huns. Frmcc 'WOlld have been 
emotionally gutted. So itwas with 11-;.After 
aD, th06C 1\vin Towers spoke of Americ&'s 
phallichegemonyintheworidevenas Ver- * 
sailles decl.ami the divine right d'ki~ ..... ----- -------

an.American malefeltgddedbythe 
event. Equally, the average American Rmnsfeld 
housewife v.-as desolated by thetenifying • 
possibilitythat.onecouldwor1<foryeasto JS the only one 
buildaf:amilyandJo;-eitaDinanbour.How ftha 
could the Republican'> nor chotl'SC New O l COVell 
York as thcpla« to told their convention'? Pd call an 
Given the heroicdeatm dthe N(,w YOik 
firemen~dpolice, thesi12willalso~ honorable man. 
to working-cla .. .., votes. The R.epubl,cans Of that h 1 
will.certainlynotfailtomaketheconnec• w 01e 
tion that the protestets are besmirehingthe r: he' 
memoryof9/11.Butacoupleof;~have ang, S 
gone by, and wew also lea.med that there e o:..... ly one 
ate a few things \\>TOitg about the picture JU 
we've?8'3-of9/~1.-:\newsetorrompiracy '\\ilO seems 
theones are building. 1bere amjw.1 too a} to 
many facts t:-:a: are not readily explicable. re me. 

IVW..,-andJohn 
Buffalo all 
summertentt! in 
Maine, in 1979. 

lilnnrsz wt( .... 

.... · .· 
.. ·; '• .. ;· 

.... 

"'l"W'(OJ!KMETRO.COM 11-L-0559/0SD/45599 

There ina.y v.-eU be room afw' the com'en­
tion for the protest movement to l.cck into 
9/u wtth some critica.1 incisiveness. I an 
no longer aconspiratorialist-1 spent too 
many years wondering a.round in the by· 
wafS of the Wamn Report. a.it there are 
clements he.re which arc not~ to explain. 
I don't believe for amomenttherewas di­
rect complicity. In America, we don't go in 
asyetformajorpollticalcoups-tllere's too 
much to lose for the powei~ 1hat te, and 
we are s=ii; a democratic society. But there 
rmy have been a sentiment .m theadminis-­
tration-let them scream and squeal over 
:risone-that maybe the worst thing .m the 
ffl'Jrld might not be that we suffer a <&aster • 
hsrl Harbor, after all, galvanir.ed America. 
\.Vllhout Pearl Harbor, wemightnMr have 
bee,: abletogotowarin thecompanyofthe 
Russi.:w. Indeed, R005e'l'Clt was ftCCWSed ot 
kno"ing about Pearl Harbor in advance 
and welcoming .it Well,J wouldn't g:, that 
far. I d:n 'tthink the admini\1r.ationknew 
that the World ThMle Center was going to 
J:e a1tackt1d. Still, someod.lthings did hap­
pen that day. Immensely cxti. TI1ere was 
more thar.unbeliewbleinefficiency.l don't 
know that the 9/11 C~ did aU 
they could with that. They were deter -
minl-d.after all, to bring in a unanirr.ous 
report. Thatalwaysmearisthatthenulical 
end,are cutoff: lt'slikepbying~wifu .. 
out the aces, kings, and queens, the two.s, 
threes, and lhc fours. 

JBM Whathappcn~uthe.res a terrorist 
attack between now and the eled:1::n? 

NM I <bl 't know whether it'll benefit 
Kerryoc B.m Thats hur<l todedde.Bush 
has been saying to America: "I've made 
America more secure. l'wrrede America 
safe1t He could be hurt badly by a lnq,.-.eat­
tack. On the other hand, there is a knee,. 
jerk refle,c .m Americans to rally behind 
the president when there's a catastitpM. 
So, I canl pretend to knowthe an'iwcr. 

JBM Starting v-Jitl. the WT0 protest in 
Seattle in '9!f. a culture has fotml-d ;; 
aro1md the anti~orporate,anti·global· g 
ization, anti-Bush movement, Where do ~ 
you think it'sgoing?where should it g:,? ~ 

NM A good many peopleoftherignt, not 
flag conservatives but true conservatives, 
can feel in accord. with man and women ,.. 
on the left. o:n::em:ingone deepfeeling. it 
is that the corporation<,arc stifling our o 
lives.Not onlyeconomically, where~rpo-- 8 
rations can claim., arguably, thattheybrlng g 
prosperity (ardfraru<ly, I'm certainly not 
schooled enough in economics to axgue g 
that point pm or con), but I can say the 
corporation is bad for us aesthetically 
speaking, OJltuiallyspeaking, spiritually ~ 
speaking. Just contemplate thcir~Vt' i 
empty architecture, their ma~siveempba· > 
sis on TV commercials~ which are a : 

cl~?.:Rn .i..n -- o_ 



exception, od.:Jly enough, andby thi-; I'll lproduct<;forthe sameteal money. 
prctably antagoruze a good many people, JBM Well, I ~ we're fighting a spir­
is Donald Rum..~eld. Of that whole gang, itual war against the oor.pnatim. And 

an)'thing, but he does believe in what he make sure you havcjobsandfood." What 
S3)'S. It isn't as if he searches for the JR::K. they'1c offeringisst!.bility. Whal we'reof­
useful response he cancome up with ct the fering is a deeper quality c:xlite. 
rramnt to \\.~eld or save his power. He's HM To Win this war will take .t. least 50 
interested in his idea-; tir..t. The p:1IB' is yea~ and a profound l8IOht:icn in Ameri-
subservient to the idea-;. c:an values. We'd ta,, to gewwavfrom ma-

JRM What makes you say that'! nipulation. ?;'hatwe've~nowisaspecies 
NM Becau..<ie hes real Here&cts. He does- of eoonom.ic, political, an<l spiritual brain­

n't weigh his ·words. If something makes washrg, vast.JysuperiortotheoldSov;ets, 
h.i:nangry, l'e' s angry. It' somcthingpl~ V\.nc)were~y crude intneir attsq:ts. 
him, hesnu1es. Ifnehasdoubt-;abouthow OJr governmental and corporateleaders 
the situation is going, he expresses those m-c m.dl more sul::.tl.e. Remember years 
doubts. In that sa-se, he'st.he only one of cg::i, when you were around 15, you were 
that cmen rd call m honcrahle man. Let iweutng a shirtfhat saidsrossY on it? And 
me.: emphasize: l candi~gree totally with l said, "Not only do you spend money lo 
people I consider honomble. Rut never buy the shut, but you also advertise the 
have I seenanadminNnttioJthatha,had, «impanythatsoldittoyou:' Andyousuid, 

~~ 

empire-building. He had nothingt.o c:,!Ter 
but world conquest.. So, if lx:'s rcclcctc<l, 
what wil he du if things remain red in 
Iraq?You1llookbackonthe~otActas 
being liberal and gentle. 

JIM 1 \\1U never look loadt on the P.<1-
tri ot Act as being liberal and gentle. 
While the pl'Ote$U will not have a direct, 
political gain-

HM You agree with me on that? 
JBM Ye;. I feel contidentin ~that 

given the.: param~ers ofhowwewill bed- f. 
lowed to protest, I don't see m1y way it · · 
could ha~-c a clrectpolitical gain. Howev, 
er, I do leel that when you'ic out there, 
and sec all the different types of people 
who have come together-particularly 
now with the mixture of groups tra:. will 
be theie-yoo do get a Seft'lethat the spir­
itual revolution may be awakening. And 
1hafs the only hope, I believe.:, ogainst the 
total corporatization of America. 

_ HM.All right,butifwe losetheelection, 
it's going t.o be a very ~Ye spiritual ed, 
ucation. I would he much happier if the 
protest movcmenL, oould spread their ac• 
tiviti~ D'-"e? the rat. fouryears. I dun'tbave 
a great deal of hope that mast of the people 
in\!Olved 8l'e Jt!all:)· thinking of tbis election 
somucb a.se.'lpressing theneedtownt. tD 
gain someself'-therapy. and t.Q express their 
outrage lit what's been done to them, plw; 
their need to gain power in the countercul, 
ture. lh:re's all s:rts of motives, some no­
ble, some meretricious. Rut it's a poor time 
:nexerdseourma dramatic democratic 
-privileges. What we.: do have wer all the 
years to come is tr.e confidence that we 
breathe a clelUler spiritual air than the 
greedbags who run our country. and so i I 
is not impo-;sible that over decades to 
come, much that \\le beJ..ia:e in will yet 
come to be. ai: I do not wish Lo end on so 
sweet and positive a n:te .. It is better to 
remind ourselves that wisdom is ~y tc 
reach us fmnthemostunexpected quar­
ters. Here, l (JJO!efrom a man who be­
camev.1se a little too late in life: 

''Naturally. the common people don't 
want wa, but after alt, it is the Jeacm cf a 
ccuntzywbo detcnninc the policy, and it is 
alwaJsa simple matter to drag the people 
along.whether itisademocmcy.orafasdst 
dictalorship,u-a parliament, or a commu­
nist dictator.;hip. Vence or no voi<:e. th~ peo­
ple can always be brought. to the bidding ex 
the leaders. Tbisisea.,y. All you have tcoo 
istell them they are being al:tad8:l,and de­
nounce the pacifists for la<.:k of patriotism 
and exposing the countzy to danger. It 
works t.lte same in every oountry:· 

That was Hermann Goering speakin;J 
.t:theNurembeigtrialsafterWorld Wa 
r l. It is one thing lo be forewamed. \,\,ill 
we ever be forearmed? • 
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TO: ADM Vern Clark 

cc : Gen. Dick Myers 
~G-'6-t.MD 

fOUO 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'J~~ 
SUBJECT: Navy's Initiatives 

August 4,2004 

Auached is an op-ed by Peter Brookes. It looks to me to be an interesting 

laydown. 

T have not sent the President anything that describes what you have been doing. 

Do you have a brief paper you think would be appropriate for me to send him? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Brookes, Peter. "Show of Force." New York Post, August 2,2004, p. 34-35 

DHR:dh 
080404-3 
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Show·Of Force 

New York Post 
August 2 ,2004 

Show Of Force 

By Peter Brookes 

Page I of 2 

Seven American aircraft-carrier strike groups are plying the world's seven seas right now in one of the 
biggest military exercises since the end of the Cold War. 

Officially, it's the first test of the Navy's new strategy, the Fleet Response Plan (FRP). Unofficially, it 
puts America's potential foes on notice: The U.S. Anny may be stretched pretty thin at the moment -
but the U.S. Navy isn't. 

It's a bold statement of U.S. power reminisent of one President Teddy Roosevelt sent in 1907 -the 
two-year global circumnavigation by the Great White Fleet. 

Each carrier strike group (CSG) includes one can-ier with 75 aircraft, 4 combat ships, a submarine, 
cruise missiles and 6,500 sailors. No other nation can put to sea - anywhere on earth - such an 
incredible display of military might. 

With China holding its yearly war games off Taiwan, Iran cracking open U.l\.-sealed nuclear facilities 
and North Korea's continued belligerent nuclear blustering, the exercise, Summer Pulse '04, couldn't 
come at a more important time. 

This exercise is extraordinary. Rarely does the U.S. have more than two of its 12 carriers at sea at any 
one time. That's because American carriers operate on a two-year cycle - six months at sea, followed 
by 18 months in the shipyards in overhaul and in training for its next deployment. 

Under the Navy's new strategy, the smaller, more responsive CSG has replaced the vaunted, behemoth 
aircraft-carrier battle group (which consisted of one carrier, I Oto 15 ships and subs and 10,000 sailors) 
as the Navy's core carrier unit. 

The Pentagon wants to be able to send six CSGs anywhere in the world in less than 30 days. Moreover, 
it plans to have two more CSGs ready within another 90 days to reinforce the first six carriers or relieve 
two of them. 

(Six aircraft carriers - at a minimum -would be needed for a China-Taiwan contingency or a second 
Korean war.) 

But there's more to it than sending 45,000 sailors to sea for the summer, giving a sea trial to the new 
strategy or sending a shot across the bow of potential troublemakers: 

Reassuring Friends and Allies: One of the biggest concerns among America's partners is that U.S. 
military might is over-committed and unavailable if big trouble breaks out beyond Iraq or Afghanistan. 
Could America's involvement in the Middle East and South Asia encourage North Korea to invade 
South Korea or China to coerce Taiwan'? 

To dispel these fears, the Navy will operate with friends and allies from the Americas, Europe, Africa, 

11-L-0559/0SD/45602 
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Show Of Force Page 2 of2 

Australia and Asia during this groundbreaking exercise. In July, for instance, the USS Enterprise and 
USS Truman CS Gs operated off the coast of Morocco with l O other nations in a smaller exercise, 
Majestic Eagle '04. 

Reviving Preemption: Some have suggested that the idea of preemption died with the revelation of the 
intelligence failures over 9/11 and Iraqi WMD. But word that the arrow of preemption has vanished 
from our quiver isjust the thing our enemies, especially the terrorists, want to hear. 

America must be able to strike first. 

Of course, accurate intelligence is a must, but it makes no sense for this nation to take the first punch 
like we did on 9/11. Being able to muster the power of several aircraft carrier task forces at almost a 
moment's notice is a tremendous complication and deterrence to those who threaten us. 

The aircraft carrier provides America's policymakers with 90,000 tons of cold-steel U.S. diplomacy. 
Without firing a single shot, the presence of 4.5 acres of floating, sovereign American territory off the 
coast has made more than one foreign leader think twice about acting foolishly. At the onset of 
international crises, American presidents often utter the worried words, "Where are the carriers?" 

The Navy's forward-leaning FRP gives the commander-in-chief the opportunity to have naval forces 
available more rapidly than ever before. And though this great nation should always be slow to war, 
when the president needs a big stick, it's good to know the carriers will be there. 

Peter Brookes, a Heritage Foundation senior fellow,is a Naval Academy grad. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45603 
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August 4,2004 

TO: SteveCambone O s/1 
Paul Butler CC: 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld4 

SUBJECT: Formers 

I want to think about having the former directors of the NSA, NRO, DIA and 

NGA in to talk about intelligence. 

Please get me a list of the last four or five in each of those categories, and let me 

look at them. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
080404- 12 
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Erin, 

Here is the requested information re: the last 
fi ve former Directors cf NSA. E-mail addresses 
were not currently available. 

r~~DM John M. McConnell,I USN (Ret) 

1

~)~;"1 William 0. Studern, USN (Ret) 

r~: William E. Odom, IUSA (Ret) 

r~
6
?en Lincoln D. Faurer, USr (Ret) 

lJt'1CLASSlf'lEDhTOR OPFICTALUSE Ot«:;Y 
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Former Directors of the NRO 

The Honorable Robert J. Hermann (Dr.) 
l(b)(6) I 
The Honorable Edward C. (Pctc)Aldridge, Jr. 

l(b)(6) I 
The Honorable Martin C. Faga 
l(b)(6) I 
The Honorable Jeffrey K. Harris 

1°')(6) I 
The Honorable Keith R Hall 
l(b)(6) I 
The Honorable Peter B. Teets .( current) 

2·d l2t · 01,1 
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DIA •'ORMER DIRECTORS 
as of 9 Jun 2004 

LTG HARRY E. (ED} SOYSTER, US.A 
(b)(6) 

Home: (b)(S) ..,.,...,_,..,..,,,.,,........,,.....-
INCUMBENCY; December 1988 · September 1991 

LT GEN JAMES R. CLAPPER,JR.1 USAF 
(b)(6) 

Work (b)(6) irector, NIMA .as .of 13 September 200 I) 
Home: 

L------' 
INCUMBENCY: 18 November 1991 · 31 August 1995 

LT GEN KENNETH A. ~lHAl~, USA.I• r)(6) I 
INCUMBENCY: l September 1995 - 15 February 1996 
Home: j(b)(6) I 
LTG PATIUCK M. HUGHES, USA 

l(b)(6) I 
INCUMBENCY: 16Pebruary 1999- 27 July 1999 

Home. : l(b)(6) I 
Office: ....._ ___ _. 

VICE ADMIRAL THOMAS R. WILSON, USN 
l(b)(6 ) I 
INCUMBENCY: 27 July 1999- I9Ju1y2002 
Home:j(b)(6,} ! 

(b)(6) 

Home: l(b )(6) I -----
(b)(6) 
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Au'G. • 5'. 2004 .5: 36PM N0.467 P. l/1 

NATIONAL GEOSPATIAL•INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

DATE: DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 

SAl.40 04 

Mr. Redmond, next under are the names of.the two 
farmer directors of NIM.A.,. including their addresses 
and phone nUtnbers as-requested: 

RA.OM J. J. "Jack" Dan tone. US:-.! (Ret) 
(b)(6) 

(H) (b)(6) 
(C) ._ ____ __. 

LTG James C. Kin USA (Re t) 
(b)(6) 

NPIC -Ms. Nancv Bone 
(b)(6) 

( H) (b)(6) 

)Ir. ?ran k ?.uocco 
l(b)(6) 

'lo Phone Listed 

CMA 
-::=.-
RADM J . . .:; . 

l(b)(6) 
ttJack" Dantone, USN (Ret ) 

I 
(HJ !(b)(6) 

(ll) (b)(6) 

Maj. Gen . ~ay:nond ::. . 0 1 Mar:a 1 :J.SM (Rct Y 
l(b)(6) 

( T;) !(b)(6) 
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August 5, 2004 

TO: Gen. Dick Myers 

CC: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald RumsfeldjJ//... 

SUBJECT: Offer from Georgia 

The President of Georgia mentioned the possibility of Georgian troops working 

with Azerbaijan and Ukraine to protect UN personnel in Iraq. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
080504-3 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Larry Di Rita 
Andy Hoehn 

Doug Feith 
Ryan Henry 

Donald Rumsfeld 

FOUO 

SUBJECT: POTUS and GlobaJ Postw-e Review 

August 5,2004 

~ - O "i. / 0\ 0 L\ 9 5" 
ES- o:~ s \ 

The White House is thinking about the possibility of the President talking a bit 

about the Global Posture Review. The emphasis very likely would be on two 

things: 

1. The good things that accrue to our troops in terms of strain on families and 

the like. 

2. The improved relationships with allies. 

We may be getting asked to provide some assistance in that regard. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh · 

080504· 7 tis·J C '-\ 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

!(b)(6) 

LanyDi Rita 
Andy Hoehn 

Doug Feith 
Ryan Henry 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

P0UO. 

SUBJECT: POTUS and GJobal Posture Review 

l<b)(6) 

August S, 2004 

:r-a~(a\c ~s 
E.S~o3S\ 

h <Z I 1-Z.,. 

\) ,,""\~& (:;La c,·-cx.. V.J . 

-0-(J"M- ~ 
!Az,.a-M 

The White House is thinking about the possibility of the President talking a bit (_. . ( NJ._; ,t--
about the Global Pu.nJte Review. The emphasis very likelywou]d be on two l)-l 

1. 1be good things that. aca1.1e to our troops in term$ of stnsin on families and 

the like. 

2. The improved relationships with allies. 

Ha may be getting asked to provide ,;ome assistance ii that regard. 

Thanks . 

.. , ....•....••..................... ~···································· · 
Please respond by ---------

Si.c.vef : 
AUG t 2. an4 
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To prepare for the future, we are also working with allies across 
the world to restructure our global force posture - the numbers, 
types, locations and capabilities of U.S forces around the world. 
Since the end of the Cold War, our forces have essentially remained 
where they were stationed during the Cold War. We need to 
rearrange our forces, so they are positioned to deal with the less 
predictable dangers of the 21st century - the threats of terrorism, 
rogue states and weapons of mass destruction. 

That is why, over the coming decade, we are going to bring 
home many of the heavy, legacy forces of the Cold War era, while 
deploying lighter, more flexible, and rapidly deployable forces across 
the world. We will also move our troops closer to the places where 
they are Ii kely to fight, instead of the places where the wars of the last 
century ended. We will position them so the can surge quickly to deal 
with unexpected threats. And we will take advantage of 21st century 
militarytechnologies to reduce the number of U.S. forces stationed at 
overseas bases, while deploying increased combat power in every 
region of the world. Today, when one high-tech ship or tank or 
weapon can deliver the same combat power that once required ten 
ships or tanks or weapons, it is no longer relevant to measure 
America's commitment by counting numbers of troops and equipment 
in a particular country or region. 

These changes in our force posture will allow us to strengthen 
existing alliances, while giving us the opportunity build new 
partnerships with countries that are eager to work with US. forces 
and increase cooperation with our military. They will also reduce the 
stress our troops, and on military families. Under the plan I am 
announcing today, we will bring home nearly 70,000 uniformed 
personnel, and nearly 100,000 families and civilians employees, over 
the next ten years. For our service members, this will mean more 
time on the home front and fewer moves over a career. For military 
spouses it will mean fewer job changes, greater stability, and more 
time for their kids to spend with grandparents and school friends back 
home. These changes will also be better for our military communities 
here in the US., allowing us to make better use of domestic bases 
and training ranges. And they will save the taxpayers money, 
allowing us to close hundreds of unneeded foreign bases and 
facilities around the world. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45612 



Let me be clear: every step we are taking will increase our 
ability to project our Nation's military power to deal with today's and 
tomorrow's dangers. In so doing we will also strengthen the 
capabilities of our allies, and their ability to be partners in meeting the 
challenges of the 21st century. F<r over two years now we have 
consulted our allies abroad and Congress here at home. We have 
benefited from this dialogue, and have reflected many of their ideas in 
our plans. The changes we proposewill bring better U.S. military 
capabilities to every part of the world, improve our ability to protect 
our allies, and strengthen our ability to deter and, if necessary, defeat 
any aggressor who threatens the peace and freedom of the world. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45613 



•.. . ! , ~- .. 

TO: Doug Feith 

CC: Gen. Dick Myers 

SUBJECT: Sinai 

'.f'OUO 

August 5, 2004 

1m11JJJS' 
es ~01CP~ 

Do we still have 682 people in the Sinai? Let's figure out a way to cut that in half. 

Please come in with a proposal. I want to get going. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/4/04 Response to SD #080404~ 10 
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080504-8 
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Sir, 

FOUO 

TO: V ADM Jim Stavridis 

SUBJECT: Sinai 

P1ease find out how many fo1ks we still have in the Sinai. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
080404-10 
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Provided in response to SecDef question on n 
Sinai: 
According to the 4 Aug US Anny Ops SU111t1ary, th re are 682 US 
ISO the UN MFO mission. Currently the MFO for is USA Natio 
includes the MFO BN, Spt Co, and AVN Co. The Omission beg 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Jim Haynes 
Ryan Henry 

Pete Geren 
Gen. Mike Maples 

FOUO 

Donald Rumsfeld ? A-

August 6,2004 

SUBJECT: Delay in Reporting Detainee Data to Red Cross 

Attached is a memo from the Inspector General, which I found interesting. It 

apparently was worked over by some JAG. Ts it accurate? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
6/29/04 IG memo to SecDef re: DoD Policy on Delays in Reporting Detainee Data to Red 

Cross 

M~ \/ 
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INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DEPARTMENTOF DEFENSE 

400 ARMY NAVY DR'IVE 
ARLINGTON., VIRGINIA 22202-4704 

INFOMEMO 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

FROM: Joseph E. Schmitz, Ins : ctor Genera e · 

C q-,..,, t< o t. -# 

u 17¥(;-oJ 

June 29~2004 11 :30a.m. 

SUBJECT: Clarity ofDoD Policy on ~elays in .Re . . rting Detainee Data to Re~oss ., 

• At the conclusion of your June 17 ,2004, Press Briefing, during which briefing one 
reporter asked you if there was "an intention to hide [a certain detainee] from the Red 
Cross/ you asked, "is there anything we want to calibrate on this detainee subject,'' 
stating, among other things~ "We want to communicate accurately . . , . Our policy is 
clear, unambiguous and demonstrable." 

• By coincidence\ on the same day of your Press Briefing, I received a classified 
briefing ll} Afghanistan on the protocols governing how and when weprov1'a"5e .. 
Information about detainees to the International Committee of the Red Cross (IClC) . 

• ln talking with commanders and staft]udge advocates who are dealing daily and 
routi·nely with the TCRC on detainee issues in Afghan'istan, I learned that there is a 
"clear, unambiguous and demonstrable" protocol ~· at ]east at Bagram Air Base -- to 
govern the transfer of data about deta,inees, and deception is NOT our intention -
against the TCRC or otherwise. 

• In order to assist you in responding to any further press questions about reporting 
detainee information to the ICRC, l asked the intelligence officer and staffj udge 
advocate at Bagrarn Air Base t,o__prepare an unclassified explanation of why we under 
certain circumstance delay passing on 'detaineeinfonnation to the ICRC. In summary, 
the prim4ry reasons that we delay reporting detainee information to the ICRC are: (1) 
force protection; and (2) so as not to hinder our ability to defeat threats. 

• I would respectfully submit the attachment as field input or " talking points" for any 
further press or congressional inquiries on the subject. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared by: L. Jerry Hansen, Deputy fospector GeneraJ,._!(b_)(_6_) ----.J 
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• . ... 
• . CJT'f76 SJA 

UNCLASSIFIED 

Question regarding Detention Operations in Afghanistan: 

I IJNDERST AND NORMAL PRACTICE IS TO ASSIGN AN INTERNMENT SERIAL NUMBER (TSN) 
WITHIN A REASONABLE PERIOD AFTER DETENTION, AND TO ALLOW TCRC TO INTERVIEW 
DETAINEES ONCE THE ISN IS ASSIGNED. WHY DON'T WE DO THAT IN EVERY CASE? 

Response: 

ONCE AN ISN NUMBER IS ASSIGNED TO A DETAINEE AND JCRC ACCESS FOR INTERVIEWS IS 
GRANTED, WE CAN EXPECT THE ICRC TO PROMPTLY NOTIFY THE FAMILY OF A DETAINEE 
THAT HE IS IN OUR CUSTODY. fN CERTAIN SITUATIONS, THIS CAN AFFECT FORCE 
PROTECTION AND HINDER OUR ABILITY TO DEFEAT THREATS. SPECIACALL Y: 

• A terrorist cell that does not know one of its members is in custody will likely continue to operate for at 
least a limited period of time. If we can learn about the cell from the detainee, \\e have a good chance of 
not only stopping its mission, but exploiting or destroying the cell. 

• Similarly, disclosure that a highly placed detainee has been captured could provide warnings to the 
enemy still at large that we possess information regarding their whereabouts. This disclosure could 
result in their taking measures to avoid capture. 

• Notice that an individual has been taken into custody may cause the enemy to make assumptions about 
the sources and methods used to capture him. In response, the enemy may endanger real sources or 
innocent people. 

• The disclosure that a specific leader or organizer is in custody could cause the enemy to assume the 
detainee will disclose certain information. As a result, the enemy might hide weapons, move high value 
targets, or anticipate our actions. This may impact the success of future coalition actions, and could, 
endanger US Forces pmticipating in those actions. 

• If enemy forces discover a key leader is in custody, there may be an attempt to gain his release by force. 
This would clearly endanger the Ii ves of our forces and potentially disrupt our mission . 

. r~S A PRACTlCA~MA ER, DELA YING ASSTGNMEN AN ISN AND ICRC ACCESS HAS 
ONLY OCCU ON RARE AND fNFREQUE OCCASIONS. -· . 

. . .,_ ... , .. ·~ . : . ,., .J~ 

~/) f-11-0¥ 

' 

1 

11- L-0559/0SD/45618 



INFOMEMO 

August 11 ~ 2004, 7:00 P.M. 

FOR 

FROM: 

SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

Daniel J. Dell'Orto, Principal DEpr;y General Counsel~IJ.RJJ,d,::,'r;­

SUBJECT: Delay in Reporting Data on Detainees to the International 
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) 

• The DoD Inspector General provided you with talking points on delays in reporting 
detaineedata to the ICRC that appear to have been prepared by the Staff Judge 
Advocate for CJTF-76 in Afghanistan. (Tab A). You inquired whether these talking 
points are accurate. 

• The tall<lng points appear to be a description of the rationale for delaying notification 
to ICRC or restricting ICRC access to al Qlidl and Taliban detainees in Afghanistan. 
While they may reflect current US CENTCOM practice with respect to detainees held 
at Bagram, we do not have a basis to ascertain their accuracy. 

• As a general matter, the rationale for delaying ICRC notification that is stated in the 
talking points is one of imperative military necessity. This rationale would be 
consistent with the President's February 7 ,2002 direction to US Armed Forces with 
respect to the treatment of al Qaida and Taliban detainees and application of the 
principles of the Geneva Conventions. 

• Use of these talking points to describe matters.Concerning detainees in Iraq, however, 
raises more complex legal issues that we are addressing currently within the 
Department and with other agencies. We continue to work to resolve these issues, but 
in the interim, these talking points should not be used to address operations in Iraq. 

• It is advisable to ensure that the relevant commands have and apply consistent 
policies and practices concerning notification of detainees to the ICRC the 
application of the concept of imperative military necessity, and what is a reasonable 
delay in notifying TCRC under the requirements of the military mission. 

o You may want to request that US CENTCOM, US SOCOM, the Joint Staff, the 
Office of Detainee Affairs, and the Office of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Intelligence undertake an appropriate review. 

COORDINATION None. 
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ATTACHMENTS: 
As stated 
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TO: Steve Cam bone 

cc: Gen. Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Gen. Pete Pace 

FROM: Donald Rumsfcld ~ 
SUBJECT: Meetings on Intel Legislation 

August 9,2004 

There is going to be a series of meetings on intel, fleshing out the legislation and 

the proposals, and teeing up issues for the President to decide. It is going to be 

small-CIA, DoD and NSC for the most part. You should be the DoD 

representative. 

Dick Myers and Pete Pace will want a representative on that group also. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
080904-5 

••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

FOUO 
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TO: Paul Butler 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Defense/Justice Issue 

110UO 

August 9 ,2004 

Here is a note from Steve Herbits. Please screw your head into it and sec if we 

can get this solved properly. Let me know what it is, and let's try not to take too 

long on it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/6/04 Herbits hr to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
080904-7 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by &,I J.-1 / 0 'f 

FOUO 
0SD 19297-04 
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STEPHEN E. HERBITS 

August 6,2004 

To; 

Fran: 

Re: 

By Fax: 

Dear Don, 

Don Rumsfeld 

Stephen Herbits 

Defense/Justice Issue 

!(b)(6) 

The attached is becuming a public issue down here. 

_!(b_)(6_) ___ I ! ......... ....., 

You nay recall that I acted as the Chaiman's liais:non the Presidential Advisory 
Commission on Holocaust Assets in the United States (Edgar M. Bronfman) in 1998 and 
1999,so I an familiarwith the issue i·n some detail. 

Thavc learned that the issue is before adviso1ymediation as I write this, v,zithFlai 
Fielding as the Mediator. 

Both Defense and the Justice Department have a piece of this issue. Its ultimate 
resolution shouid be to do what is ritjt, and particularly what is consistent 'With. what the 
United States has been askmg of ot.l'ernati.<XlS during the last five years. As you can 
imagine, the Army's instinct is not necessarily coincident 

Perhaps you and the Attorney General can get thinesolvcd easily and in a timely 
manner, i.e. before public litigation scheduled for October, 
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SOUTH FLORIDA SUN-SE!'{TINEL (Ft Lauderdale) Editorial! July 23,2004 

Promptly Settle 'Gold Train' Suit 
------.·--···--~----

South Florida Sun-Scntinc1Editoria1 Board 

July 23,2004 

The U.S . government is trying to shirk responsibility for one of the most shameful 
episodes in the natia:l1s history. It mustn't .get away with it. 

r . 1()...,, fl) .) 

Late in World W:D:-II, the Nazis seize<l millions of dollars' wxth of gold,jewelry, 
antiques, artwork and other valuables from Hungarian Jews and put the items on a train to 
Austria. The war ended shortly thereafter, and the train W:S turned over to U.$.force.s, 
who explicitJy promised to return the heirlooms to their rightful owners. 

They never did, and there is substantial evidence that U.S.military personnel cook the 
items, which were later auctioned off in New York. That evidence came to light in 1999, 
and led to a class-action lawsuit in federal cmrt in Miami by Holocaust survivors and 
their families, including an estimated 2,000 people in South Florida; seeking 
compensation for property lost aboard the 'Hrg:n:ja:lGold ·rrain. 11 

Amid accusations that the. government~ 11foot dragging" and 11intimidating11elderly 
plaintiffs, U.S.DisJrict Judge.Patricia Seitz ordered the paities to submit to mediation, 
which .is to begin early next month. ln case no agreement is reached, Seitz has scheduled 
a September trial. 

'lhis case should never go to trial. The U.SJustice Department should address the issue 
head-on and reach ajust settlemcntrather than rely on legal technicalities to avoid 
liability, as ithas done so far. For example, it argued that the plaintiffs had filed the suit 
too late, but Seitz said the. case could go forward because the. plaintiffs "were induced or 
tricked by the government's misconduct into allow'ingthe filing deadline to pass." 

1his is not an image the United States should be projecting at a time when U.S.troops' 
responsibilities in l11tq include safeguarding I.raqls' personal property and that nation's 
priceless antiquities. 

'll'e"Presidcntial Commission on Holocaust Assets called the Gold Train episode "~ 
example of ai egregious failure of the United States to follow its oym policy regarding 
restitution of Holocaust victims i property." Seventeen senators, including Sen. BilJ 
Nelson of Florida, and a number of House members, including South Florida Reps. Alcce 
Hastings, Robert Wexler, Peter Deutsch, lleana Ros-Lehtinen and Kendrick Meek, have 
written to Attorney General John Ashcroft urging mm to reach 1'a fair and expeditious 
resolution" of the case. 

11-L-0559/0SD/456.25 
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He should promptly accede to their request. The legitimate claims of Holocaust victims 
are reason enough to do so, but the United States, which preaches the rule of law and 
accountability around the world, also must show that it will not let nart'O\tf self-interest 
stand .in the way of its own compliance with the rule oflaw. 

Copyright (c) 2004, South Florida Sun-Sentinel 
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JJJJJJJJJ.J 

THE TAMPA TRIBUNE Editorial, Sunday July 25,2004 

SettJingAn Old Holocaust Debt 

Published: Jul 25J 2004 

!(b)/6} 

Tn a. few weeks a clas.s-action lawsuit.invol ving a very old dispute goes to court-ordered 
arbitrntion. H.rg::n:::i.an Jews and lheir survivors m·e asking for compensation from the 
U.S.government for a little of wbat was stolen from thm at the dose of World 
\'K' Il. 

Th1s is one of those rare cases 'NBl strictly foHowing the law won't lec1d to justice. And a 
victory for the Justice Department jn the Miami case wiH feel, to the public, like a less. 

The government has a number of arguments. The heirlooms,jewclry, an and gold were 
first stolen by Nazis, not American troops. Aft.er more than a half-century, it's hard to 
prove who owned what. Considerthe wartime confusion. Consider sovereign immunity. 

Consider that H.tgil::a1 Jews were not U.S. citizens at the time. The statute of 
Ii mitations has run out. There are probably other technicalities that argue against 
settlement. 

The case for givin;J this dwindling group of former refugees what they ask is simple: It's 
the right thing to do. 

Some history: DU.ring World W.:, II, the Nazis ·occupied Hungary and stripped the ~ 
there of valuables worth perhaps $10001.illion. *!I H.rg::n:::i.an Jews didn't survive the 
war. Yet the rule-obsessed fascists had handed out receipts for that they stole. The items 
were loaded into several dozen boxcars and shipped to Austria 

That's -where the invading American troops found the gold train as the war ended. 
Evidence shows U.S. officers confiscated china, fina furniture and paintings for their 
offices, and some of the items vanished. 

In l 948,possibly to cover the looting, the remaining goods were declared unidentifiable 
imd were auctioned .:in New York. Paperwork about the unfortunate episode w,L-. 
classified as national security. 

Plaintiffs in the class-action suit are askirq for up to $10,000 each. Let's pay gladly and 
$81/, ''Sorry it took so long." 

### 
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! . · ·YO. ,DK TIMES EDITORIALS /LETTERS MONDAY; AUGUST 9, 20()4 THBNBW ~- . . ._ . I 

Justice for 'Gold Train' Victims 
Over the pasl decade, this nation played a laud­

able r.olc in helping l-<'.) persuade European govern­
menu; and companies, including recalcitrant Swiss 
banks, to live up to their moral duly to settle restitu­
tion dainis by Holocaust survivors even when their 
legal liability was murky. Regrettably, the Justice 
Department has taken a much less high-minded ap­
proach to a three-year-old lawsuit by elderly survi­
vors over America·s mishandling d. valuables the 
Nazis collected from Hungarian Jews and then load­
ed onto a train heading for Austria. 

Instead cf facing up to responsibility for the 
contents cf the "Hungarian Gold Train," which the 
A111crict1n Army took for saf'ckeeping in 1945, the 
government has raised a host cf technical legal de­
fenses seeking to void the claims. or at le~ist delay 
the nlQment cf reckoning. This is particularly .dis­
maying since essential facts aren't really in dispute. 

They were documented five years ago in a re­
port by a special presidential advisor_y commission 

thal detailed "an unexplained departure"' from 
America's otherwise stellar record cf adhering to 
laws and regulations calling for the preservation of 
victims· assets and their return to the country from 
which they were seized. Some (f the choicest Gold 
Train loot was either commandeered by high-rank . 
ing officers or sold for personal use by Army per­
sonnel. Other valuables were auctioned in New York 
and the proceeds given to a United Nations refugee 
agency. Still other property was stolen from the 
warehouse. Two suitcases (.f gold dust simply van­
ished. Meanwhile, emphatic calls by the Hungarian 
government and Hungarian Jewish groups l'or re­
turn (f the train's contents were ignored. 

The opening rf court-ordered mediation ses­
sions lafit week provides a new opening t:1,)r a fair 
and expeditious settlement. Attorney General 1ohn 
Ashcroft ought not hesitate to seize it, much as 17 
Republican and Democratic senators wisely coun­
seled him in a recent letter. 

Venice Without glq 
There· s a very good chance that \Vhen the Ven­

ice Biennale - rhe oldest international exhibition cf 
art - opens next summer, no American artists will 
be i11cluded. That would be a significant culfural and 
diplomatic default, a confession, in essence, that the 
United Stales cannot sustain a coherent culfural pol­
ky. 

Last December. the already fragile system for 
choosing American artists for international exhibi­
tions br~)ke down completely . The two nonprofit 
partners - the Pew Charitable Trusts and the 
Rockefell'er Foundation - pulled their funding, say­
ing they had other priorities. The National Endow­
ment for the Arts, which convenes the panel that 
-vetted artist nominatio1h,dropped out. That lcl'tthc 
State Dcpart111ent, which had authmized the devel­
opment (f plans to broaden the selection process. 
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TO: Doug Feith 

CC: Gen. Dick Myers 

Ju~ 
SUBJECT: IP AP Project 

fk> 
FOUO " ,,,,,.,--

~ £i) I A-T c.l{ ,,cr•cs,:/CC 
,._;: ......... ' .. ,:.:,:·:: 

August S, 2004 

x-d ffa1i rf J'? 
e1-1.r3 

The President of Georgia said that the IP AP project in NATO is being slowed 

down by France and Germany. 

Thanks. 

.. .-, :: . -~ . .• 

DHR:db 
0805044 

.....•........•••...•..•...................................•.•........... ~\~ ~~ 
Please respond by ,,..-. yv 

Upon removal of attachments 
this document becomee 

FOMfQ 

,~fl. 
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TO: 

CC: 

Bt1l Luti 

Gen. Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 

~ 
SUBJECT: MANPADissue 

t--o//t,1101'1 
~"4t/lJ 

- - . . . 

In the meeting with Ivanov, the subject came up about bow we could get 

agreement on the MANP AD issue. SQi,.tCQ!l:~ _sugg~ telling ~Aeh other 

whenever we sell any of th.ell! .~ anyone else. Why doesn't that work? . . . . .. ~ 

Thanks. 

DHR:dll 
0815()11. JO (u OCllllpllla').doc 

~~:~~~;::··········~~~~;~·································~~\~ 
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_____ ,,_:f:Qti.6 
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August 9 ,2004 

TO: Paul Butler 
VADM Jim Stavridis 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld JA. 
SUBJECT: Meeting on Who Receives Security 

Please set a meeting with Steve Cambone, Dick Myers, Paul Wolfowitz and me to 

discuss who receives security. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
5/3/04 USD(I) memo to SecDef re: Security 

DHR:dh 
080904·18 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ti/?/ 0 c./ __ _ 

FOUO 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Steve Cambone 

Paul Wolfowitz 

Donald Rumsfeld ').. 

Apri 1 16, 2004 

10:11 AM 

SUBJECT: Attached 

Look at the attached. It shows that people have some security depending on threat 

level. 

l would like to know what security they actually have had during the last 12 

months, by month, and what they thought the threat level was. 

See the attached. 

Thanks. 

DHR/azn 
041604.01 

StR., 
l:r4 l~Al>J>~K JIJQvtttE..D A&>~ 

THIS StJOUfLAlc.6. so I ~Hf 
yo<A. ,v1,ty ~E-E.D ~a 1tJ~~"'notJ 

A!, ~E,U-. Oru '1tNA'- t.E~~ 
A"J'TAG.HS..D. t.,t~'raD AT1Ac..~W\£tJT 

se.11,~o. 
\1~£)tl_ ~~ e.tJZo 

'/v\ 
Atlach:Attachment B, Jin/oMemo to Cambone fromDUSD-CJ&S Re: Protective 

Service Operations 

Please respond by: _______ ~-+k_J __________ _ 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

INTELLIGENCE 

/~l C .. /d6el:. -
/2-' I '.f t,.-e4. -
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Prepared by: Col Kevin Jacobsen, ODUOI&~ 
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IN'TEi.LIGENCE 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
5000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301 ·5000 

MAY - 3 2004 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: STEVECAMBONi&c-

SUBJECT: Protective Service Operations 

• This responds to your question (Tab B), "I would like to know what seeurity they 
actually had during the last 12 months, by month, and what they thought the 
threat level was" concemin,g protective service operations conducted by each 
Mi J itary Department (Service). 

• Each Service reported data (Tab A), by month that reflects the total number of 
personnel used to provide personal protection to each protectee. Personal 
protection is provided by special agents (A) and when applicable are supported by 
drivers, ad1ninistrative, and military police, which we call "support'' (S). 

• In the Services' report, each of the last 12months is color-coded to showthe 
threat level as determined by the responsible Services' field com1nanders. 

• Determining a threat to an individual while lacking a specific and credible 
threat information is subjective. The overall threat levels published by DIA. 
Department of Homeland Security, and COCOMs are taken into 
consideration, however the following ,u-e other factors field conunanders 
consider when detem1ining the overaJI threat: 

o Terrorism (kidnapping, assassination) 
o Criminal activities (kidnapping for ransom, assault or murder) 
o Civil disobedience (embarrassment of activities by demonstrators) 
o Wtong place-, wrong time (natural disaster, victim ofanother' s 

accident) 
o Association and/or proximity to another threatened person (colJateral 

effects) 

Prepared by: Col Kevin Jacobsen, 0DU0I&S), __ !<b_)(_6) __ 
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• When the Services reported threat level for each month, they used the 
following general criteria: 

o LOW: No significant threat to protec.tee or the protectee is not 
exposed to the general population. 

o MEDIUM: General information, which shows the protectee may be 
targeted, based on his/her position or the protectee is exposed to the 
environment where the terrorist or criminal threat level is assessed as . 
medium. 

o HlGH: Credible and specificinformation that shows the protectee is 
targeted and/or the protectee is exposed to an environment where the 
terrorist or criminal threat level is assessed at high or critical. 

• TAB (C) was previously provided to you and is attached for backgroundL 

COORDINATION: DUSD (CI&S); Army CID; Air Force OSI; Navy NCIS 

Prepared by: Col Kevi.n Jacobsen, ODUSD (CI&S)j~(b_)(_6) _ _.. 
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Threat Levels: 
Low - Green 
Medium - Yellow 
High- Red 

Position 
Sec of Defense 

• Metro 
Travel 
Total 

s t to Secoers Fam 
De Sec of Def 

CJCS 

VCJCS 

SEC ARMY** 
CSA 

VCSA** 
Gen Franks RE 

ARMY LED PROTECTION 
OSD/JCS Principals have Agent Only Details 

A= Agent 
S = support 

Mar-03 Apr-03 Mav-03 Jun-03 Jul-03 Aun-03 S.ep--03 Oct-03 Nov-03 Dec-03 Jan-04 Feb-04 Mar-04 

1-----+-----+---+----+---....,._ __ 

Metrol-----+-----1---+----+-~-+----=---t-~~---t--=-=---t-~-=-----t--~--t----::-::.----1 
Travell-----+-----1---4----+-~-~--=--+~~---+--=-+-~~-+--::-::---+----=-~--1 
Total 

AMB Bremer** 
SHA.PE 
USAREUR ••• 

. OEP EUCOM CDR 
NATO U.S. Re 
KFOR 
SFOR 
CG CFLCC 
DCG CFLCC 
VCor 
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Total: 7/S-325 A-47/S-3 I 

JCS Metro Mi . 
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Threat Levels: 
Low- Green 
Medium-Yellow 
High- Red 

Tra I 
Total 

NAVY LED PROTECTION 

A-1 
A-3 

11-L-0559/0SD/45638 

A-1 

-1 

A-5 A-5 

A-5 A-5 

A =Agent 
S = Support 

Feb-04 Mar-04 

A-1 

A-1 

A-8 A-8 A-8 
-9 

A-8 A-17 

A-5 

A-5 



Position 

Ja an 
COMSEVENTHFL T 
Travel Su ort 
Total 

CPA BASRAH 
CPA HILLAH 
Total 

Jul-03 Aun-03 Sep.OJ Oct-03 Nov-03 Dec-03 Jan-04 

A-1 

A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 

.... ................ .... 
A-1 A-3 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-3 A-5 A-3 A-1 

11-L-0559/0SD/45639 

Feb-04 Mar-04 

A-1 
A-2 
A-3 

A-1 
A-2 
A-3 

A-2 



1 nrear Leve1s: 
Low- Green 
Medium- Yellow 
High- Red 

Positi n 
SECAF 
USECAF 
C 
VCSAF 
USAFE 
NORTHCOM 

Chief of Defense (ChoD) 
Philippines 

Military of Defense(MoD) 
Vietnam 
NATO Ministerial 
Global Air Commander 
Conference 
Micfdle Eastern Air 
Symposium 

ota 

AIR FORCE LED PROTECTION 
A= Agent 

AF Principals have Agent Only Details 

A-35 

A-20 A-20 

A-43 A-52 A-4 
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Threat Levels: 
No color code 
annotated: Threat 
level ~ assessed by 
lead PSO agency 

Position 
President of the U.S 

Vice President of the U.S 
Sec Def 
Deputv Sec Def 
CJCS 
VCJCS 
CENTCOM 
Deputy CENTCOM 
SOUTHCOM 
J5SOUTHCOM 
U.S. Ambassador to 
Ecuador 
US Naval Forces 
SOUTHCOM 
US Naval Forces 
Europe/CC 
Secretarv of Enerav 
Chief, US Military Training. 
CENTCOM 
President of Latvia 
US SECDEF for Policy 
usss 

Total 

Mar-03 Anr-03 Mav-03 
A-3 A-1 

A-1 

A-2 

A-1 A-1 A-1 

A-4 A·3 A-3 

AIR FORCE SUPPORT TO 
OTHER AGENCY LED'PROTECTION 

Jun-03 Jul-03 Aua-03 Sec-03 Oet-03 Nov-03 Oec-0~ 
A·2 A-4 A-2 

A-7 
A-4 A-4 A-4 

A-3 A-3 A-4 A-4 
A-5 A-4 A-4 

A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 A-1 
A-2 

A-2 
A-1 

A-1 A-1 

A-1 

A-2 

A-4 A-4 A-4 A-4 A-4 A-4 

A-7 A-13 A-10 A-6 A-13 A•27 /A-19 

11-L-0559/0SD/45641 

A =Agent 

Jan-04 Feb-04 Mar-04 
A-4 

A-6 A-5 
A-2 

A-5 A-6 A-4 
A-4 A-4 A-4 
A-4 
A-1 A-1 A-1 

A-3 

A-2 A-1 
A-1 

A-1 
A-8 A-3 A-4 

A-33 A-21 A-20 



~ 

' 
\, f / \ .... \r ~ . l "\ 

\f! .,l" 

US Army Criminal Investigation Command 

Positim I acaUon ~ '& 12f SA Miliia~ eolice seI 
Sec of Defense World Wide Sec Rumsfeld 22 0 
Dep Sec of Def World Wide Sec Woitowitz 14 0 
CJCS World Wide Gen Meyers 7 0 
VCJCS World Wide Gen Pace 8 0 
Sec Army World Wide Act Sec Brownlee• 0 fulltime 0 
CSA World Wide Gen Schoomaker 2 0 
VCSA World Wide Gen Casey 0 fulltime 0 
CENTCOM (RET) World Wide Gen Franks (Ret) 1 0 
SHAPE World Wide Gen Jones 10 0 
USAREUR World Wide Gen Bell 1 8 
DEP EUCOM CDR Europe GenWald 43u• 

NATOU.S. Rep NATO LTG Kinnan 15 
KFOR KFOR TF FALCON 1•• 11** 
SFOR SFOR COMSFOR 1•• 13 •• 

CG CFLCC CENTCOM L TG McKiernan 1·· 12° 
DCG CFLCC CENTCOM MG Speaks 1•• 10** 
V Corps CDR CENTCOM LTG Sanchez 1** 15** 
Ill Corps CDR CENTCOM LTG Metz 1 .. 10** 
CG, CFC-A AFGAHNISTAN LTGBarno 1•• 12** 
CG, CJTF-180 AFGAHNIST AN BG(P) Austin 1·· 15** 
C, OMC-A AFGAHNISTAN MGWastin 1·· 10** 
CPA Augmentation ITO CPA 27 120"* 
Metro Team/Residence CONUS Principals 1-4 49 0 
Travel Team World Wide Principals 1-7 19 0 
ATOIC Pentagon 3 0 
• Will change with new SEC Army Total PSU SA· 174 Total MPSPT- 286 

0 BMM and only while deployed 
... Also performs residence and installation security and travel team 

Air Force Office of Special Investigations 
Position I ccation Name 11. 121 SA Miliia~ folice SfI 
USAFE Ramstein AFB Gen Fogelsong 9 By Threat Level 
NORTHCOM Peterson AFB Gen Eberheart 4 2 Auth/1 Assigned 
SECAF Andrews AFB Hon Sec Roche 2 By Threat Level 
Dep SECAF Andrews AFB Hon Sec Teets By Threat Level 
CSAF Andrews AFB Gen Jumper 2 By Threat Level 
VSAF Andrews AFB Gen Moseley By Threat Level 
CENTCOM Mac Dill AFB Gen Abizaid 1 By Threat Level 
AFMC/CC Wright-Patterson Gen Martin 1 By Threat Level 
ACC/CC Langley AFB Gen Homburg 1 By Threat Level 
AMC/CC Scott AFB Gen Handy By Threat Level 
AFSOC/CC Mac Dill AFB Gen Hester 1 By Threat Level 
AFSPC/CC Peterson AFB Gen Lord 1 By Threat Level 
PACAF/CC Hickham AFB Gen Begert 1 By Threat Level 
AETCICC Randolph AFB Gen Cook 1 By Threat Level 
CPA Baghdad, Iraq 14 By Threat Level 

TOTAL SA 41 

2 
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Naval Criminal Investigative Service 
Position 
SECNAV 
CNO 
Cmdt Marine Corps 
NCISHO 
COMUSNAVEUR 
COMSIXTHFL T 
DEPGONCAOC 
COMPAC 
COMPACFLT 
COMSEVENTHFL T 
COMFIFTHFL T 
Counter Intel 
Travel/CPA Support 

Location &amt 1i of St\ Additioaal SEI 
Washington D.C. Hon Engla111d 5 By Threat Level 
Washington D.C. ADM Clark 3 By Threat Level 
Washington D.C. GEN Hagee 3 By Threat Level 
Washington D.C. 6 
Naples, Italy ADM Johnson 10 By Threat Level 
Gaeta, Italy VADM Ulrich 3 By Threat Level 
Larissa, Greece 3 By Threat Level 
Hawaii ADM Fargo 1 By Threat Level 
Hawaii ADM Doran 1 By Threat Level 
Yokosuka, Japan VADM Willard 1 By Threat Level 
Bahrain VADM Nichols 1 By Threat Level 
CENTCOMAOR 20 USMC 
World Wide/lr.aq 44 

TOTAL.SA 101 

TOTAL DOD SA 31S TOTALSPT· 286 (+) 

MAJ Oliver Rose/CI OP-OP (b)(6) ---------APPROVED BY: COLPalgutt.._(b __ )(_6) __ ----J 

3 

11-L-0559/0SD/45643 



FOUO 

August 9, 2004 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld )"' 

SUBJECT: VOA Broadcasts to Iran 

Here is a memo from Seth Cropsey and the U.S. International Broadcasting 

Bureau broadcasts to Iran. 

Please take a look at it and get back to me with your suggestions. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
7/14/04 Cropsey memo to SecDef 

DHR:dh 
080904-17 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ! / ~ 7 / 0 Y 
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Broadcasting Board of Covernars 

INTERNATIONAL BROADCASI1NG BUREAU 

MEMORANDUM for SECDEF 

IBB DIREC!OR 

FROM: Seth Cropsey, Director, U.S. International Broadcasting Bureau 
SUBJ: Voice of America Broadcasts to Iran 
14 July •04 

This memo responds to yol.lI request of 8 June for information about VOA's Persian 
langllage television broadcasts. 

VOA Television to Iran 
VOA inaugurated a one-half hour daily primetime television news program, News & 
Views, in July 2003. The new program brought to six the number of hours that VOA 
broadcasts on television to Iran per week, (vice Iran's four 24/7 intemational TV 
broadcast operations); all VOA TV broadcasts to Iran are transmitted via satelhte. The 
Iranian government admits that there are about tbree million households that can receive 
television signals through satellite dishes. Our research places the figure at 
approximately 15 percent of the adult population or nearly seven million households: 
satellite broadcasts are a highly effective way of reachlng the Iranian people. 

News & Views offers a mixture of international: regional, and local news geared to its 
auclience's interests, as well as current affairs programming addressed to viewers' oft­
stated thirst for infonnation about bu.man rights, democracy. and civil society. 

Iraoian Response 
Over the previous mo.nth and in addition to its regular news stories, News & Views 
featured an interview with Justice Sandra Day O'Connor who told how her appointment 
by President Reagan as the first female Supreme Coun justice "opened many doors to 
women in the U.S. and the rest of the world." Other features included an interview from 
London with a joumalist and dissident recently released from an Iranian prison who 
argued that the U.S. mission in Iraq helps guarantee peace aod stability in the regjon as it 
promotes democratic change. The ruling mullahs• fear of these broadcasts is dear. A 
panel discussion on the future of democracy that med the first week in July featured 
participation by phone from Tehran of a young woman who is the spokesman for a group 
called "Women For Democracy." The police arrested hi:r and her mother less than a day 
after the broadcast aired. 

In the absence of other accurate and relevant Persian-language television news broadcasts 
News & Views established a large audience immediately. A telephone poll conducted 
kss than two months after the program went on the air Jast summer detemuned the 
audience at about 13 percent of the viewing public. Since then, the program has received 
similar phone poll results of over 17 percent. 

News & Views is a solid and established TV news program that receives a tremendous 
volume of email from its growing audience-and shares representative emails with its 
viewers thus establishmg a dialogue among Iranians who are unhappy with their rulers 
and have no ocher means of communicating this dissatisfaction wilh fellow citi2cms. A 

330 Cndepender.ee Avenue, SN Wash~()n. DC 20237 
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recent email asked 'why VOA couldn't air more emails from other listeners on the air?' 
The answer is that VOA doesn1t have the funds to broadcast more than a daily half hour 
news program. 

What Is to Be Done? 
The purpose of this memo is to a.sk your assistance in securing the approxiniately $10 
million it would take to increase News & Views to a three-hour daily program of news 
and current affans programming for a single year. The expanded show would cover in­
depth such subjects as the extraordinary corruption of the ruling mullahs, their diversion 
ofhanian taxpayers' revenue to finance international terrorism, the lessons of east and 
central Europe in throwing off the commWii&t yoke; and extensive reporting on women's 
issues, separation of church and state, and the different forms of democratic governance 
that emails from our audience make it clear they desperately want. 

The precedent exists for the transfer of DoD funds to international broadcasting in the 
assistance DoD provided-in approximately the same amount-to build and install radio 
transmitters in Afghanistan following the defeat of the Taliban. This assistance was 
highly successful. It increased the security of our deployed forces, and of the U.S. in the 
same way that longer and more in-depth broadcasts to Iran would divert that country's 
rulers' sponsorship of terror 3Ild efforts in Ira.q while it helped advance the cause of 
democracy in Iran. 

A specific and detailed plan for increasing TV news and current affairs programming to 
Iran from its current leve1 of one-half hour daily to three hours each day appears 
immediately below. The costs arc annual. 

iV Requirements 
Salaries 
AP Graphics 
Acquired Video 
Regional News Feeds 
Transmission and Remotes 
Overtime 
Subtotal 

Persian Service Requirements: 
Salaries 
Overseas stringers 
Domestic stringers 
Travel 
Telephone Toll 
Simultaneous Translators 
Office Supplies 
Misc expenses 
Other Contractual Services 
Subtotal 

$2,386.088 
$40,000 

$200,000 
$100,000 
$500,000 
$100,000 

$3,326,088 

$2,377,000 
$150.000 
$50,000 

$200,000 
$10,000 

$100,000 
$30,000 
$20,000 
$50,000 

$2,987,000 

2 
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IBB 
Satellite Transmission services 
Research 
Advertising 
Subtotal 

One Time Costs: 
Graphic Equipment 
Edit Suites Equipment 
Open/Sets 
Avstar Licenses 
VJ Equipment 
Minicam Cameras 
Cairo Polycom 
Library Shelving 
Furniture/Computers 
Subtotal 
Total Requirements for FY'04 

Conclusion 

$2,300,000 
$50,000 

$100,000 
$2,450,000 

$230,000 
$175,000 
$100,000 

$45,000 
$200,000 

$80,000 
$30,000 
$75,000 

$350,000 
$1,285,000 

$10,048,088 

Bernard Lewis observes lhat Ayatollah Khomeini's spoken words communicated directJy 
to Iran by phone and by cassettes was the first electro:lically engineered revolution in 
history. U.S. international broadcasting also reaches the Iranian people directly. 

Both ratings and audience response in the fonn of email, phone calls, and letters from 
Iran to the Persian language service here in Washington show lhat Iranians are watclung 
VOA's broadcasts because they are meaningful to their lives. To quote again from 
VOA's Iranian viewers, Mohammad A's email from Tehran of 31 May swns the 
audience response best: "We do not have credible and trustworthy media in Iran and all 
the media is censored. You are now cru.T)'111g a very signific.1nt responsibility and you are 
the hope of the Iranian youth." 

We have an experienced and invigorated management structure in place; the modest pla.'1 
oullined. above responds both to the Uruted States' need to address the lranian audience, 
and the latter's clearly expressed desire for more progr.unming th~t offers hope for a freer 
and democratic furure. AU we ask is for the means. 

3 
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Bmatlcasting Board of Govenwrs 

INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTL.\TG BUREAU 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR 
330 Independence Avenue, SW 

Room 3300 
Washington, DC 20237 

Phone: 202-619-1088; Facsimile 202-401-1327 

DATE 7'll.f-O~ NO. OF PAGES (including cover sheet). ___ _ 

TO THE ATTENTION OF: {b)(6) 

(b)(6) 

FAX NUMBER: -

FROM: INTERNATIONAL BROADCASTING BUREAU 
DIRECTOR'S OFFICE: 

C0rv1MENTS: 

~(J(ll 

r 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE l 

the documents acc.ompmyiog thit fusimilc transmission may contain confidenti~ inforrDation, I 
which ii lcg:a.U_y privi~eced .. T~c ~aformation it i~tende~ only for _use of the recipient na.mtd above. JI \ 
you have received tb,s f.acs1mtlt 10 error. pleut 11nmcd1ately notify us by telephone to arrange for 
return of tbe original docudlctHS tc u.s. You :.i.re bettby notified that aoy disclosure, copying. f 

J dinributioo, or U.kipg of any actioa ia reli1nce ou the contenu of this facsimile i~fonn:dion is strictly ' I prohibited. 

I If you do not rereite alt pages) pteas.e call (Z02) Gl9·1088 ASAP. 

S30 Independence Avo?nue. SW 
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TO: 

FROM: 

V ADM Jim Stavridis 

Donald Rumsfeld 

7 ') ,;;.:~) 
Y" 

fOUO 

SUBJECT: Reducing Troop Numbers 

August 9 ,2004 

Please set a meeting for the Joint Staff, Policy and me to go over this paper that 

shows where we have troops around the world. I would like to get those numbers 

down. 

I would like them to come in with suggestions on how to do it. 

Thanks. 

Allach. 
7 /7 /04 Joint Staff Paper re: US Overseas Troops 

DHR:dh 
080904-21 
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Augmt 13. 2004 

TO: Paul Butler 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld t'l)i\.. 
SURJF:CT: CIA On-Campus Recruiting 

Please find out how many colleges prohibit CIA from recruiting on campus and 

for how many years that has been the case-when it first started during the 

Vietnam War, etc. I may want to use it in my testimony. 

Thllnks. 

OIIR:dh 
0Hll04,I) (U oompu1<r)du< 
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Please respond by __ ....;8;;../~1_&,._/_o ..... tf.__ ______ _ 
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Butler, Paul, CIV, OSD 

From: Chu, David, CIV, OSD-P&R 
Monday, August 16,200410:22 AM 
Butler, Paul, CIV, OSD 

Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 

Wellock, Stephen rvt., CAPT; OSD-P&R 
RE: SecDef snowflake 

Paul: 

Here1s~latest bulletin: '1Forthe last20 years, no college campuses ... denied access to CIA recruiting. 
During the Viet~ndful ... wouldn't allow recruiting on campus ... but those colleges didn't preclude CIA from 
setting up shop in local hotels" off-campus. 

Bottom line: I don't think this is an important explanation of our shortfalls, but would be glad to pursue further, 
especially if SECDEF has some spe.cifics that .allow a more sophisticated line of inquiry {e.g., there could have been subtle 
pressures whose de facto effect was to discourage young Americans from considering the Agency). 

David 

-·---Original Message----
From: Butler, Paul, CIV OSD 
Sent: Monday, August 16,2004 9:47 AM 
To: Chu, David, CIV, OSD-P&R 
Subject: RE: SecDef snowflake 

Thanks. I think it is very important that we look into the past. The point is to draw out the fact that there are lots of 
reasons why H UMI NT deteriorated so the historical information is very relevant. Thanks 

-----Original Message-----
From: Chu, David, CIV, 050-P&R 
Sent: Monday, August 16,2004 8:52 AM 
To: Butler, Paul, CIV, 0SD 
Cc: Wellock, Stephen M, CAPT, OSD-P&R 
Subject: RE: SecDef snowflake 

Paul: 

First check with !(b )(6) f s t1at CIA does NOT face recruiting barriers on college campuses. He's 
double-checking, however. Sometlmesa campus will ask CIA to adjust its schedule to avoid confrontationwith 
other events, but that's the extent of any problem he knows about 

As he pursues his due diligence, I've asked him to see if1here was indeed a problem in the past, when it 
occurred. etc. 

Hope this helps. 

David 
-----Origi'nal Message--

From: Butler, Paul, CIV, OSO 
Sent:. Monday, AuguS't 16,2004 8:22 Atv1 
'Ib: Chu, David, CIV, OSO-P&R . 
Subject: RE: SecDef snowflake 

Thanks so much. 

-----Original Messag6"--
From: Chu, David, CIV, OSD-P&R 
Sent: Monday, August 16,2004 8:17 AM 
'Ib: Bu11er, Paul, CIV, C6D; Abell, Charles S., CIV, OSD-P&R 
cc: Plata, Nancy 0, GIi/, OSD·P~R; Wellock, Stephen M, CAPT, OSD-P&R 
Subject: RE, SecDef snowflake 

1 
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Paut 

I'll call the CIA Chief Human Capital Officer,l ... (b .... )(.._6.._) _ _.! in a few minutes to secure. 

David 

P.S, to Nancy: Please get me phone number and see if he's available at 8:45. 

----Original Message----· 
From: Butler, Paul, CIV, OSD 
Sent: Sunday, August 15,2004 12:47 FM 
'lb: Ou, David, CIV, OSD·P&R; Abell, Charles S., CIV, OSD-P&R 
Subject: SecDef snowflake 

Sec Def sent snowflake from the plane asking about how many colleges prohibit CIA from recruiting on 
campus and for how many years that has been the case, when did itforst start (Vietnam war era), etc. 
Needs it tomorrow (Monday) since he may want to use in his testimony. I know we provbably keep 
this for the military. Any ideas how I go about finding this type of data? 

2 
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TO: 

cc: 

Larry Di Rita 

Mary Clai~urphy 

FOUO 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Invitees to CPA Function 

August 15,2004 

When we have the function for the CPA and Ambassadors from the coalition 

countries at our house, let's include Margaret Tutwiler, Reuben Jeffery, Larry Di 

Rita, and some of the other people who served in Baghdad. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
081504-1 (ts cornputer).doc 
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Please respond by ___ q ___________ _ 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

Doug Feith 

Paul Wolfowitz 

FOUO 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ • 
SUBJECT: Russian-Baltic Border Issues 

August 1S, 2004 

In the meetings with Russian MoD Ivanov, the subject came up of some border 

infringements by NA TO aircraft along the Bahics. When I talk to the people from 

the Baltics, they claim the Russians are infringing on their border. 

It seems to me that we ought to encourage NATO to consider the kind of 

arrangements we have with the Russians, whereby there is a protocol and there are 

established procedures, so neighbors can live together as good neighbors, rather 

than fussing at each other. 

Please come back to me with a proposal. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
081S04-7 (ts oomputer).doc 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Bill Luci 

Gen. Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 

FOUO 

Donald Rumsfeld )fl 
SUBJECT: Nuclear Safety Visit 

August 15, 2004 

'f.ot/otlo'/o 
E{ -o'/90 

/) <? /'??o 

Who is going to follow up on the point the Russians brought up about having them 

do a reciprocal visit on nuclear safety with a NATO country, probably us? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
081504-9(ts computer).doc 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY' OF DEFENSE 
2900 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-2900 

INFOMEMO 
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 

P'OLICV 
DepSecDe. 

USID(II, . 91 2004 
.011040 

ES-0490 

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE / ,~' O / 
FROM: Mira R. Ricardel , ASD/ISP (,Acting)~V AUG 2 6 2004 

SUBJECT: Response to Questions About Nuclear Safety Visit 

• You asked, "who is going to follow up on the point the Russians brought up about 
having them do a reciprocal visit on nuclear safety wjth a NATO country, probably us?" 

• The person responsible for this issue is Dr. Dale Klein, Assistant to the Secretary for 
Nuclear, Chemical and Biological Defense Programs. 

• Dr. Klein' s office is now working to develop a proposal for a reciprocal NATO 
nuclear accident/incident response :exercise, and plans to discuss this matter with O 
officials from the UK and France. ~ 

0 
Prepared by: Dave Shillin~. OSD/!SP!SP&t!(b)(6) 11-L-0.559/0SD/45657 
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COORDINATION 
On 

SecDef Snowflake on Nuclear Safety Visit 
18 August 2004 

DASO (Forces Policy) John Rood 

Principal Director (Forces Policy) Mark Schneider 

Director (NATO and Theater Strike) David Shilling 

11(. 'il/19/(lf/ 

MP> f/l~/07/ 
£#<J ifi1 l()'f 

fwrwqh{f; d.· I,, 
/J..G#rf"~ 

Deputy ATSD for Nuclear Matters Steve Henry 
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POUO 
r .. \t 
~ August 15, 2004 

TO: Bill Luti 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'yJl_ 
SUBJECT: More Info for Cable on Ukraine 

For the cable on Ukraine, I talked to the MoD in the car about free and fair 

elections after bringing it up with Kuchma earlier. 

Let's also remember that I mentioned to them the possibility of their helping with 

protecting the UN and training and equipping Iraqi security forces. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
081S04-14 (ts compuCer).doc 
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TO: VADM Jim Stavridis 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Jlt 
SUBJECT: Checklist for papers 

!'l@j 

-1-0UO" 

August 16,2004 

Please talk to GEN Craddock about how we are supposed to handle trips in terms 

of getting a checklist of thank you notes, taskers. outgoing cables, and a key list of 

action items. 

There is a format for this, and apparently you did not have it. I would like you to 

get it and sec if we can get back into the rhythm. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
081604-9 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 8/vt:> / D '{: 

FOUO 
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TO: 

FROM: 

VADM Jim Stavridis 

Donald Rumsfeld "}~-

FOUO 

SUBJECT: Cables and Thank You Notes 

August 16,2004 

In the future, I need to get the cables and thank you notes faster. Saving them 

until the last leg (when we're doing the SYTCs and I have to read all the material 

Steve Cam bone has sent)just doesn't work. If they do them the same day and get 

them in on a 5-6 day trip like that, I can easily deal with all of them. 

The day we arrived home I didn't have a chance to read the last chunk of them, 

and then we headed right into a very busy week. It's not a good way to do it; let's 

get it fixed. If that means someone has to mi~oing to a function (to a castle, 

dinner, palace, etc.), then that's what it means:"we have so many people along on 

the trips so they can trade off responsibilities. 

We need to have a checklist - who is assigned which cables so they get them done 

on time. In the future, let's put a deadline on them. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
081604·1 

...............................................•....................•... , 
Please respond by -----------

FOUO 
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TO: SECDEF 16 August 2004 

FROM: VADMJIM STAVIUDIS 

SUBJ: TRIP CHECKLIST and MEMO TO THE PRESIDENT 

I. Sir, I spoke with GEN Craddock today, and he provided me a copy of 
the trip checklist you mentioned. The senior Policy representative on 
each trip is responsible to construct a detailed matrix for each trip that 
shows who is responsible for each product and give them hard 
deadlines for each of the products - cables, thank you, Presidential 
memo, and so forth. Twill persona11y track this and ensure they do 
what is required to get the material in each day so there is not a large 
drop at the end of the trip. 

2. I've also spoken with leadership in Policy to re-emphasize that they 
need to get these products into us in a timely fashion. 

3. On the memo for the President, clearly the speechwriter is not the 
right person to draft this important document. I will ensure that 
henceforth an appropriate "substance person" is assigned the task, and 
will pay particular personal attention to its development and drafting. 
We'I1 get you a quality product in a more timely fashion on future 
trips. 

Very respectfully, 

11-L-0559/0SD/45662 
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August 16, 2004 

TO: Steve Cambone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 

SUBJECT: Senate Select Committee's Iraq assessment 

I just finished reading the conclusions of the Senate Select Committee on 

Intelligence in their pre-war assessment on Iraq. 

It presents a number of conclusions critical of the intelligence community. To the 

extent that any of the conclusions apply to intelligence community activities 

involving DOD, please get involved to see that whatever deficiencies may exist 

are rectified and any other appropriate actions are taken. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Select Corrunittee on Intelligence Report 

DHR:ss 
081604-7 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by Cf/ 1 O / o 'I 
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INSPECTOR GENERAL 
CEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

400 ARMY NAVY DRIVE 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22202-4704 

INFOMEMO 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Joseph E. Schmitz, Inspector Gene 

........ . , . -

~!°;"' ~f r·- ~ ,, lJ.J ' """ • H "' 

•· • • , I 

December- 1, 2004 5:30 pm 

• After you suggested yesterday that we should be looking not only at Department of 
Defense contracts that might have been tainted by Darleen A. Druyun but also by 
any other Hcrimi11als" associated with Ms. Druyun, the General Counsel volunteered 
that The Boeing Company, Incorporated, (Boeing) has also been "pat1ially debarred'' 
from government contracting as a result of criminal al1egations. Attached. for your 
convenience, is a brief description of this matter, which was included with my 
October 8,2003, Quarterly Update to you. 

• Following is a brief summary of my Office' s involvement in that matter. Even 
before receiving your "snowflakeHof yesterday, I had already instructed my staff to 
share whatever information we can with the Acting Undersecretary of Defense 
(AT &L), who agreed yesterday to address your concerns about contracts tainted by 
any other 1'criminals'~ associated with Ms. Druyun. 

• Since September 5,2002, the Defense Criminal Investigative Service,joindy with 
the Air Force Office of Spccia1 Investigations and the National Aeronaµtics and 
Space Administration Office of Inspector General, have been investigating 
a11egations that Boeing used Lockheed Martin Corporation' sproprietary documents 
to successfully bid on Air Force contracts for the Evolved Expendable Launch 
Vehicle program. On July 24,2003, the Air Force suspended (a temporary measure 
short of debarment) three Boeing divisions and three fonner Boeing employees from 
govemmcntcontracting. The affected Boeing divisions ai-e the Launch Systems 
Division, Chicago, TL; Boeing Launch Services, Chicago, IL; and the Dc1ta 
Programs Division, Huntington Bea.ch, CA. To date, the divisions arc still under 
suspension, and the investigation continues. 

• .1 will respond more fully to your ''snowflake" within the time you requested 
(1/13/05). 

Attachment: As stated. 
cc: Acting USD (AT &L); General Counsel 

Prepared By: Charles W. Beardall, Acting Deputy Inspector Gcnera1J(b)(6) 

FOROFfi'JCIALUSRONLY -----

11-L-0559/0SD/45664 
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INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

400 ARMY NAVY DRIVE 
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22202-4704 

FOR:. SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

FROM: Joseph E. Schmitz,Ins 

SUBJECT: Inspector Geneml Quarterly 

October 8,2003, 11:30 a.m. 

September 2003) 

• Attached at Tab A is a summary of Fourth Quarter FY 2003 significant 
accomplishments of the Office of Inspector General. 

• Over the course of the last qua.tier I provided 13 Info Memos in lieu of one­
on-one briefings whenever there was a need to brief you on IG issues. A 
summary is at Tab B. 

• At the request of the Vice Chainnan of the President's Council on Integrity 
and Efficiency, I drafted a resolution to commemorate the 25th anniversary 
of the enactment of the Inspector General Act of 1978, signed into law on 
October 12, 1978, which has been introduced in the House (H. J. Res. 70) 
by Chairman Tom Davis. House Committee on Government Reform 
(Tab C), and in the Senate (S. l Res. 18) by Chairwoman Susan Collins, 
Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs (Tab D). 

• We held our 15th Annual A wards. Luncheon on September 25 ,2003. It 
was my privilege to honor those members of the OlG team who set the bar 
11very much higher'1 than the high standards of performance we enforce. 
We were also honored to have Dan Gable as our guest speaker. T have 
already provided your front office a video of his remarks. 

COORDINATION: None 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared by: Joseph E. Schrni~ .... ~b-)(_6) ___ _ 
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• JG Support to the Combatant Commanders: 

o The Inspector General and his four Deputies met with the Joint Forces Command 
(JFCOM) Deputy Commander and staff to review possibilities for partnering. 
They requested IG support evaluating manpower allocation and acquisition plans, 
updating Combatant Command IG policy. and formulating a joint IG trnining 
curriculum. We return in October to scope projects and plan the way forward. 

• Improved Financial Performance: 

o As part of the Department's goal to achieve a favorable audit opinion on the 
FY2007 DoD financial statements, the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) 
issued a memorandum to the Services and Defense Agencies to prepare 
comprehensive mid-range financial improvement plans which wi11 be used as a 
roadmap for achieving a favorable audit opinion. The Comptroller also directed 
the OIG. DoD to plan for the increased internal and contract audit resources to 
meet the FY2007 goal. Reprogramming of about $184M from the Military 
Departments and Defense Agencies to the OIG, DoD is planned forFY2004; 
about 96% of the total is for contract support to achieve the 2007 goal. 

• OJG Transfonnation: 

o The Office of the Chief of Staff restructured combining administration, 
information management, comptroller, and security into a single robust entity. 
The Deputy Inspector General for Intelligence transitioned two audit teams (14 
auditors) to Intelligence and Thomas Gimble was named as the Assistant Inspector 
General for Intelligence. The Deputy Inspector General for Inspections arxl Policy 
established the Inspections and Evaluations Directorate. Initially the directorate 
will focus on the sexual climate at the Military Academies, human trafficking, 
support to Combatant Commands and Joint IG doctrine and training. 

o We promulgated fournew OIGpolicy memoranda on the following subjects: 
"Leadership Assist Visits (Rev.)"; "Release of OIG Reports Containing Privacy 
Act Protected Information 11

; "Order of Inspector General Succession (Rev, I) 11
; 

and "Robust Leadership Development and Succession Planning." 

• Results of Major Criminal Investigations: 

o Enaam Amaout of Benevolence International Foundation was sentenced to 11 
years for defrauding donors by concealing that donations were used to supp01t 
terrorist groups. 

o Former Boeing employees were indicted for theft of trade secrets from Lockheed 
Martin involving Evolved ExpendableLaunch Vehicle 

11-L-0559/0SD/45666 
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August 17 ,2004 

TO: Steve Cam bone 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1)~ 
SUBJECT: Note from EUCOM 

Please take a look at this note from EUCOM. and tell me what you think we ought 

to do about it. 

Thanks. 

Attach 
Note from EUCOM 

DHR:ss 
081704-4 

;,:~~~:· ~;.:;~:~ ~:· .... ~· r~·;i ~ ~ ..................................... . 

FOUO 
OSD 19326-04 
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FROM: COMEUCOM 16 AUG 04 

TO: SECCEF 

SECRETARY, 

I AM IN RECEIPT OF I\ISTRUCTIONS TO PROCEED WITH THE TEMPOR:zl.RY 
TRAI\SFER OF 87 PERSO\I\IEL, FOR UP TO ONE YEAR, TO AUGMENT THREE CENTCOM 
II\TELLIGENCE STAFFS. I HAVE CO::.JDUCTED AN ANALYSIS OF THE IMPACT OF SUCH 
A REDUCTION ON JAC MOLESWORTH AND ITS CRITICALLY IMPORTANT MISSIO::.JS I::.J 
SUPPORT OF OUR l\ATIONAL AND THEATER OBJECTIVES. I HAVE REQUESTEC A 
REVIEW OF THIS REQUIREME::.JT BY THE JOit\T STAFF PRIOR TO EXECUTING THIS 
DIRECTIVE, AND I HAVE BEEN INSTRUCTED TO COMPLY WITH THE DIRECTIVE 
PE::.JDING COMPLETION OF THE REQUESTED REVIE~'J. 

I AM WRITING TO VOICE W I\ITE\IT TO COMPLY AS REQUESTEC, BUT ALSO TO 
EXPRESS MY CO\ICERI\ WITH REGARD TO THE IMPACT OF SUCH A REDUCTION ON OUR 
CRITICAL MISSIO\I CAPABILITIES AT c1AC MOLESWORTH. WHE\I THIS REDUCTIOI\ IS 
IMPLEMENTED, WE t'li'ILL IIVIMEDIATELY HAVE TO TERMII\ATE ACTIVITIES FOR ONE 
YEAR II\ THE FOLLOWING AREAS: 

1. ALL TARGETING, TO Il\CLUDE BDA ANI> TIME SENSITIVE TARGETING 

2. ALL AIR TO AIR DEFENSE ANALYSIS 

3. ALL ORDER OF BATTLE MAINTENAI\CE 

4. LONG TERM THEATER STRATEGIC ESTIMATES 

~. ALL COU\ITRY STUCIES II\ 91 COU\ITRY AOR 

6. ALL EXERCISE SUPPORT 

FURTHER, WE WILL REDUCE THE FOLLOWING CAPABILITIES: 

1. I\I DEPTH POLITICAL-MILITARY ANALYSIS OF WESTER!\ EUROPE 

2. RUSSIA!\ MARITIME FOCUS 

3. COLLECTIOI\ M:zl.NAGEMEI\T 

THE NEGATIVE IMPACT CF THIS REDUCTION ON THIS THEATER WILL BE FELT 
I~ KEY AREAS UPON WHICH WE HAVE CCME TC DEPE~D FCR CWOT AND OTHER 
IMPORTAI\T ACTIVITIES. IT WILL SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCE THE EFFECTIVENESS OF 
JAC MOLES!r.JORTH AND OUR WARFIGHTING CAPABILITY ACROSS THE BOARD, TO 
It\CLUDE ONGOING SUPPORT TO OTHER COMBATANT COMMANDERS. THE SAME 
PERSONI\EL IDENTIFIED FOR THIS AUGMENTATION MISSIOI\ ARE ALREADY 
PROVICING SIGNIFICANT SUPPORT TO CE\ITCOM FOR BOTH OEF AND OIF VIA 
REACHBACK FOR II\ DEPTH Al\ALYSIS AND ANALYTICAL SUPPORT FROM JAC 
MOLESWORTH. A SY\IERGISTIC /\ND FOCUSED SUPPORT MISSIO\I, LEVERAGII\G THE 
FULL CAPABILITY OF THE JAC, SHOULD BE OF GREATER BE::.JEFIT TO THE GWOT 
AND TO CE::.JTCOM THAN A DISPERSAL OF THE SAME ASSETS. 

I REQUESTED RECONSIDERATION OF THIS REQUIREME::.JT, PRIOR TO 
EXECUTIOK, AS THERE CURRENTLY EXISTS 11 STANDII\G COMMANDS Al\D JTFS 
SUPPORTING OIF AND OEF, EACH HAVI::.JG AN ORGA.'.JIC INTELLIGE::.JCE STAFF. 1~ 

HOPE WAS THAT EFFORTS TO (:QN.SC.L::.;T?i:::::.r·_· -:-: :: :1•:zn:~c:: . ...::ir- PERHAPS EVEN 
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ELIMIKATE SOME OF THESE MULTIPLE STAFFS WOULD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE AKD 
ADVISABLE BEFORE IMPLEMENTING A REDUCTIOK OF THIS MAGNITUDE AT JAC, 
MOLESWORTH. 

M' RECENT VISIT TO ISR:zl.EL HIGHLIGHTED ISRAELI CONCER)J OVER THE 
RECE)JT UCP TR:zl.KSFER OF LEBA)JON AND SYRIA TO CENTCOM. THE IDF TS 
CONCERNED OVER THEIR RESULTIKG LACK OF ACCESS AND REPRESENTATIOK WITH 
CENTCOM ON Ml\TTERS PERTAINING TO THESE TWO COUKTRIES. I HAVE EXPLAINED 
THAT THE UCP "SEAMS" BETWEE::.J EUCOM AND CENTCOM ARE "SOFT", VICE RIGID 
LINES AND THAT WE ARE QUITE ABLE AND t'>JILLING TO BE INTERLOCUTORS WITH 
CENTCOM AND BACK ON MATTERS PERTAIKIKG TO LEBANOK A.~D SYRIA, IK EFFECT 
"REPRESENTING" CENTCOM FOR AND TO THEM. AS THEIR DESIRE IS TO DEVELOP 
GWOT INTELLTGE)JCE ON A BILATERAL BASTS EVE)J FURTHER, THIS IS ANOTHER 
REASO)J FOR ADDRESSIKG THE PENDI)JG .JAC MOLESWORTH REDUCTIONS WITH 
CAUTIO)J. 

FINALLY, WE ARE IN THE PROCESS OF ACHIEVING A BREAKTHROUGH OF SORTS 
WITH REGARD TO BUTLDT)JG THE FIRST NATO STRl\TEGIC TKTELLIGENCE 
CAPABILITY ADJACENT TO JAC, MOLESWORTH, WITH THE Il\"VALUABLE ASSISTAKCE 
OF JAC AND EUCOM PERSOKNEL. LACK OF ORGA.~IC INTELLIGE::.JCE HAS BEE::.J ONE 
OF NATO'S CLEAREST WEAK)JESSES FOR lv!ANY YEARS. CURREKT EFFORTS TO REMEDY 
THIS SHORTFALL ARE TRULY TR:zl.NSFORMATTO)JAL FOR THE ALLTA)JCE, AND ARE 
GENERATIKG ENTHUSIASM. AllJY SIGKIFICA.~T MANPOWER REDUCTION AT JAC WILL 
REDUCE OUR ABILITY TO BRI::.JG THIS EFFORT TO FRUITIO::.J, AT LEAST WITHIN 
CURREKT TIMELT)JES AKD ESTIMATES. 

I HAVE ADVISED THE CHAIRMA::.J, THE VICE CHAIRMAN, MD USD (I) OF MY 
CONCERNS. I OFFER THESE COMMENTS I::.J KEEPING WITH MY RESPOKSIBILITIES TO 
PROVIDE MY BEST MILITARY ADVICE WHEN APPROPRIATE AND NECESSARY. T)J MY 
VIEW, THIS IS SUCH A TIME. 

U)JLESS OTHERWISE INSTRUCTED, EUCOM WILL IMMEDIATELY IMPLEMENT THE 
DIRECTIVE ir.JE HAVE RECEIVED. 

VERY RESPECTFULLY, 
,JIM 
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August 18,2004 

TO: 

FROM: 

Steve Cam bone 

Donald Rumsf eld (;/{v 
SUBJECT: Mike DeLong's book 

Please contact Mike DeLong and be sure he clears his book for classified material. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
081804-3 

FOUO 
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MEMEORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

Through: Under Secretary of Defense for Intelligence 71; AUG 3 0 m4 

From: Deputy Under Secretary of Defense, CI&S 
$0fr~O~ 

SUBJECT: LtGen Mike DeLong's Upcoming R blication 

As requested, LtGen Mike DeLong was contacted reference the 
pending release of his book. LtGen Delong stated the CENTCOM Security 
Office, specifically Mr. Dan Morris, Deputy J-2, CENTCOM and Mr. Barry 
Hammill, CENTCOM Deputy Judge Advocate General accomplished a 
security review. 

Additionally, LtGen Delong stated that when writing the book, he was 
mindful not to include or go into the who, what, when, why and how. 

According to LtGen DeLong, the book is currently in print and 
expected on store shelves around 12 September 2004. 
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lNFOMEMO 
8/25/20045:39 PM 

FOR: Ms. Haave ~-­FROM: Buckley,;c(."7 .......-

SUBJECT:SecDef Snowflake re: LtGen DeLong's Book 

• Please see Colonel Sweat's note: "Ts this acceptable to DoD?'' 
o I personally called LtGen DeLong l'eference this subject. He stated part 

of his job while assigned to CENTCOM was to review like material for 
classified information before public dissemination. 

o He stated he had the book reviewed by Mr. Dan Morris, Deputy J-2; 
CENTCOM to ensure it met all requirements and did not divulge any 
classified jnformation. Mr, Mo1Tis can be reached at: 

• DSN: !(b)(6) I 
• Commercial: .... !(b_}(_6_) ___ _. 

• LtGen DeLong's contact information: 
o Home: !(b)(6) ? 
o Cell: ..... !(b_)(_6) __ ___.! 
o He stated I was the fifth or sixth person to call reference this subject 

Prepared by: mmb1_~b-)(6_)_-

~~VIA~ r'4'\ 
/Y)O~-

C~~·~JJ~ , 
~M:. ~ -rt/b ~ ,«~ 

~ . . ·.·· · ~~· ilu. 
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December 2,2004 

TO: Dina Powell 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Powell Moore 

Here's a background sheet on Powell Moore, and also some points that I have 

developed with respect to the job he could do as a U.S. Ambassador for this 

Administration. He is first rate. He is leaving. He would very much like to serve 

the country. I hope you will see that his name is carefully considered. You never 

know what might happen, but this is a person who has been carrying the mail, as 

has his wife, Pam, for many, many decades. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Powell .\'loon· Bio 
Talking Poinls 011 Powell .\'loon· 

DHR:ss 
120204-1 

FOUO OSD 19335-04 
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POWELL A. MOORE 

Powell A. Moore is the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Legislative Affairs. He was 
nominated by President Bush for this position on April 23,200 I and confirmed by the 
Senate on May 1,200 I. 

Mr. Moore formerly served as the Chief of Staff for Senator Fred D. Thompson, Republican 
of Tennessee, and Chairman of the Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs. Mr. Moore 
held this position from September 1998 until assuming his current duties. 

Active in public policy affairs in Washington for more than 37 years, Mr. Moore is a former 
Assistant Secretary of State for Legislative Affairs under President Reagan and served on 
the White House staff under Presidents Nixon, Ford, and Reagan. 

Mr. Moore began his Washington career in 1966 as Press Secretary to Senator Richard B. 
Russell, Democrat of Georgia, and served in this capacity until Senator Russell's death in 
January of 1971. He then joined the Nixon Administration, first serving as Deputy Director 
of Public Information for the Department of Justice and later as a member of the White 
House Legislative Affairs staff. 

He left the White House in 1975, and for the subsequent six years, engaged in government 
relations and legislative affairs consulting, representing a variety of corporations and 
associations. 

Mr. Moore returned to the White House in January 1981 on the day following Ronald 
Reagan's inauguration as the 40th President of the United States. As Deputy Assistant to the 
President for Legislative Affairs during 1981, he managed the Senate component of the 
legislative affairs office at the White House. 

In January of 1982, President Reagan nominated him to be Assistant Secretary of State for 
Legislative Affairs, and he was confirmed by the Senate on February 4, 1982. 

After leaving government in late 1983 and before returning in 1998, Mr. Moore advised and 
represented business interests as a consultant and as Vice President for Legislative Affairs of 
the Lock.heed Corporation. 

Mr. Moore was born in Milledgeville, Georgia, on January 5, 1938. He graduated from the 
University of Georgia in Athens in 1959 after attending preparatory school at Georgia 
Military College in Milledgeville. After graduation, he was commissioned as an Infantry 
officer in the United States Army where he served for three and one-half years with tours in 
Baumholder, Germany, and Fort Benning, Georgia. 

Mr. Moore lives in Washington, D.C. with his wife Pamla. He has a daughter, Mrs. Frances 
M. Preston of Franklin, Tennessee; and a son, Allen Moore of Springfield, Virginia. Mr. 
and Mrs. Moore together have four grandsons and a granddaughter. 
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Talking Points to Support a Recommendation 
Of Powell Moore to be an Ambassador 

• Powell Moore's career has prepared him to serve as an Ambassador and lead an embassy 
team to advance the interests of the United States overseas. 

• He has a longstanding history of achieving measurable results in developing and 
implementing strategies to deliver public policy messages. 

• As a member of the President's legislative affairs and national security team for the past 
four years, he has a deep understanding of the President's national security and foreign 
policy goals 

• His career in legislative affairs has provided him with solid preparation for a diplomatic 
post where accurate reporting and insightful analysis are essential. 

• Powell Moore has an in-depth knowledge of the United States government. He has 
worked for Senators Richard Russell of Georgia and Fred Thompson of Tennessee, on 
the White House staff under Presidents Nixon, Ford and Reagan and in the Departments 
of Justice, State and Defense. He also understands the interests and issues of the Nation 
having worked closely with scores of Senators and Representatives from every region on 
a variety of issues including trade, manufacturing, agriculture and finance. 

'-' '-' '-' 

• As Assistant Secretary of State and Assistant Secretary of Defense, he has accompanied 
Members of Congress to more than forty nations where he has pm1icipated in meetings 
with numerous international leaders. 

• His introduction to U.S. ties to Europe came early in his career when he served for two 
years as an Infantry officer in Germany at the time of the Berlin crisis. 

• His wife, Pamla Moore, would be an exceptional representative of our nation. 
o Pamla came to Washington from Atlanta in l 989 as a key member of the staff of 

President G.H.W. Bush's Peace Corp Director, Paul Coverdell. Her association 
with the late Senator Coverdell spanned more than 20 years in Republican 
fundraising and political activities in Georgia and in Washington. 

o As Director of the Office of Private Sector Relations for the U.S. Peace Corps, 
she raised more than $12 million in private sector donations to support the Peace 
Corps' initiative into former Warsaw Pact countries. 

o She cun-ently directs the National Blood Foundation, which provides support for 
transfusion medicine research with an endowment of more than $4 million. 

o Pamla was an alternate delegate from the District of Columbia to the Republican 
National conventions in Philadelphia in 2000 and in New York in 2004. 

o On November 2,2004, she won a non-partisan election with more than 70 percent 
of the vote to represent the eastern section of Georgetown on a District of 
Columbia Advisory Neighborhood Commission. 

• Powell Moore has loyally served in the Administration of President Bush during his first 
term and is eager to serve the President and the Nation in a challenging assignment 
abroad in the second term. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Paul Butler 

Donald Rumsfcld 

JUUO 

....-, 

{ J. 
SUBJECT: Thank You Note for Bill Timmons 

December 3,2004 

lfwe have not prepared a thank you to Bill Timmons for his heads up on the 

calling cards for the military, please draft one. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
120304-10 
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I OEC. 1. 2004 4:52PM TIMMONS & COMPANY 

VIA FAX 

Memorandum for the Honorable Donald Rumsfeld 

From: Bill Timmons~ 

D:te: 1 December 2004 

NO. 542 P. 2 

Request your personal assistance on c11 issue of .inportanceto our servicemen and 
women and their families. In the next few weeks the FCC intends to issue an order 
concerning prepaid calling cards tha~ tb:e.~t,~m. te tt1ereaser~!t'.,s..cm-the.wil~t,t..and.o.ther 
users or this low-cost telephone serviee by as much as 20%. 

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

Ten years ago cal ling card service that contained promotional advertisements 
(called enhanced cards) ws placed in service. Telephone calls using these enhanced 
cards are infomatialaland outside regulated service and therefore rtt subject to _ 
intrastate access or universal service fees. After all these years the FCC intends to make l 
these cards fall in a revenue category that wJl cause troops m1d other card users to 
contribute more so others may contribute less. 

Consistent with the goals of universal scrvice,_tbe c~ds ~~..Y.P!J','!~~~~~~~?st 
calling for those who need itm:st -miliwy, senior, rural, mirlority,_~ ... 9"!.'~mSW.ltJ,~. 
users. The USO provides free pre-paid cards· to service perso~el ,,;s. p~ ot~~ratiJn. 
-Plione Honie p~p_j!am." Wal-Mart, Sam's Club, dru~ stores, military exchanges, and · 
olliei'ietaifouifits sell the inexpensive calling cards. Members of Congress have 
communicated with FCC Chai.man Powell not to take money out of soldiers' pockets 
while they defend our country. In fact, in the closir9days of this Congress through np:>rt. 
language for the final budget legislation Congtess directed tbe FCC "not to take any } 
actioo that would directly or indirectly have the effect of raisilYlthe rates charged to 
military personnel or their families for telephone calls placed usirq prepaid phone cards." 
On23 July of this year the Pentagon weighed in when Charles Abell wrote the FCC 
pointing out the increased costs to service personnel and families if this order were 
implemented. 1be FCC cha.innan put off official acticm until after the election but now 
intends to go forward. 

D::n, about the only avenue open seems to be White House involvementto protect 
the low-cost prepaid calling cards for the military. May I suggest you call Andy Card 
and ask him to help? 

Thanks a bunch. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45677 



Timmons & Company Page 1 of 2 

Bill Timmons founded Timmons and Company in 1975. 

Mr. Timmons is Chairman Emeritus with responsibility for guiding corporate 

planning. From its formation until 1986, Mr. Timmons served as the company's 

president. recommending plans designed to achieve clients' goals in their relations 

with the federal government. 

Between 1969-1974, Mr. Timmons was Assistant to the President for Legislative 

Affairs to Presidents Richard Nixon and Gerald Ford, where he was responsible for 

the Administrations' legislative programs and the principal advisor on Congressional 

relations. As a senior White House spokesman on Capitol Hill, he also coordinated 

strategy for depm1ment and agency legislative initiatives. Prior to his White House 

service, Mr. Timmons served 12 years in senior positions on Capitol Hill as 

Admmistrative Assistant to Representative Bill Brock (R-TN) and as an aide to 

Senator Alexander Wiley (R-WI). Bill served four years in the U.S. Air Force 

during the Korean War period. 

He has held commissions from four Presidents and is a member of numerous 

professional. service. fraternal. and social organizations. Mr. Timmons has attended 

every Republican l\'ational Convention since 1964. He wa, Director of Congressional 

Relations for the Nixou-Agncw campaign in 1968: National Convention Manager for 

Richard Nixon in 1968 and 1972, for Gerald Ford in 1976, and for Ronald Reagan 

in 1980 and 1984: and l\'ational Political Director for Reagan-Bush in 1980. He was 

also Deputy Director of the Transition for President-elect Reagan in 1980, and a 

senior advisor to Vice President George Bush's campaign in 1988 and Senator Bob 

Dole's bid in I 996. In 2000, he was a senior advisor to Governor Bush for the 

http://www.timmonsandco.com/people.asp?p= I 11-L-0559/0SD/45678 12/14/2004 



Timmons & Company 

Contact 

Bryce L. (Larry) Harlow 

President and Managing Director 

Richard J. Tarplin 

* Name: 

* Email: 

Chairman and Managing Director Message: 

Page I of 1 

Timmons and Company, Inc. 

1875 Eye Street. KW. 
,---............ -. --........... -...... -.-: 

Suite 400 

Washington, D.C. 20006 

tel 202.331.1760 

fax 202.822.9376 

* Required information 

copyright 2003 Timmons and Company, Inc. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45679 
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Memorandum for the Honorable Donald Rumsf eld 

From: Bill Timmons~ 

Date: I December 2004 

Subject: Prepaid Telephone Calling Cm:1s for Military 

2-·, r- ... -· ·. 
• • - • ._ • .J 

KO. 542 

; . . ....... . -._ -
' . 

Request your personal assistance on c11 issue of irnport:..\r\ce to our servicemen and 
women and thei.r families. Jn the next few weeks the FCC intends to issue an order 
concerning prepaid calling cards that threatens to increase rate~ on the military and other 
use!'$ of this low-cost telephone service by as nu::h as ~. 

Ten years ago calling card service that contained promotional advertisements 
(called enhanced cards) W3S placed in sexvice. Telephone calls using these enhanced 
cards are infomatialal. and outside regulated service and themfom not subject to 
intrastate access or universal service fees. After all these years the FCC intends to make 
these cards fall in a revenue category that will cau.s~ troops and other card users to 
cx:ntrihite more so others may contribute less. 

Consistent wth the goals of universal service, the cards today provide low-cost 
calling for those who need it ntEt - military, senior, rural, mirocity, and low-income 
users. The USO provides free pre-paid cards to service personnel as part of "Operation 
Phone Home program." Wal-Mart, Sam's Club, drug stores, military exchanges, and 
other retail outlets sell the inexpensive calling cams. Members of Congress have 
communicated with FCC Chai.man Powell not to take money vut of soldiers' pockets 
while they defend our country. In fact, in the closing days of this Congress through Ieport 
language for the fira1. budget legislation Congress directed the fCC "not to take any 
action that would directly or indirectly have the effect of raising the rates charged to 
military personnel or their families for telephone calls placed usirY;J prepaid phone cards." 
On 23 July of this year the Pentagon weighed in when Charles Abel I wrote the FCC 
pointing cm. the increased costs to service personnel and families if this order were 
implemented. The FCC chairman put off official actionutil after the election but now 
intends to go forward. 

Den, about the only avenue open seems to be White I fouse involvement to protect 
the low-cost prepaid calling cards for the military. May I suggest you call A.ndy Card 
and ask him to help? 

Thanks a bunch. 

2 

oso 19346-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45680 



THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WAS Hf NGTON 

Mr. Bill Timmons 
Chainnan Emeritus 
Timmons and Company, Inc. 
1875 Eye Street, N.W. 
Suite400 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

Dear Bill, 

DEC 1 5 ao4 

Thanks for the heads up about the calling card 
issue. It is important, and we are looking into it. 

oso 19346-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45681 
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TO: Gen Richard Myers 
Doug Feith 

FOUO 

,.. ~·. .• . - . t . • < :-.. ,-; ·~ 

~ ! _: ; . • .• , - . ·~ I • ; • :. • .: ... _; 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld-"(}1',., 

SUBJECT: Common Global Environment Assessment 

August 31, 2004 

I think we should have a common global environment assessment, and use DoD's 

Regional Centers and Combatant Commanders to help communicate with the rest 

of the world so they share our assessment. We need to show them the intelligence 

and our analysis. We need to get them thinking about the world the way we are 

thinking about it, or learn from them about what they are thinking. 

Only if we have a common understanding of the global environment - the threats 

and capabilities we face -- will we be likely to end up singing off the same sheet of 

music. 

Please come back to me with a proposal as to how we should proceed. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
083104-15 ·;;;;.:; ·;:s;;~; ·;; ....... qr;~ ........................................ . 

FOUO 0 SD 1 9 3 4 7 - 0 4 
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Policy Executive Secretariat Note 

FEB 1 6 200~ 

I-04/0 11748/ES-0626 

Reference: 083 I 04-15, Common Global Environment 
Assessment 

Captain Marriott, 

Ryan Henry briefed SecDefon October20,2004 on 
DoD Regional Centers. Attached is the October 20 briefing. 

Respectfully request consideration that the 
October briefing answers the sncwflake action. 

lj)-. lM-0--~~~ 

J~L Bartlett 
o;1ty Director 
Policy Executive Secretariat 

11-L-0559/0SD/45683 



TO: Gen Richard Myers 
Doug Feith 

FROM: 

fiOtJO 

SUBJECT: Common Global Environment Assessment 

August 31,2004 

I-ottrcn, L\ e 
E~- Oad.lo 

I think we should have a common global environment assessment, and use DoD's 

Regional Centers and Combatant Commanders to help communicate with the rest 

of the world so they share our assessment, vVe need to show them the intelligence 

and our analysis. We need to get them thinking about the world the way we are 

thinking about it, or learn from them about what they arc thinking. 

Only if we have a common understanding of the global environment - the threats 

and capabilities we face -- will we be likely to end up singing off the same sheet of 

music. 

Please come back to me with a proposal as to how we should proceed. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
0831()4.)5 

·;;;~:; ·;e·s~~~~·;; ... • • •. ~ T,~ • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • .. • • • • • • ...... • ...... .. 

:FOtJO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45684 
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DoD Regional Centers -
Post 9111 Transformation 

I.DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Uraft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 

SecDef Briefing 
20 October, 2004 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Overview 
POLICY 

D Assumptions 

o Background 

CJ Evolving Vision 

CJ lmplementingthe Vision 

CJ Next Steps 

Bottom Line 
':•r::•~··~:.,;·,1~·.t.:~··. ,;;,: : ... ,; ;;···~· '.' .. · •. ::·.~;\:f: .. ,:·.~. ·i, . .: !' . . . . . . . .. 

~·~,:·.,ir-'.::::•1i,1':pijif;Regiona.1 Centers' contribution to national security 
. ?:we:·n.eed to' transform 

··~the way we think about Regional Centers 
» the way 
~how 

(OELIBERA TIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Oraft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Assumptions 
POLICY 

o DoD's five Regional Centers for Security Studies were designed before 9/11 to 
address the strategic challenges we then faced. 

)> And the Marshall Center has largely accomplished its orginal r r ml1 

o In a post-9/11 world, the Regional Centers can now do more to strengthen U.S. 
national security and international support by 

9 Harmonizing views on the nature of common security challenges 
)> Serving as a key USG tool in countering ideological support for terrorism 
9 Ed.Jcatirg on the role of defense in civil society ( current focus) 

o The value of a collaborative set of centers with a coherent message exceeds the sum 
of their individual contributions. 

), No one Regional Center is inherently more important than 

o Properly fashioned, Regional Centers can be a test bed for experimentation in 
interagency "jointness" 

9 Focusing all elements of USG power 
9 Proving ground for low-key joint int~ initiatives 
9 Ro~tir,e liaisori a~d ~ activities~ NGOs, particularly humanitarian organizations, b inform 

dec1s1on-mak1ng 1n crises 

CJ If the Regional Centers assume a leadership role within the USG security cooperation 
community, investing in them can have a multiplier effect. 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Draft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 
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Center for 
Hemispheric 

Defense Studies 

*=RC Location 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For 
Draft working papers. Do not release 

-·-------

... 

onsibilit 

Africa Center for 
Strategic Studies 

20-0ct-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45688 

Near East­
South Asia 
Center for 
Strategic 

~ Studies 

' 
, 

I 

... 

) 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Background 
POLICY 

Marshall Center 1993 Army EUCOM $26.9M 

Asia~Pacific 1995 Navy PACOM $13.SM 
Center 

Center for 1997 NDU SOUTHCOM $5.SM 
Hemispheric 
Defense 

Africa Center 1999 NDU EUCOM 

Near East-South 2000 NDU CENTCOM 
Asia Center 

Total 

Africa 

CHO 

£>EL1BERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Uraft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 

$10.3M I 
$6.SM 

$63.3M I 
FY04 Budget 

2,304 

1,012 

862 

9051 

1,458 

5,940 I 
FY04 Participants 

11-L-0559/0SD/45689 

64,566 $416 

27,732 $498 

5,953 $924 

2,913 $3,530 

5,5431 $1,227 

106,000 

FY 04 Participant Days 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Background 
Regional Center budgets 

0 -+----.....------~--------.-----1 
~~~ 

<c 

Regional Center participants 

0 J._ __ __;:::a......,..o:::;::::::......_..w,=:::;:-w-.,.:::a::~---r-.:....:....,.-,---1 

,~~ ,~ ,~~ ,~ro '~ ,~'b ,~~ ,~() ,()~ '~ ,()~ -A.~ 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

FiscalYear Fiscal Year 
~ Marshall Center _._ Asia-Pacific Center 
-.-- CHDS ~ Africa Center 
....._ tESACenter 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposesonly. 
Oraft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 20-0ct-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45690 
6 



°'· DoD Regional Centers 

Evolving Vision for the Centers 
POLICY 

Objective 

Target 
audiences 

Howthey 
operate 

Yesterday: Today: 
D Influence thinking in D Inform thinking on 21st 

immediate post-Cold War century security 
era challenges 

D Educate on the role of D Educate on the role of 
military in civil society defense in civil society 

o Defense 

D "Autonomous," not 
coordinated 

D Government national 
security 

D "Autonomous, but 
cooperative" 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Oraft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 20•0ct•04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45691 

Tomorrow: 
D Become USG vanguard in: 

~ Harmonizing threat 
awareness 

~ 
support 

~ Educating on the role of 
defense in civi I society 

D Public and private national 
security; other "thinkers" 

Q 'Cooperative and coherent;" 
working in an integrated 
fashion with Sec Def agenda 

7 ' 



DoD Regional Centers 

Moving Toward "Tomorrow" 
POLICY 

CJ What is required to transition to "Tomorrow"? 
9 Mission 

9 Governance 

9 Metrics 

9 Resources 

-
IJ)ELIBERATIVEDOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Uraft wooong papers. Do not release under FOIA) 

20·0Ct-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45692 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Mission 
POLICY 

Today: 
CJ Education and outreach -

forums for exchanging views 

o Primarily concerned with 
regionar security issues 

l:J Limited target audience 
9 Defense elites1 primarily military 

D Few cooperative programs with 
government security 
cooperation organizations 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 20-0ct-04 
t>raft working papers. DO not release under FOIA) 

Tomorrow: 
CJ "Strategic communication" -

immersion and outreach 
activities 

9 Harmonize threat awareness 
9 Counter ideological support for terrorism 
9 Educate on role of defense in civil society 

D Balanced treatment of global 
and regional security matters 

CJ Expanded target audience 
9 Security elites1 including government "think 

tanks," media, NGOs 

o Broader cooperative programs 
9 Among Regional Centers 
9 lnteragency"ioint" experimentation centers 
9 Foreign Qovemment·soonsored think tanks 
~ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45693 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Governance 
POLICY 

Today: Tomorrow: 
D Regional Centers independent l:l Harmonized, collaborating institutions 

institutions, now starting to collaborate 

1:1 Various governance models CJ Unifying governance model 

~ > One Directive consolidating oversight 

> Different practices regarding 

> Multiple and not 

> Fragmented, limiting legislation 
• Hit or miss audits 

> One 

> Single 

> _______ _ 
• USDP-initiated 

~ Few arrangements > Memorandaof agreement, e.g., between R~ional 
Centers and D~Qs~ Security Cooperation Agency, 
NDU, or other mst1tut1ons 

Q Directorssemi-connected to SecDef 
> DoD 

Q Directors more direct\x connected to 
SecDef through USD(P) 
~ "Joint" interagency staffing - DoD Director. Dos 

Deputy. 1nteragencv staffing 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Draft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 

20-0ct-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45694 
10 



,, ... r ·'.~(/,,, \ 

~ .. • ·.·, .. ,1 ... · 
~ ~ f 

I'[,' )• ,• •<,i,>:r I 
\ ... .... ,."~ 

DoD Regional Centers 

Metrics 
POLICY 

Today: 
D Metric formulation and data 

collection are ad hoc 

D Existina metrics.not used to 
guide center act1v1t1es 

a>ELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion_purposes only. 
Uraft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 

Tomorrow: 
i:J Consistent metrics for 

20-0ct-04 

. 
measunng: 

)- Effectiveness of generating attitudinal 
shifts of participants 
• Entry and exit surveys 

~ Policy insights gained 

• Ability to feed the OUSD(P) policy 
process 

» Quality of product 
• Demand for product 

~ Operational effectiveness 
• Outside support (money, staff, facilities, 

etc.) 

» DoD and interagencyvalue added 
• Venue of choice for security cooperation 

outreach activities 

11-L-0559/0SD/45695 
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Do~ Regional Centers 

SuppQrt 
POLICY 

Today: 
l:l The newer centers have 

smaller budgets but equal 
potential value 

l> Newer centers responsible for 
strategically important regions 

D PJsymmetr1c rescuttai,s 
I 

l> The largest budget is 4>X thPi s t:e cf 
the smallest 

D Funding flwctuati0 ns ecmpl1cabu 
planning 1 

o Few visits from officials 

_ » Minimum participation by US military 

l:l Uneven technology applications 

Tomorrow: 
l:l CentP> ~s hav.i» equival1 

DoD 

CJ Roughly symmetric tti 
(within 25°/o) 

D Stabb» fwnd1 ng with In 
l> Discretionafy funding i! c 

performance 

o Robust participation t 
» Increased DoD and wide 

o Learning technology 1 
tUt:.Lll:n:RATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 20-0ct-04 
Draft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 
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DoD Regional Centers 
• . -«.Ii;>:: / 

\ ~. .... /. 

'·"' /·' ·" ... ...- .. Next Steps 
POLICY 

D Work with Center Directors to develop a model for post 9-1 I 
Regional Centers 

~ Generate an execution plan to transform mission and 
~ Develop roadmap for making Regional Centers interagency "jointnessn 

• Make initial inquiries with USAID, DOS, 

)- Identify Regional Centers' post 9-11 path and support/resource needs 
• Develop integrated post 9-11 curriculum 

~ Develop program for Senior OSD participation 

o Approve establishment of a single Executive Agent 

D Approve establishment of a single Board of Visitors 

CJ Follow through on requested legislation 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Draft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 20-0ct-04 
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POLICY 

DoD Regional Centers 

· Future Role 

Regional 
COCOMS 

Operational Chain of Command 

{DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: Fordiscussionpurposesonly. 
C>raft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Backup 
POLICY 

I.DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
{Jraft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 20-0ct-04 
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POLICY 

f 

Background 
Dollars Spent per Participant Day 

• 5000 ------------"··------------------------1 
• • . . . ' 

~ 3000 , 

0 ,___-------~--......--------~.------------,.--..--------' 

~OJ~ ~ ~+, ~" ~~ ~~ ~ . ~ ~~ ~~ ~~,., ~~ 
Fiscal Vear 

L Asia-Pacific Center --•-CHDS 
.-~)(~-~Awfwri.cJcaLUCeei:owte!lt-------i•11t--~N1.tf.::;.S.11.A ..1.,;C;.eieo11Jf.e.ier:...._ _____________ ...J 

* Asia-Pacific FY96 discrepancy caused by first year start-up costs 

d)ELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Q'aft working papers. Do not release under FOrA) 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Background 
IPOLICY 

Marshall 22,680 64,566 
(1993) 

Asia-Pacific 3,290 27,732 
(1995) 

CHDS 2,055 5,953 
(1997) 

Africa 2,918 2,913 
{1999) 

NESA 825 5,543 
(2000) 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Oraft vvorking papers. Do not release under FOrA) 

+185% $338 

+743% $912 

+190°/c) $1,036 

-0.2% $1,668 

+572% $1,521 

11-L-0559/0SD/45701 

$416 + 23o/o 

$498 - 45% 

$924 - 11% 

$3,530 + 112% 

$1,227 - 19% 
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DoD Regional Centers 

Consolidated Legislative Proposal 
POLICY 

CJ Reinforces unified governance model 
)> Gives all Regional Centers the same authority 

CJ Broadens participant base to include 
~ Foreign security elites (not just defense elites) 
~ Variety 
~ Other security 

Cl Allows Regional Centers to accept gifts and donations 
» Increases accounting transparency by creating a gift fund 
)ii> Permits foreign and domestic 

CJ Authorizes Regional Centers to charge for education and training 
~ Allows Foreign Military Sales (FMS), International Military 

(IMET), and other security assistance funds to be used for 

tl>ELIBER.ATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussiQ8.Ri_lrp<>ses only. 
Uraft working papers. Do not release under f1 rAJ 

20-0ct-04 
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DoD Regional Centers ..-'":,,:\,~~'1, 
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POLICY 

USG Educational Institutions with 
International Participants 

i 

I Regional Centers (5) 
• Africa Center 
• Asia-Pacific Center 
• Center for Hemispheric Defense 
• Marshall Center 

FY03 Funding 

Senior DoD Institutions (11) 
• National Defense University 
• Naval Postgraduate School 
• Service War Colleges (3) 
• Air Force Institute of Technology ___ _. 

DoD Institutions (65) 
• Service academies 
• Education and training in 
~arfighting, support skills, and 
intel 

USG Proararns (218) 
• Dos 
•DoE 
• USAIO 

2700 
Annual Participants 

-

3000 l 
2500i 

2000 -

E 1500 --- 1000 

500 

0 
63.3 

RC* 
_______________ *FY04 funding 

USG DoD Senior DOD 

(DELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Draft working papers. Do not release under FOIA} 
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8600 
e. 500 

!400 1: 
19 
a. 100 47.3 16.7 5.9 

0 -USG DoD Senior DOD RC 
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I . .._ ·" · .. Senior DoD Institutions 

with International Students 
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POLICY 

CJ 5 Regional Centers for Security Studies 

CJ National Defense University 

Cl Naval Postgraduate School 

CJ Air Force Institute of Technology 

a Army War College 

a Naval War College 

D Air War College 

'°ELIBERATIVE DOCUMENT: For discussion purposes only. 
Uraft working papers. Do not release under FOIA) 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 
SteveCambone ~ 

Donald Rumsfeld.... Y' '-
SUBJECT: 9/1 l Commission Recommendation 

Please read the attached on the 9/ 11 Commission Recommendation on 

paramilitary activity. 

Thanks. 

Attach 
08/30/04 O'Connell Info Memo to SecDef 

DHR:s..~ 
083104-17 

, ........................................•...........................•... 
Please respond by ________ _ 

SEtJSITIVE 
A TTI\G\-1 M 8'JT 
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INFO MEMO 

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 6 
FROM: Thomas W. O'Connell, Assistant Secretary of Defense (SO/LIC) ~~ 
SUBJECT: 9/1 I Commission Recommendation for Consolidated Parami litary~Aiu/ O</ 

Activities 

At a recent roundtablc, you asked me to contact 9/1 I Commissioner John 
Lehman about the above subject. You wanted to know the basis for the 
recommendation. 

John said the Commission's time with CIA (including Director) led them to 
conclude: 

• Agency had "haphazard" approach to paramilitary missions. 

• Common thread throughout Agency approach was "unwillingness to take 
risk". They insisted on legal review at every step. CIA was "reluctant to 
pull the trigger when opportunities were presented." 

• Commission thought entire Agency approach was "muddled, at best." 

• Commission secs Agency/DOD mismatch - DOD has capability, CIA has 
authorities. 

• Commission believed SECDEF's post 9-11 actions vis-a-vis SOCOM and 
Special Ops in general placed DoD in far superior position to conduct these 
operations. 

• Commission was reluctant to cite Agency/nationa] weaknesses in 
unclassified rcpo1t. 

• Mr. Lehman a_sked to brin_g Commissioner K~trey to the Pentagon for 
SO/LIC overview. 

FOR OFfi'ICIAI., USE OP~IIl 
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TO: Peter Rodman 

FROM: Donald Rumsfe~ 

SUBJECT: VOA Broadcasts to Iran 

Please talk to Seth Cropsey personally, for me, on this matter. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 

August 30, 2004 

8/8/04 Feith Memo on VOA; 8/26/04 Rodman Info Memo to SecDef; 10/24/03 Rodman Action Memo to 
SecDef (0 J 8009/03) 

DHR:ss 
083004-10 
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fOUO 

TO: Doug Feith 

SUBJECT: VOA Broadcasts to Iran 

Au2ust 9, 2004 

:!' ...()r~10,s1 
ES- "</Ir 

Here is a memo from Seth Cropsey and the U.S. International Broadcasting 

Bureau broadcasts to Iran. 

Please take a look at it and get back to me with your suggestions. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
7/14/04 Cropsey memo to SecDcf 

DHRdh 
080904•17 

..............•....................•.......................•.....•...... , 
Please respond by ! / 2, 7 / 0 j , 

S,r 
I 

Resf(;fA" a~ck/. 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45708 
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INFO MEMO 

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

t.UC 2 t .-.- · 

DepSecD~f 
USD(P)"fm.J ~)B/1.1 

1-04 681- S 
fi-DC.,1'8 

FROM: Peter W. Rodman, Assistant Secretary of Defense (IS~ W, 2 6 AUG 2004 

SUBJECT: VOA Broadcasts to Iran (SecDef Snowflake) 

• You asked for my suggestions regarding International Broadcasting Bureau Director 
Seth Cropsey's request that DoD supply the funds for an increase in VOA's TV 
broadcasts to Iran. 

• We supported this proposal when it was submitted to the Deputy last year (memo 
attached). 

• As was the case then, there still does not appear to be any legal way to transfer DoD 
funds to VOA for this purpose. 

• If the IBB goes to 0MB for this funding increase, we should be prepared to support it. 

DUSD (NESA}#- PDASD(ISA) c;J-
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\ NOV ti u,.; ' 

k.J[ ~i-5 

FOR: 
.,,..?' .. 

DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
('. -·. ' ' .. 

A'r FROM: 
&'~ ~, 1 . Assistant Secretar of Defense, lnte-Ai~\onaJ Security Affairs 

(Peter Rodman (b)(6) ~ \ >£_\.;\J\.i \ z 4 ocr >~ \ 2GC3 
•. 

SUBJECT; Proposal to Fund IBB Farsi TV to han 

Background: 

Seth Cropseyl Director of the International Broadcasting Bureau (IBB), submitted a 
proposal to us to fund an increase in IBB TV broadcasting to Iran from one half hour per 
day to three hours per day, for the pe1iod of one year. (TAB A) The cost is nearly Sl 0 
mil1ion. The amount is included in the IBB' s fiscal year 2005 budget request~ but the IBB 
would like to begin the increased broadcasts now. 

• \Ve support this proposal. As Iran increases its propaganda broadcasts into lraq to 
destabilize the. situation there, we should improve our ability to counter Tehran's dis­
and mis-information campaigns by speaking directly to the lranian people~ who are 
receptive to our broadcasts. 

• OGC advises that the Department of Defense cannot under any circumstances fund 
this program directly or transfer funds to the IBB to fund this initiative. 

• The Office-of the Under Secretary of Defense Comptroller has evaluated this 
proposal> and has forwarded it to 0MB to see if 0MB has funding sources that can be 
used for this purpose. 

Recommendation : That you phone Robi.n Cleveland to express .our support for this 
program and to see if 0MB has resources that can be used for this purpose, 

Attachments: As sta!ed 

QEPSECOEE_QECJSIQU: 
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0111-11200.a 11:U F.U 202,1011327 IBB DIR.ECTOR 

INIERNATIONAL BROADCASllNG BUREAU 

MEMORANDUM for SECDEF 

@ 

FROM: Seth Cropsey, Director. U.S. International Broadcasting Bureau 
SUBJ: Voice of America Broadcasts to Iran 
}4 July '04 

This memo responds to your request of8 June for information about VOA'r. Persian 
language television broadcasts. 

VOA Television to Iran 
VOA inaugurated a one-half hour daily primetimc television news program, News ci 
Views, in July 2003. The new program brought to six the number of hours that VOA 
broadcasts on television to Iran per week, (vice Ir.m's four 24n international TV 
broadcast operations); all VOA TV broadcaats to Iran are transmitted via satellite. The 
Iranian government adinits that there are abour three million households thai can receive 
television signals through satellite dishes. Our research places the figure at 
approximately 15 percent of the adult population or nearly seven million households; 
satellite broadcasts are a highly effective way of retlcb.ing the Iranian people. 

New3 & Views offers a mixture of international, regional, and local news geared to its 
audience•s interest,, as well as current affairs progro.mming addressed to viewers• oft­
stated thlrst for information about human rig.ht&> democracy, and civil i.odety. 

Iranian Response 
Over the previous month and in addition to its regufar news stories. News & Jliews 
featured an interview with Justice Sandra Day O'Connor who told bow her appointment 
by President Reagan as the first female Supreme Court justice "opened many doors to 
· women in th~ U.S. and the rest of the world. .. Other features included an interview from 
London with a joumalist and dissident recently released from an Iranian prison who 
argued that the U.S. mission in Iraq helps guarantee peace and stability in the region as it 
promotes democratic change. The ruling mullahs' fear of these broadcast, is clear. A 
panel discussion on the future of democracy that aired tbe fint week in July featured 
participation by phone from Tehran of a young woman who is the spokesman for a group 
caned "'Women For Democracy ... The police arrested her and her mother less than a day 
after the broadcast aired. 

In the absence of other accurate and relevant Persfon-language television news broadcasts 
News & Views established a large audience immediately. A telephone poU conducted 
less than two months after the program went on the air la.st summer detennincd the 
:i.udience at about 13 percent of the viewing public. Since then, the program has received 
similar phone poll results of over 17 percent. 

News & Views is a !olid and established TV news program that receives a tremendous 
volume of email from its growing audience-and shares representative emails with its 
viewers thus eslablishing a dialogue among Iranians who are unhappy w.ith their rulers 
and have no other means of communicating this dissati,faction with fellow citizens. A 

Washin.fton. l)C 20237 
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recent email asked 'why VOA couldn't air more emails from other listeners on the air?' 
The answer is that VOA doesn't havt the funds to broadcast more than a daily half hour 
news program. 

Wb.at ls to Bt Done? 
Toe purpose of this memo is to ask your a&sista.nce in securing the .ipproxm,ately SlO 
million it would take to increase New3 & YiewJ to a three-hour daily program of news 
and current Mfairs programming for a single year. The expanded show would cover in• 
depth such subjecu as the e:xtr30rdinary corruption of the ruling mullahs, their diversion 
of Iranian taxpayers• revenue to finance intffllational terrorism. the lessom of east and 
central Europe in throwing off the commW>ist yoke; and extensive reporting on women's 
issues, separation of c.hurch and state, and the different forms of democratic gove:mancc 
that emails from our audience make it clear they desper;ately want 

The precedent exists for the trll'flsfe:r of DoD funds to international broadcasting in the 
assistance DoD provid~ appro;dmacely the same amowu-to build and install radio 
transmitters Ul Afghanistan following the defeat of the Taliban. This assis1ance was 
highly successful. It increased the security of our deployed forces, and of the lJ .S. in the 
same way that loDier and more in-depth broadcasts to han would divert that country's 
Nlm' sponsorship of terror md efforts in Iraq while it helped advance the cause of 
democracy in Iran. 

A specific and detailed plan for increasing TV news and current affairs programming to 
Iran from its current level of one-half hour daily to three bo\l?S each day appears 
immediately below. The cos~ are annu~. 

TV Requirements 
Salaries 
AP Graphics 
Acquired Video 
Regional News Feeds 
Transmission and Remotes 
overtime 
Subtotal 

Persian Service Requirements: 
Salaries 
Overseas stringers 
Domestic stringera 
Travel 
T e\ephone Toll 
Simultaneous Translators 
Office Supplies 
Misc expenses 
Other Contractual Services 
Subtotal 

$2,386.088 
$40,000 

$200.000 
$100.000 
$500,000 
$100,000 

$3.326,088 

$2.377,000 
$150,000 
$50,000 

$200,000 
$10,000 

$100,000 
$30,000 
$20.000 
$50,000 

$2,987,000 

2 
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188 
Satellite Transmission services 
Research 
Advertising 
Subtotal 

One Time Costs: 
Graphic Equipment 
Edit Suites Equipment 
Open/Sets 
Avstar Licenses 
VJ Equipment 
Minicam Cameras 
Cairo Polycom 
Library Shelving 
Furniture/Computers 
Subtotal 
Total Requirements for Fr04 

Conclusion 

$2.300,000 
$50,000 

$100,000 
$2,450,000 

$230,000 
$175,000 
$100,000 

$45,000 
$200,000 

$80.000 
$30,000 
$75,000 

$350.000 
$1,285,000 

$10,048,088 

• 

Bernard uwis observes that Ayatollah Khomeini's spoken words communicated directly 
to Iran by phone and by cassettes wu the first electronically engineered revolution in 
history. U.S. international broadcasting also reaches the Iranian people directly. 

Both ratings and audience response in the fo1m of email. phone calls, and letters from 
Iran to the Persian language service here in Washington show that Iranians are watching 
VOA's broadca.sts because they are meaningful to their lives. To quote agam from 
VOA·s Iranian viewers, Mohammad A', email from Tehran of 31 May sums the 
audience response best: ••we do not have credible and nustwonhy media in Iran and all 
lhe media is censored. You are now carryjng a vety significant responsibility and you are 
the hope of the Iranian youth." 

Wr: have an experienced and invigorated management structure in place; the modest plan 
outlined above responds both to the United St.ates• need to address the Iranian audience, 
and the latter's clearly expressed desire for more programming th:it offt?l'$ hope for a freer 
and democratic future. All we ask is for the means. 

3 

----· - ... 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Larry Di Rita 
Matt Latimer 

FOUO 

Donald Rumsfe1;J',' 

Force Posture Testimony 

August 30,2004 

The testimony I will present in mid-Sept to the SASC on Force Posture is tenibly 

important. I would like to get the first half by this Friday. 

Please get an outline from Dr. Cam bone to get started. We need to discuss 

transformation in the broadest sense and then bring it down to force posture 

because the force posture arrangements are a direct result of our ability to use 

greater flexibility and agility. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
083004-5 

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

fiOUO 
OSD 19350-04 
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TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Donald Rumsfeld ~, 

Geren Paper 

FOUO 

August 30,2004 

Please take a look at the attached, from Pete Geren, and see me on it tomonow. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Abu Ghraib paper by Pete Geren 

DHR:ss 
083004-6 

..........................•........ ·~··································· 
Please respond by 0, /.--------

fOUO 
oso 19351-04 
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"Mr. Chairman, I know you join me today in saying to the world,judge us by 
our actions, watch how Americans, watch how a democracy deals with the 
wrongdoing and with scandal and the pain of acknowledging and correcting our 
own mistakes and our own weaknesses." 

-- Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld 
May 7 ,2004 before the Senate Armed Services Committee 

Lost in the public conversation about the recently released reports on Abu Ghraib 
is a powerful and important message for the world and for Americans -
for Baby Boomers who cut their political teeth on Watergate and Generation X'ers who 
did so on Whitewater. 

It is an important message for Americans who have grown to expect accountability 
for public officials to be a game of semantic dodge ball, who have watched people they 
wanted to trust hide behind clever spin, hair-splitting, high fences and legal technicalities. 

These reports came forward in a world of low expectations. Many, if not most, 
expected a whitewash from the Rumsfeld-appointed Schlesinger Panel and a team of 
Generals investigating Generals. It is understandable that Americans, with their civic 
morality numbed by Whitewater, Watergate and various other "Gates", expected no more 
than whitewash from the people they have placed in positions of trust. 

On May 7 ,2004 in a hearing before the Senate Armed Services Committee, the 
Secretary of Defense invited the world's scrutiny of our handling of this grave affair. He 
said: 

"Mr. Chairman, I know you join me today in saying to the world, judge 
us by our actions, watch how Americans, watch how a democracy deals 
with the wrongdoing and with scandal and the pain of acknowledging 
and correcting our own mistakes and our own weaknesses." 

He offered this view of American values: 

"We value human life. We believe in individual freedom and in the rule 
of law. For those beliefs, we send men and women of the armed forces 
abroad to protect that right for our own people and to give others who 
aren'tAmericans the hope of a future of freedom. 

11-L-0559/0S D/45716 



Part of that mission, part of what we believe in, is making sure that 
when wrongdoings or scandal do occur, that they're not covered up, but 
they're exposed, they're investigated, and the guilty arc brought to 
justice." 

The events of the last week proved the Secretary true to his words. They proved 
that this Administration will follow the facts where they lead, put the full story before the 
American people, and stand accountable. 

Let me add further, this was done in a Presidential election year, in a close 
election, two months before election day, a period during which even the most virtuous 
could be tempted to stray from their convictions. 

Over one-hundred and seventy years ago, an adopted son of Texas, Sam Houston, 
lived by the creed, "Hew to the line and let the chips fall where they may." Today, 
President Bush, another adopted son of Texas, has demonstrated that his Administration 
will live by those words. 

Abu Ghraib is a painful chapter in American history. It was, as Secretary 
Rumsfeld described it, a "body blow" to our country. As terrible as the cost has been, the 
crimes of Abu Ghraib would have been compounded had the world seen politics as usual, 
had America done anything but what this Administration has done. 

On May 7, with calls for his resignation echoing in the Senate Armed Services 
Committee chamber, Secretary Rumsfeld announced the standard for this 
Administration's review of Abu Ghraib: 

"And there's no question but that the investigations have to go forward ... And it does 
not matter one whit where the responsibility falls. It falls where it does." 

Sam Houston could not have said it better nor meant it more. The events of the last 
week bear witness to that fact. Let the world take note and watch how this democracy 
deals with wrongdoing and scandal. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45717 



TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Pete Geren 
Gen. Maples 

Ryan Henry 

Donald Rumsfeld@· 

Wrapping Up 

August 27 ,2004 

It seems to me we are at a point where we ought to begin wrapping up the prison 

abuse issues. 

Specifically, why don't we make a list of all the problems that have been found in 

the various investigations and reports, and then list what we have done or are 

doing to correct each one. 

The fact is that, as we get into new circumstances, things have to be reviewed and 

adjusted. Problems occur and, as they occur, we will fix them. In each case, show 

whose responsibility the problem was and who has been assigned the task of 

fixing it. In almost every case, it will be the Army. The Army has to fix the 

training, fix the military intelligence, etc. 

Please come up with a format and talk to me about this. 

Thanks. 

OIIR:dh 
082704-5 (ts computcr).doc 

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

Please respond by ''f I 1 ° / ht/ 

OSD 1935:i-04 
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August 21,2004 

TO: Paul Woitowitz 

cc: Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1Jt. 
SL"R.JECT: Response to Senator :VlcCain 

Please get an answer to John :vrccain on the attached letter he sent to John Handy. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/20/04 \lcCain ltr to Gen. Handy 

DHRclh 
082604-4 (IS cumpukrl doc 

......................................................................... 

Please respo,rd ~---f ........... /_3....,/,__o_'(....._ ____ _ 
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G-eueral 1olu1 W. Handy, VSA.F 
Command~r 
Air .'.\'lobilityCommaind 
402 Scott DriN. Umt 3EC 
SoottlJrP~o Buo,n. 62225-5310 

Au,u,t 20, 2004 

I write regardingyour 1p'41ment8 ~rcponi,din l/.S. News and World!uport that 
'1 am not a muscle mau. bur I have stuck~ fmgcr through qni!icant pieces o!metal," and ·1 
could poke a hole i1to the comidec! ttU& ct'the &lll)lane." 1he qGC>tcs w.-e cbQC1r:rizod., 
wppomns the acquiaiticm of new aarei'uc:liq wwri for the Air Force. 

n you ve aware, the Sttn:lary ofDefe115e bu ordcmi a1horougb analysis of altenwivu 
niaa,ding the twcrrepi&QODIOntpro;mn. J.J )'Oil tao know, dm waa pcecipitated by 6ndin~ 
ota.DefeDN ScienceBo.rdtuk~ that, amongotberthi~,thereis no pyi~ that 
corrocion l>OScs an iammani catu1rophic dn&t 10 the KC· 1-'=> lleet tnissian readmca Uld that 
the Ak Force's ~co .reiizne i• well poiled to deal with c:«ro1ion ~d other aafn& 
probloma. In f&C1, the findings indicat& 1bat me Air Pcm:e' 1 claim of~~ ccmvsiC!fl 
problem, mdcoataiowth wse oventaced. It aJao found tbattheKC-13SE cu tly~o 2040. 
Thcle bdinp disprove,:iaeaorticmc to the c:c,ntrvy ft9Cttedly DIido by civilian Air Force 
leadomaiproprding thej)\U])0111!dlyqffltoeed to lease 100B~767i. In other words, the 
'dominatingntioiwe' citied by tho Air Fo,ce to Ccmgroy for havmg te.x~ym pay billions of 
dollm more for loasq Boem9's KC-767A tanbn than 1hey would fer buying 1hem outright. 
baa bttn couolu,ivo!y shown to be without merit. The Air Fo~'• n,p!UCllUttioiis an thil ilSI» 
reawn II Dl&tt« of cootmums investigativeconccru. I uuued rtt1 conoama about such 
misconductin a letter to theSocn,tazy, dated Jwy 28,2004. 

Aspects oftbat deal, ~ from tbc how tho oripw >Jr F~ proposal pUKd 1hroup 
CcQgru• 9Wide the zaonml budae:t ptCCeM to the imp,opm eondlwt of aec.ior aeeudve1 at the 
Bodna Company, ba-.e been ~udively niviewed IDd 1\m4azneatally criticized by ibe State 
Ccmmit1co on Annld SCll'llicet; the Som•~ QD ~. Scieooe lad 
TIIZlJP(lltatlcm; the Departmeut of Juaioe; tu DdenK Deplrtmalu'1 C>mQe of tb.o lNpec:tor 
OenenJ; the Defenae Scienc1 ~O&l'd; the ~onaJ Budact omoc; tbe General ADcoUIUiQs 
Oftice; !ho Collp.aelonal Reeoarch Service; die omu ofM.magcm.nt IDd B~ !be Deteme 
Departmllat'a Oftioe of Program,, AAalym a.ud !VINalioa; tbe btitute for Defcme Analy,es: 
the 1ndutrial College of the Armed Porce1.. Naticaal .Defonae Umvertity smd others. Notably, 
White Hou.,c CliJd of Sta.fr Andy Card and form.ar I>efcnse Depanmmt Compuolla Ooocral . 

---- . 

"Z. 

.. l 'd ...... 1.S~.oo .............................................................................................. JtY~~=o1..1ont:sz.:no.t.; ...... . 
~ ......... . 
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)ov Zakboim have eJso wsiped m with serious cona:ms ~ VlriCUi upccu oC the Wlbr 
ltCpm. Resz«tably, yCNr ccm:i:ncnia reflect• dis~ mad dW I recently .no~d in my hcen 
ifMan:ll ll, 2004 Ind July 28, 2004 lo me Seactary ofDdcac, wbereby Air Poree 1111tforNd 
,flwn COGtinue ~ publidy 1uppoct an aequiaiuoo au.ttay that bu beeQ con..lusi'"-ely llllowu to 
••folly. 

I .bc,p: Cbat you will l&J" tbat Cba paeb forwwcl osi the Clmk.er' n:planmant ptOjl'IZII WiC 
·,• S~ ofDd'tnae «ditnd tieecb 10 be~ o~y, ID4epeDdetnly, &Cd b &om 
olitical pru,urc. A:J Nell. tc is not nlJ...eerved by ludl comDmllZ)'. 
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UNITED STATES TRANSPORTATION COMMAND 
508 SCOTT 0-. 

~--:r~...,-"'!2_~-~scosa,m1 I AIA FORCE BASE IL fl2225.W7 

ou~e . ...---------~~~-
The Honorable John McCain 
United States Senate 
Washington DC 205 I 0-0505 

Dear Senator McCain 

7~·.,, ("~ 
4.. .... :·: .... <.?~'":.~ ·:~! 1·17 ...... , ... : ;• 

14 September 2004 

Thank you for your letter regarding tanker recapitalization, 20 Aug 04. I lllBS disheartened 
to read the U.SNews and World Report account of a "light between the Air Force and the 
Senate" in the sentence leading into my quote regarding the health of our KC· 135Es. I share 
your eagerness to lelu-n the results of the KC- 135 Recapitalization Analysis of Alternatives 
(AoA} and the OSD-led Mobility Capability Study(MCS). Rest assured I have no preference or 
agenda regarding an acquisition strategy or a particular tanker platform. 1 continue to take very 
seriously my responsibilities to provide robust aerial refueling capabilities to combatant 
commanders around the globe in support of our nation's objectives. 

Sincerely 

Commander 

cc: 
The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld 

OSD 14471-04 
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August 25, 2004 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

CC: Powell Moore 

FROM: Donald Rum sf eld ~ 
SUBJECT: DFJ Fund Response 

Please draft a response to these three Senators· letter on the CPA and DFL and let 

me see your proposed draft from you to them before it goes. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/19/04 Senators Wyden, Harkin. and Dorgan ltr to Sec Def [OSD # 12458-04] 

DHR:dh 
082:504-28 (Is wmpm~r>.doc 

········································-································ 
Please respond by ____ 9 __ /_.3__,_/_o_,(/ _____ _ 

r · I 

oso 1935,·-04 
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~nittd ~mtta ~matt 
WASHINGTON, OC 20510 

August 19. 2004 

The Hononble Dan.ald Rmnsfeld 
Department of DefcnK 
The Paitason 
Wasbinpm. DC 20301 

Dear Sem:t.ary R.umafeld: 

I 
/ 

We are writing about recent prm repans that indicate sa.&.biDian m. Deftlapmctfum 
rm Iraq (DFI) manay cannot be w:coautad mr. The repons indicate that the Coalitioa 
Provisional Authority (Cl A), wbicb wu iD charp of the money tbroupout the pmod m 
question. allccated the money to Iraqi miniseries earlier this year, prior to tu tenninuion 
of the CPA. The CPA appar=tly transfared tbii stageriDg sum. of money with no 
written rules or gaidelina for ensuring adequate ~ 1iDIDcia1 or eontr1Cbll1 
con1r0ls over the ftmds. 

Amons the distmbiq finctinp arc that the payrolls of the m.inis1ries, under CPA comro~ 
were reportedly padded with thoumida of g)lost c:mpJoyees. IA one example. tha repmt 
indicates that the CPA paid for 74,000 pant& ewcm tbollgh the IOlUl uumber of pards 
eouldn' t be validated. bi mother l'lXample. 8.206 guaid:s were listed oa a payroll, but 
only 603 :n:11 mdivictuab could be coumrd. Su.ch en.annous discmpm:i• Ilise w:r, 
.serious questions about poumtial fraud, waste., ml abuse. 

The reports l3iS8 anew very seriour questions about the quality of me CPA's oversight 
and accaumability in the ~ of Inq. Iraq is aaw a sovereign nazion, but it i.t 
cleu- that the United States will cominuc to play a major role in the country's 
recanstradion. It is therefore iwpamve that tbe U.S. government axerci.N cardll 
control and ovemam over c:zpenditura of taxpayer dollms. Continued flilma to 
account for nmm. sucb as the S8.8 billion of concern here, or Hallibmton's repeated 
failure to fully aaouat for S4.2 billion for Jopstical suppon in Iraq and Kuwait, ad the 

. . refusal, so far, of the Pemlagon to take coxnctive action arc a disservice to the Amerioan 
tapayer, the Ira.qi people md ta our mm mi women iA uni!onn. 

We are requesting a full. written account of tbe S8.8 billion tran&fmed earlier mis year 
_ from the CPA to du: Inqi mini.mies, inducting the amount each mmistry received and 1be 

way in which the ministry spent the mouey, ~ well as a date cenam for when the 
Pentagon will finally install adcq_uate managerial. financial and cozmactUal controls over 
taxpayer dollars and PFI apmditwes in Iraq. We look forward to hearing from your 
office in the next two weeks. 

~s1{"1:. 
Tom"H--
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DEPUTY SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 

1010 DEFENSE PENTAGON ,:;E_:_~·= , 
WASHINGTON,, DC 20301 -lOIO~~- •. ,. ,. .. , r " , 

~ _ ., . 1 J ¢ · (";)-
j \ . 

INFO MEMO 

September L0,20042:25 PM 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

· ~;/ SE'P 2 7 2004 
FROM: P~ml Wolfowitzt( 114' 

SUBJECT: ClO for DoD 

• You. asked me to pull together a small group to address issues raised by Ken Krieg in 
bis Aug. 13,2004 memo to you regarding the roles and authority of CIOs. 

• Such a group is being assembled and wm meet on Oct. 1st in your conference room. 
The agenda and attendee list are attached. We are working with your schedule and 
hope you will be able to attend the last session. 

• As KeH noted, the Departmenthas a ClO. John Stenbit occupied that positi.on when 
he. was here, and Lin Wells is acting in that capacity now. 

• The question remains, how do we move the Department to use this person/role 
effectively? Ken pointed out, ''In leading private sector companies, the CTO is one 
of the key business leaders. The position is the strategic leader on information 
foside the ehterprise and has significant authority in partnership with the senior 
sector leaders ( equivalents of service .secretaries, service chiefs, etc.)". 

• Independently; Art Cebrowski has proposed a change to the charter for the 
ASD(NlJ)/ClO to enhance his role; .a revised charter along these lines is being 
staffed .. 

• In addition, various net-centric transfotrnatiortal initiatives are coming to fruition. 
Information-based approaches are proving th~ir operational worth in Iraq, 
Afghanistan,. and elsewhere. 

,· 

COORDINATION: Ken Krieg~ 

Attachments: As stated 

11-L-0559/0SD/4.5726 

Preparedby: Linton Wells I I.,,..ltb_)0_6) ___ ...... 
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0800-0820 

0820-0830 

0830-0845 

0845-9030 

DRAFT 

Agenda 
Department of Defense Meeting with Industry Chief Information Officers 

October 1 ,2004 
The Pentagon, Room3E921 

Arrival 

Welcome & Introductions 
• Mr. Pete Geren, Special Assistant 

OJfice c£ !he Secre/ary ct· Defense 

• Mr. John Kasich 
Managing Director, Lehman Brothers 
Former Chairman, U.S. House c£ Representatives Budget Commillee 

Meeting Goals and Expectations 
• Mr. Ken Krieg 

Director, Program Analysis & Ew1/uation 
Office cf The Secretary c£ Defense 

• Mr. Mark Kvamme 
Partner 
Sequioa Capital 

DoD Briefing - V ADM (Rel) M: Cebrowski 
• DoD C{O PerspectiveLin Wel/s,Acling DoD CIOIASD(Nll) 

• Why IT is Crucial to the Warlighter and DoD Key Challenges 
Mr. John Garstka 
Assistant Direct01:for ConcepT and Operationsfor Force Tn1n.~formmion 
Office a The SecreTary ct· Defense 

• Nelcenlric.: Operations Experience- Global War on Tenorism 
Senior Milita,:v -BG Cone preferred 

0930-0945 Break 

Page I of 4 
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0945-1145 

1145- 1200 

1200-1300 

1300- 1315 

1315- 1400 

DRAFT 

.Moderated Discussion: Role of CIO in a Netcentric Enterprise 
Mr. Ken Krieg 

Industry CIO Organization Structure, Challenges, and Perspectives 
1000- 1010 Mr. Robert B. Carter, Executive Vice President, 

Chieflnformation Officer, Federal Express 
1010 - 1020 Mr. Brad Boston, Senior vice President and 

Chief lt1formation O.[f,cer. Cisco Systems 
1020- 1030 Ms. Carol Kline, Chief Information Officer, 

America Online 
1030- 1040 Mr. Robert DeRodes, Executive Vice Presidenumd 

Chie.f lt1formation Officer, Home Depot, Inc. 
1040- 1050 TBD 

Chief Information Officer -Johnson & Johnson 
1050--1100 Large Transition Company Representative 

(i.e. Automotive, GE, or CitiGroup, etc.) 

Break 

Working Lunch 
• Round Table Discussions and Recommended Actions 

Break 

Discussion with Department of Defense Leadership-Ken Krieg 

• Secretary of Defense 
• Deputy Secretary <?/'Defense 

• Service Secretaries 
• Chairman of the Joint Chiefs <f Sta.ff 
• DoD CIOs/Private Sector C/Os 

11-L-0559/0SD/45728 
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DRAFT 

Department of Defense Meeting with Industry Chief Information Ofiicers 
Updated as of September JO, 2004 

Attendee List (Defense) 

Name 

1. Boutelle LTG, 
Steven 

2. Cebrowski V ADM 
(Ret). Art 

3. Geren, Pete 

4. Gilligan, John 

5. Guthrie, Priscilla 

6. Krieg. Ken 

7. Lentz. Robert 

8. Myers, Margaret 

9. Shea LtGen, Robert 

10. Wells If, Linton 

11. W ennergren, Dave 

Attendee List (Industry) 

Name 
12. Banahan, Tom 

13. Boston, Brad 

14. Carter, Robert 

15. DeRodes, Robert 

16. Kline, Carol 

17. James. Wilber 

18. Kasich, John 

19. Kvamme. Mark 

20. Schlein, Ted 

21. TRD 

22. TRD 

Title/Organization 

Chief Information Officer, Department of Amy 

Director, Office of Force Transformation. Office of the Secretary of Defense 

Special Assistant, Office of the Secretary of Defense 

Chiel'lnf'omuttion Officer, Department of the Air Force 

Deputy. Chief Information Officer. Department of Defense 

Director, Program Analysis & Evaluation, Office of'lhe Secretary of'Def'cnse 

Director, Information Assurance, Department of Defense. Chief Information Office 

Principal Director, Chieflnformation Officer, Department of Defense 

J-6, Joint Chiefs of' Staff 

Acting, Chiel'lnf'onnation Officer, Department of' Defense 

Chief Information Officer. Department of the Navy 

Title/Organization 

Managing Director, Lehman Brothers 

Senior Vice President and Chief Information Officer. Cisco Systems 

Executive Vice Presi<lenl, Chiel'lnformation Officer, Federal Express 

Executive Vice President and Chief Information Officer. Home Depot 

Chief Jnf'omrntion Officer, America Online 

Partner, Rockport Capital 

Managing Director, Lehman Brothers 

Partner, Sequoia Capital 

General Partner. Kleiner Perkins Caufield & Byers 

Chie1'Inf'01111ation Officer, Johnson & Johnson 

Chief Jnf'omrntion Officer. Large Transition Company 

11-L-0559/0SD/45729 
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Other Attendees 

Name 
23. 

24. Cocca, Vivian 

25. Dingman, 

26. 

27. Goldman, 

28. 

29. 

30. McVaney, 

31. Scga, Ronald 

DRAFT 

Title/Organization 

Contntclor, Defense Vcnlure Catalysl Initiative Support 

Information Assurance Transformation Leader, Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
Networks and Information Integration 

Contntclor, Defense Venture Calalyst Initiative Support 

Assistant Director for Concept and Operations for Force Transformation Office of 
the Secretary or Defense 

Contractor, Defense Venture Catalyst Initiative Suppo11 

Deputy Under Secretary of Defense for Science & Technology 

Associate Director for Information Assurance and Defense Venture Catalyst 
Initiative 

Defense Business Board* 

Director of Defense Research and Engineering, Secretary of Defense, Under 
Secretary for Acquisilion Technology & Logislics 

32. van Tilborg. Andre Director, lnfomation Systems. Deputy Under Secretary of Defense, Science& 
Technology 

*Request from Office cf tl,e Secretary cf Defe11se (Comptroller) 

Wrap up with Additional Senior Invitees 

Secretary of Defense 
Deputy Secretary of Defense 
Service Secretaries 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 

11-L-0559/0SD/45730 
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BACKGROUND 
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NETWORKS AND 
INFORMATION 
INTEGRATION 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
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WASHINGTON, DC 20301 ·SOOO 

J1_._ /UrJ, ;t- r 4~vr~ 

tl~ Jo /--- ,,_ ~ ,tr ~ ~ 
;l, s~ < !J-<f cJ,wr C10 ~h . M ~ 

/I""~ s-r?'! r~ / ~ J fL.l_ 

Ji, ~ p,.. CJ uf 1 ~,,;,AA ..,/.-< ,v,j.,,,,_.J(, 

0 

11-L-0559/0SD/45732 



. . ,,. .. .. UNCLASSIFIED 

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE · 
The Military ~istant 

30 August 2004 - 1030 Hours 

SUBJECT: CIO 

Sir, 
The DSD has asked that you please prepare a response that DSD can send to SecDef. 
Also, please coordinate the response w1tli :Mr. Ken Krieg. Please see attached document. 

. . -· ~---~. --~...-=:ii--------

Suspense: 8 September2004 

Stephen . o y 
Colonel, USM 
Military Assistant to the 

Deputy Secretary of Defense 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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August 131 2004 

Memorandum for. :seciretairy of Dcf'CDIJ 
~1'111:ryofI>efcnae 

From: Ken • 'l 
Cc: 

Subject: Saowfllb RespDW oa CJO 

Several nmths ago you asked me to thiri< about whether le should have a 
CIO in the Department. The easy answer isyea. 

By JUp:Onsibility and title you have one in the Assistant Seeman for 
N"etwork and lilfbrmation Jntepation - who is dual·batted .. cro. Lin 
\tiJs serves :in that capacity on an acting basis wttil cithcrFnmffarvq, a­
an altemato .is confirmed by 1be Scaate. 

Tbcharderanswer is that thm: is &tillawice gap in thenmdard vicwoftbc 
role of the ao between that in the private s«tor and 1ha government. In 
leading private sector comr.mca, the CIO is one of the DY business leacle~ 
The J:OSi;tial is the strategic leader on information inside tbe entapiac and 
has ~1gnificantautbority ua parrnenhip with the acnior aector lcadent 
(eqwvalenta q(service secretaries, semce chiefsetc.) mcreatc a joint, 
enterprise aooroach to information. In DoDts case, convertj.na to an 
apj:>roacb lil<.e this will RqUire significant~ in the roles and behaviors 
ofServicee, Aacmcica, ard OSD llib. 

Jn~y, Pete Gena informedmc that the Ka~ch Group bu Wcodftccl 
this as a s1gnificant~e of inten:st. Pete is ~aelninar on October 
1 in the Pentagon with Jehl Kasich and a number of · private aector 
CIOs t.o think about the ~cstion of how DoD might adapt e role ,ivea the 
breadth and complexity of our entapri90. 

Jt mightbe useful to get anumberofthc seniorlc:adcn of the Department in 
this seminar. If you are interested, l will work with Pete t.o keep you 
informed. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45734 



June 24, 2004, 10:30 AM 

FROM: A. K. Cebrowski, Director, Office of Force Transformation 

SUBJECT: Transformation and ASD(NlI)/DoD CIO Chatter 

Since the stand-up of ASD(NIIYDoD CTO a little over a year ago, the 
organization's chatter has been in staffing. The Department is missing a significant 
transformational opportunity if the charter goes forward in its present form. I suggest the 
Department leverage the Nil charter development to adopt an enterprise-wide approach to 
infonnation management, in lieu of the fragmented, piecemeal processes we now have. 

The key issue is if we are to have a CIO, how do we do it right. 

Defense Transfotmation hinges on the successful development of a net-centric 
• capable force and the recognition that information and communications technology (ICT) 
II' and information a±iv:it.im are otrr great sow·ce ofp:N:!C', yet we see~ to be poorly 

organized for it. 'll'Jis is a governance issue which requires us to craft new organizational 
relationships to exploit this new source of power effectively. Specifically. the broad 
relationship between owners of the processes that ICI' supports and the DoD CIO must be 
crafted for success using demonstrated effective commercial business models. 

Unlike successful firms, DoD lacks an enterprise-wide approach to the 
management of its JCT resources. Services' authorities, fragmented JCT oversight by 
variaJs acquisition executives and bureaucratic legacies all impede the development of an 
integrated approach to information management. This \8S one of the concerns and 
recommendationsl presented in my Strategic Transformation Appraisal to the SLRG. 
During my briefings to the individual Service Secretaries and Service Chiefs it continually 
surfaced as an issue of frustration. 

To serve you and the Secretary best, the DoD CIO should pe1fonn four roles, as is 
done in successful firms, with authorities appro,.2_rtate. to each: 

P . . l ff . d d . l:J d . t· . • nnc1pa sta assistant an a visor on an m onnat1on management, 
networks, and related areas 

• Enterprise~level strategist from the lctperspective 
• ltlT architect for the DoD enterprise 
• DoD·wide IfT executive 

r1SA SO. 
i £,\ osc 
h<. - ........ ...:.;;._.. __ ....,.~""!""-..... 
,,~ oso 
,ir-¥-W-"'~~---.-..~,-,. 
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. . ' . . . 

I ~ lmplementing these roles will involve technical, organi7.ational, culrural and 
,operational change. There is no good 1hne for this fight, wt there i, a significant chance 
for success under you and the Secretary. I'mptepared to work with Lin Wells and others. 
I have discus.sed this with Fran Harvey. 

I'm asking your concurrence to begin this approach, since there will be significant 
resistance from some qmters. 

Pursue the approadl OC Non Concur ____ Other ____ _ 
I JUl 2el 

11-L-0559/0SD/45736 



(~., . . ,. .. . 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Prepated by. A. K. Cebrowski. Director~ Force ·Transfonnationj,._(b_)(
6
_) _...J 

• 
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A---·· .. -.. ...... . -----~MIV"W (~::-··.:· ·_ ·:· .· .. 

CO: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald RumsCcld 7J\r 
SUBJECT: CIO for DoD 

Please put together a small group to adctess this question that Ken Krieg discusses 
in the attached memo, and get back tome with a report by October 1. 

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

n~a, '°"°"' • _ __../ .... o.._/-1-J./~•~1-----
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f 
August 25,2004, 

r·i ~- ,, ? 
,, • I .... I •• 

TO; V ADM Jim Stavridis 

CC: Iac.y Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rurnsfeld ~A_. 
SUBJECT: Information Needed Today 

Please get me that piece of paper Thad that shows how many courts martial there 
are per year (there were four categories) at any given time. 

Also, get me: 

- the total number of active, guard, reserve and civilian employees in the 
Department ofDefense, separately 

- · the total number of prisons under the jurisdiction ofDoD and overseas, 
separately 

PAGE 82 

- who (what organizations) in DQD is responsible for managing the people in the 
prisons 

- who is responsible for training the people who work in the pr'isons-. M:Ps and 
MI 

- who is responsible for trai11ing 1he military intelligence people 

- the total number of people involved 'NitI1 prisons-the guards, the mil itary 
police, and a'lso the interrogation people 

~ the total number of detainees that have existed from the. time I. came in (ona 
chart)-what the total number was at the peak and what it is now. 

I need all the ans\.Vers to these questions before tomonow morning. 

Thanks. 

DHR'.dli 
OS2504-6 ( 'IS compu1c1).doe 

·······-·········-~···~-················································· 
P/et1$e respond by ?:I z, './ oL{ --------....... ----------------------

0 SD 1 9 3 8 0 - 0 4. 
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TO: 

cc: 

Honorable Andrew H. Card, Jr. 

Vice President Richard B. Cheney 
Dr. Condoleezza Rice 

August 25,2004 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 2.-4~--"T• IL---# 
SUBJECT: Transforming the USG 

Attached is a short draft presentation on transforming the U.S. Government for the 
21st century. This brief is obviously in an early stage. 

Andy, it seems to me that these are the kinds of national security, homeland 
security and other issues that you folks in the White House are considering. 
Clearly, they don't fit neatly into the responsibilities of any single department or 
even into any one of the White House councils. But then, the problems we face in 
the world don't fit neatly into any one department or into any one of the various 
White House councils. 

In any event, we have folks in DoD who have been thinking about some of these 
things. If anything here is of interest to you, the Vice President or Condi, let me 
know. We would be happy to try to be helpful. If you would like to talk about 
any of these ideas, let me know. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/20/04 Transforming the U.S. Government for the 2 I st Century 

DIIRdh 
082104-20 (rs computer).doc 

0 SD 1 93 81 - 0 4 
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8/20/2004 

Transforming the U.S. 
Govern ent for the 21st 

Century 

23 August 2004 

This briefing is classified 
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONL\1 

Draft Working Papers Not Subject to FOIA 

11-L-0559/0SD/457 41 
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FOUO 

Purpose 

• Public attention generated by 9/11 Commission report and 
Congressional hearings have focused Nation on need to 
improve national security 

• Opportunity for Administration to: 

- Go beyond 9/1 I Commission recommendations 

- Go beyond the issue of terrorism 

- Prepare for broader challenges of 21st century 

• Consider whether the USG might: 

- Restructure institutions 

8/20/2004 

- Create or realign authorities 

- Take further action 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45742 
2 



FOUO 

Restructure Institutions - Illustrative Ideas 

• Domestic intelligence - Go beyond law enforcement approach and 
integrate with foreign intelligence while duly preserving civil liberties? 

• Strategic Communications - Create entity in the USG that draws on 
US private sector prowess in media, IT, advertising, and entertainment? 

• NSC and HSC - Restructure organizations? 

• US Country Teams- Transform US Embassy Country Teams for 21st 
century operations? 

• UN and other international institutions - Reorganize to prevent 
crises and assist member states that lack capacity for effective 
governance? 

• National Guard - Organize, train and equip the National Guard for 
homeland defense? 

8/20/2004 FOUO 
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rouo 
Create or Realign Authorities - Illustrative Ideas 

• lnteragency "Jointness" - Increase through "Goldwater-Nichols" for 
whole USG? 

• Build Local Capacity - Help international partners build their capacity 
to counter enemies and replace US forces 

- Seek additional authorities for: "Train and Equip," Commander's Emergency 
Response Program (CERP), Global Peace Operations Initiative 

• Homeland Security - Is it time for review of how USG responsibilities 
and authorities are allocated to ensure right capabilities and assets 
address key problems? 

• Congress - Streamline Congressional oversight (e.g., Joint 
Committees; smaller committees; merged authorization and 
appropriation committees) and speed nomination/confirmation process? 

8/20/2004 FOUO 
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FQUO 

Take Action - lllus-trative Ideas 

• Bio-Defense- Launch Strategic Bio-Defense Initiative? 

• Common Threat Assessments - Implement initiative to develop 
common threat assessments with key allies and partners? 

• Non-Governmental Action - rv1obiBze private philanthropies and utilize 
public-private partnerships to prornote educational reform and 
economic development in Muslim world? 

• Civilian/Military Recruiting and Retention - Review 
incentives/dis incentives for public/military service? 

8/20/2004 FOUO 
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FOUO 

Way Ahead 

• Assign tasks to refine ideas and develop a,ction plans (assign 
duties, set deadlines, develop metrics, track progress) 

• Recommend to Congress actions requiring new legislation 

• Develop draft Executive Orders where appropriate 

8/20/2004 FOUO 
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FOUO 

Additional Illustrative Ideas 

• Establish standing USG planning 
function for building & maintaining 
coalitions 

• Establish "National Security University" 
educational system for interagency 

• Expand unconventional warfare, civil 
affairs and foreign internal defense 
ca pabi I ities 

• Establish Deputy National Intelligence 
Director to serve as all-source 
intelligence "archivist" and Chief 
Information Officer for Intel Community 

• Re-evaluate USG nat 
roles and missions (a 
USG) 

• Build civilian reserve · 
international stability 4 

reconstruction operat 
s.ecurity and intelligen 

• Strengthen weak gov1 
that they can increasE 
legitimacy and author 
·"ungoverned" territol) 
via civic suction projec 

8/20/2004 FOUO 
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August 21,2004 
"'.!" .. ·: :---- ..... -- .. 

L ,. ~ ·. 

TO: Larry Di Rita 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

SUBJECT: PA on Global Posture 

Attached is Andy Hoehn's memo on the global force posture summary. Your 

folks ought to get a full court press on it. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/20/04 DASD (Strategy) memo to SecDef re: Global Posture: Reaction to POTUS Speech 

DIIR:dh 
082104-11 (tscomputcr).doc 

1111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111111 

Please respond by ____ 'J ...... /_lJ ..... _/_t,_y ______ _ 

0 SD 1 93 8 ~ - 0 4 
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INFO MEMO 
I-04/011142-STRA T 

AUG 2 O 2004 USD/P ~AUG 2· t 2004 
DepSecDe~ 

PDUSD/P 

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ~ i/io 
FROM: Andy Hoehn, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Strategy Q~ {,1 ' 
SUBJECT: Global Posture: Reaction to POTUS Speech (U) 

Here is an update on recent reactions to the President's posture announcement on August 
16. Public Affairs reports that coverage overall has been 90% positive. 

• Foreign reaction, especially official statements, has been almost universally positive, 
while d01r1estic reaction has been somewhat more mixed. 

o Domestic media tends to emphasize US politics, while foreign media gives 
more prominence to the strategic value of the review. 

• In general, those who have done sufficient fact-linding(e.g. Wall Street Journal and 
BBC) have responded very positively. 

DOMESTIC 
• Op-eds offer expected election-season political commentary, such as Ron Asmus' s 

critical Aug l 8 piece in the Washington Post. 

o But op-eds Charles Krauthammerin the Post and Marcus Corbin in the 
Baltimore Sun were highly supportive. 

• Most editorials - like the Washington Post, Boston Globe, and Detroit Free Press -
offer a generally understanding, if mixed, viewpoint. Some common then1es are: 

o Credit for the Administration's strategic rationale; 

o Support for long-overdue moves in Europe; 

o Concern about impact in Korea; and 

o Criticism for announcing the changes at a campaign event. 

• Only a few editorials have been decisively positive or negative: 

o The Wall Street Journal's good piece was the result of time we invested with 
their editorial writers. 

o The New York Times' negative editorial was expected- they wrote a similarly 
negative piece on US-German relations last May. 

o The Philadelphia Inquirer produced an oddly negative and speculative 
editorial, which we have responded to via a letter to the editor. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45750 
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FOREIGN 
• Foreign official reaction has been positive -testimony to our consultation efforts over 

~he past 9 monlhs., 

o Ranges from very positive (Australia, Italy) to surprisingly benign (Russia). 

• In foreign media, the review's strategic aspects have received significant attention, 
along with stones on local impact and speculation about US political motives. 

• See the attached paper for san1ples of both official and press statements from allies 
and interested parties., 

WAY AHEAD 
• Your op-ed is being finalized. 

• We will continue to respond to negative editorials via letters and to push out op-eds 
like Doug Feith' s piece in the August 19 Washington Post. 

• We will encourage combatant commanders to speak out. 

• We will approach selected Defense Policy Board members - such as Harold Brown, 
James Schlesinger, and Barry Blechman - to write op-eds and take interviews. 

• SASC plans a hearing on 20 September. 

ATTACHMENT: As stated. 

Prepared by: Mike Brown and Scan SmcJand~Strategyf ( b )(6) 
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SAMPLE OF .t~OREIGN REACTION 

Official 

• Karsten Voight, German PM Schroeder's coordinator for US relations: "This is 
positive ... a success story." 

• UK MoD: "The UK government and NATO have been consulted ... hut it is too early 
to say what impact there will be on US deployments in the UK" 

• Italy MF A: "Absolutely not [a symbol of a weaker commitff1ent]. The Cold War is a 
thing of the past." 

• Japan MFA: "Japan welcomes the review of the US military framework that will better 
suit the global security environment and further contribute to peace and stability." 

• South Korea MFA: "The South Korean government has been well aware of this plan." 

• AustraliaMoD: "It will improve the US capability to contribute to international efforts 
to defeat global threats." 

• Russia's MoD: "l don)t see anythingalarming in these plans." 

Note: No official commentary reported yet from China, France, Singapore, or India. 

Press 

• Germany: Deutsche Welle and Frankfurter Allgemeine- likely negative impacts on 
the German economy and local affinities for US troops, but also the need for NATO 
to improve its own capabilities. 

• UK: BBC and Financial Times - largely favorable discussion of the strategic 
rationale and implications, but speculation on the fate of UK-based F-15 s. 

• Japan: Japan T.inBs and Asahi - praise for the strategic rationale, and detailed 
reporting on speci fie proposals for posture in Japan. 

• South Korea: Korea Herald - focuses exclusively on impact in Korea and ongoing 
Future of the A11iance talks. 

• Australia: Sydney Morning Herald - new posture may weaken deterrence in Korea. 

• Singapore: The Straits News - quotes from President, very little discussion of 
strategy or implications in Asia. 

• India: The Hindu - cursory discussion of the rationale, with quotes from the President 
and critics. 

• France: Minimal exposure in French press, mostly quotes from the President and 
critics. 

Note: Little press commentary to date from China or Russia. 
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~-:.: August 21, 2004 

TO: Matt Latimer 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld<y~ 

SUBJECT: Operation OVERLORD 

Here are some interesting thoughts about Operation OVERLORD you might want 

to take a look at. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
8/18/04 Historian memo ''OVERLORD What Ifs" 

DI IR dh 
OIU 1114-1 f, (IS comp111cr).doc 

.........................................................•.............. , 
Please respond by _______________ _ 

0 SD 1 9 3 8 Lt - O 4 
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'OSD HISTORICAL OFFICE !(b)(6.) 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
f777 NORTH KENT STREET 

.\RUNGTON, VA. 22209-218.S 

HIST.ORJCA.L OF'F'ICI!: .August 18, 2004 

MEMORANDUM FOR: R. F. DUBOIS 

SUBJECT: OVERLORD What Ifs 

In response to your E·Mail, "what went wrong.with ()peration Overiord", 
herewith some of the more obvious observations. 

Operation OVERLORD was an operational plan for the first 90 days (D + 
90) of a campaign to defeat the Germans in Northwest Europe In 1944 .. 
Retrospective analyse& of the campaign have identified what are considered 
errors in planning and execution. 

Planning: 

1. Concentration on knowledge of coastal area landing sites to relative 
neglect of inland areas. 

2. Insufficient attention to problem of bocage or hedgerow areas which 
became major obstacles to operations. 

Execution: 

1. lnadeqoate intelligence on German unit disposition. Presence of 
German 32no Division at Omaha Beach not previously detected; made 
Omaha landing a bloodbath for U.S. forces on 6 June. 

2. Landing at wrong places- U.S. 4th Division landed one kilometer south 
of where it was supposed to on Utah Beach. This caused delays in 
advance inland. 

3. Failure to take Caen as early as planned. Caen was a key objective, 
the gateway to Paris. lnst.ead of a few days it took the better part of 
two months to captLJre it. 

4. Hedgerow fighting. These obstacles held up advances for weeks. 
U.S. forces not property prepared in advance to cope with them. 

0 
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5. Failure to close the Falaise - Argentan gap in August. British -and 
American forces missed the opPQrtunity to bag more 1han a dozen" 
German divisions by leav'ing open a 25-mile gap in the planned 
encirclement. Most of the Germans escaped. Suocess of this 
maneuver might have shortened the war by months. since it is unlikely 
that the Germans could have stopped what probably would have been 
a much more rapid Allled advance to the German border. 

Clt/~ {ft-~r 
Alfed Goldberg 
OSD Historian 

P.031'03 
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August 21,2004 

TO: President George W. Bush 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ::;z ____ J., /1-----h 
SUBJECT: Global Posture Reaction 

Mr. President-

Attached is a summary of some of the immediate reactions to your announcement 

with respect to global posture adjustments. I thought you might like to see it. 

We look forward to seeing you on Monday. 

Respectfully, 

Attach. 
8/20/04 DASO (Strategy) memo to Sec.:Def re: Global Posture: Reaction to POTUS Speech 

DHRdh 
082104-10 (ts compLHcr).doc 

0 so 1 9 3 8 5 - 0 4 
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INFOMEMO 
1-04/011142-STRAT 

AUG 2 O 2004 USD/P ~AUG 2 0 2004 
DcpSccD~e 

PDUSD/P 

FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ~ <1>/ i.O 

FROM: Andy Hoehn, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Strategy Q...,~ {ti " 
SUBJECT: Global Posture: Reaction to POTUS Speech (U) 

Here is an update on recent reactions to the President's posture announcement on August 
16. Public Affairs reports that coverage overall has been 90% positive. 

• Foreign reaction, especially official statements, has been almost universally positive, 
while domestic reaction has been somewhat more mixed. 

o Domestic media tends to emphasize US politics, while foreign media gives 
more prominence to the strategic value of the review. 

• In general, those who have done sufficient fact-finding(e.g. Wall Street Journal and 
BBC) have responded very positively. 

DOMESTIC 
• Op-eds offer expected election-season political commentary, such as Ron Asmus's 

critical Aug 18 piece in the Washington Post. 

o But op-eds Charles Krauthammer in the Post and Mm-cus Corbin in the 
BaJtimore Sun were highly supporlive. 

• Most editorials - like the Washington Post, Boston Globe, and Detroit Free Press -
offer a generally understanding, if mixed, viewpoint. Some common themes are: 

o Credit for the Administration's strategic rationale; 

o Support for long-overdue moves in Europe; 

o Concern about impact in Korea; and 

o Criticism for announcing the changes at a campaign event. 

• Only a few editorials have been decisively positive or negative: 

o The Wall Street Journal's good piece was the result of time we invested with 
their editorial writers. 

o The New York Times' negative editorial was expected - they wrote a similarly 
negative piece on US-German relations last May. 

o The Philadelphia Inquirer produced an oddly negative and speculative 
editorial, which we have responded to via a letter to the editor. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45757 
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FOREIGN 

• Foreign official reaction has been positive - testimony to our consultation efforts over 
the past 9 months. 

o Ranges from very positive (Australia, Italy) to surprisingly benign (Russia). 

• In foreign media, the review's strategic aspects have received significant attention, 
along with stories on local impact and speculation about US political motives. 

• See the attached paper for samples of both official and press statements from allies 
and interested parties. 

WAY AHEAD 
• Your op-ed is being finalized. 

• We will continue to respond to negative editorials via letters and to push out op-eds 
like Doug Feith's piece in the August 19 Washington Post. 

• We will encourage combatant commanders to speak out. 

• We will approach selected Defense Policy Board members - such as Harold Brown, 
James Schlesinger, and Barry Blechman - to write op-eds and take interviews. 

• SASC plans a hearing on 20 September. 

ATTACHMENT: As stated. 

Pn.-parcd by: Mike Brown and ScanSmeland, Strategy, 614-0421 
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SAMPLE OF FOREIGN REACTION 

Official 

• Karsten Voight, German PM Schroeder's coordinator for US relations: "This is 
positive ... a success story," 

• UK MoD: "The UK government and NATO have been consulted ... but it is too early 
to say what impact there will be on US deployments in the l.JKH 

• Italy MFA: "Abso1utcly not [a symbol of a weaker commitment]. The Cold War is a 
thing of the past." 

• Japan MFA: "Japan welcomes the review of the US military framework that will better 
suit the global security environment and further contribute to peace and stability." 

• South Korea MFA: "The South Korean government has been well aware of this plan." 

• Australia MoD: "It will improve the US capability to contribute to international efforts 
to defeat global threats." 

• Russia's MoD: "l don't see anything alarming in these plans." 

Note: No official comment(lly reported yet from China, France, Singapore, or India. 

Ecess 

• Germany: Deutsche Welle and Frankfurter Allgemeine - likely negative impacts on 
the German economy and local affinities for US troops, but also the need for NATO 
to improve its own capabilities. 

• UK: BBC and Financial Times- largely favorable discussion of the strategic 
rationale and implications, but speculation on the fate of UK-based F- I 5s. 

• Japan: Japan Times and Asahi - praise for the strategic rationale, and detailed 
reporting on specific proposals for posture in Japan. 

• South Korea: Korea Herald - focuses exclusively on impact in Korea and ongoing 
Future of the Alliance talks. 

• Australia: Sydney Morning Herald - new posture may weaken deterrence in Korea. 

• Singapore: The Straits News - quotes from President, very little discussion of 
strategy or implications in Asia. 

• India: The Hindu - cursory discussion of the rationale, with quotes from the President 
and critics. 

• France: Minimal exposure in French press, mostly quotes from the President and 
critics. 

Note: Little press commentary to date from China or Russia. 
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TO: Gen Dick Myers 

cc: Pau! V?olrowitz 
Stev,~ Carnbi>ne 

TABA 

rouo 

FROM: Donclld Rums!eldlyl 
SUBJECT: Tracking Ideas 

, .. ,, ~ ., .. , 
:''._.·1 · .. 

October 2912004 

8'ib 

I think we need to put more discipline into the task of tracking individual hwnan 

beings. W eit.ced to get a Manhattan Project going that integrates a variety of 

intd!igtnc:c dfaciplines and military capabilities. 

Plea.1e see rre \Vi th some ideas. 

Thank~ 

DffR:u 
10290'·16 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 11 /;~ { \ Y 

0 SD 1 9 4 0 9 - 0 4 
Tab A 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Gen Dick Myers 
Gen Pete Pace 

ADM Giambastiani 

Donald Rumsfeld 11\ 

7 L(~•)] 
rvOd 

SUBJECT: Joint Task Force HQ Brief 

December 2,2004 

I was impressed with Ed Giambastiani's concept for the JTF HQ. Clearly a lot of 

good. work by his staff and the Joint Staff as well went into it. 

I do want to see you carefully think through whether it ought to be an active cadre 

of folks instead of reserves. I cannot see any reason whatsoever to use reserves. 

Once you think that through, I'd like to sec an implementing document that I can 

sign in the next two weeks. We need to move out on this. 

Thanks. 

OHR:ss 
120204-10 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by t 2/ JC-/ 0'-1 

Thanks. 

FOlJO- OSD 19415-04 
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TO: 

FROM: 

FOUO 

The Honorable Andrew H. Card 

Donald Rumsfcld ~ 
SUBJECT: Prepaid Calling Cards .for Military 

December 3,2004 

Attached is a note from my friend, Bill Timmons~ raising a matter of importance 

and concern on telephone credit cards for the military. It is self-explanatory. 

The solution lies totally outside the Department of Defense, as I read it. I would 

very much appreciate your interest in this. 

Thank you, sir. 

Attach. 
12/1 /04 Memo to SecDef from Bill Timmons 

DHR:ss 
120304-3 

fOUQ. 
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Utt... I. LVU4 4: ,aM liMMUN~ & lUMrANY 

V.UFAX 

Memorandwn for the Honorable Donald Rumsf eld 

From: Bill Timmons~ 

nte: 1 December 2004 

Subject: Prepaid Telephone Cllllirg Cards for Military 

N'J. 542 P. 2 

Request your personal assistance on an issue of importance to our servicemen and 
women and their families. 1'1 the next few weeks the FCC intends to issue an order 
concerning prepaid calling cards that threatens to increasera1es on the military and other 
users of this low-cost telephone service by as much as 20%. 

Ten years ago calling card service that contained promotional advertisements 
(called enhanced card~) was plat'ed n service. Telephone cal ls using these enhanced 
cards are i.nfoznati.ooal. and outside regulated service and therefore not subject to 
intrastate access or universal service fees. After all these years the FCC intends to make 
these cards fall ii a revenue category that will cau~ troops and other card users to 
contribute more so others nay contribute less. 

Con~istent with the goals of universal service, the cards today provide low-cost 
calling for those who need it m:Et - military, senior, rural, m iI! ority, and low•income 
users. 1be USO provides free pre-paid cards to service personnel as part of0 0peration 
Phone Home program." W aJ .. Mart, Sam's Club, drug stores, military exchanges, and 
other retai I outlets sell the inexpensive calling cards. Members of Congress have 
communicated with FCC Cha.imal Powell not to take money out of soldiers' pockets 
while they defend our coW1try. In fact, in the closing days of this Congress through npxt. 
language for the fi1al budget legislation Congress direded the FCC "not to take any 
action that would directly or indirectly have the effect of ra.isirg the rates charged to 
military personnel or their families for telephone calls plat'ed using prepaid phone cards." 
On 23 July of this year the Pentagon weighed .m when Charles Abell wrote the FCC 
pointing oot the increased costs to service personnel and families if this orderwcrc 
implemented. The FCC ehainnan put off official actioo unti I after the election but now 
intends to go forward. 

Don, about the only avenue open seems to be White I louse involvement to protect 
the low-cost prepaid calling cards for the military. May I suggest you call Andy Cm:l 
and ask him to help? 

Thanks a bunch. 
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SEC RETA RY OF T' H E ARM l --·s··· ~--- .... . .. _ 

WASH~NGTON · --

INFO MEMO 

FOR: SECRET ARY~ ~Sy,-../1/6,{ 
FROM: Francis.J:Ji~~retary of the Ann) 

// 

'°;~If f'-- - . .-.. ..,) 
.: ... ;:; -t . • · , - J 

SUBJECT: Command Sergeant Major (CSM) James R. Jordan's Retention 
Beyond Retention Control Point (RCP) 

• This information memorandum is in response Lo your inquiry concerning the 
November 28, 2004, Fayetteville Observer article regarding CSM Jordan. 

• CSM Jordan is the Brigade CSM for the 35th Signal Brigade (Airborne), XVIIlth 
Airborne Corps, Fort Bragg, North Carolina. The above-mentioned article reported 
that CSM Jordan had requested to extend beyond his mandatory retirement date in 
order to deploy with his unit to Iraq, but did not clearly rep01t the status of his request. 

• The Anny Human Resources Command approved CSM Jordan's request on 
September 13,2004. His request was approved as an exception to policy in 
ac.cordance with Army Regulation 601-280, paragraph 3- I 0. The approved 14-month 
exception, thru August 2006, will allow CSM Jordan to Qeploy with his unit and then 
retire upon completion of redeployment processing. 

• This was a good news/ personal interest story. 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Prepared By: LTC David R. Alexander II1._(b_)c_s) ___ I 
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~enior N cu Jordan uec1ctes Io ::stay w nn ttis learn 

Fayetteville (NC) Observer 
November 28,2004 

Senior NCO Jordan Decides To Stay With His Team 

By Henry Cuningham, Military editor 

ragt! 1 u1 .t. 

Command Sgt. Maj. James R. Jordan asked to stay in the Army for a year beyond his mandatory 
retirement date so he could complete a deployment to Iraq with the 35th Signal Brigade. 

"We are cun-ently at war,'' Jordan said. "We are doing things, and it requires leaders to do certain things. 
That's what I am, a leader." 

Like his younger brother, retired basketball star Michael Jordan, James Jordan loves his job, believes in 
helping his team, expects maximum effort from those around him, and will leave on his own terms. 

The sergeant major stands 5-foot-7. His brother is about 6-foot-6. At Fort Bragg, the older brother has 
kept a low profile and avoided calling attention to his family connection. 

Command Sgt. Maj. Jordan and about 500 soldiers of the brigade are scheduled to depart today for a 
year in Iraq. 

Under normal conditions, the 47-ycar-old Jordan, who entered basic training in June I 975 and had three 
assignments in Korea, would start winding down his Army career in the spring as he approached the 30-
year mark. 

His colonel promised to support whatever decision he made, but Jordan had no intention of getting on an 
airplane ApriJ.29, flying home and leaving his brigade. 

''That's not the way you want to end a 30-year career," Jordan said. 

"People ask, 'Why?"' said Col. Bryan Ellis, the brigade commander. "The answer is, he is completely 
selfless. We all want to sec it go well." 

No-nonsense 

Jordan is a no-nonsense noncommissioned officer with a shaved head and a wry sense of humor. In his 
job, he advises the commander as the senior enlisted soldier in the brigade of 2,450. Many of them arc 
young specialists and sergeants facing back-to-back extended tours overseas. 

"If you don't believe in selfless service, you are not going to make it in this business," Jordan said. 

It's not your age that counts, it's your mind, said Jordan, the oldest person in the brigade. He went to 
airborne school, where most soldiers are in their teens or early 20s, as a 36-year-old first sergeant. At 47, 
he will mn eight miles for physical training and expects soldiers to be alongside him, not lagging 
behind. 

Three years of Junior ROTC at New Hanover High School in Wilmington helped convinceJordan that 
the Army was for him. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45765 
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"I figured I wanted to be a soldier, plus I was the oldest of five kids," he said. "I wanted to get out of the 
house and do something myself." 

In the early 1990s, he, as a sergeant first class, was the noncommissioned officer in charge of the team 
fielding the Mobile Subscriber Equipment, the Army's cell phone system. 

"You would ask senior people for the answers to questions," said Ellis, the brigade commander. "They 
would always say, 'Talk to Sgt. I st Class Jordan.' He was the one that had the answers about anything -
the training, the fielding, the maintenance." 

As Jordan sees it, his job is to help get the brigade to Iraq and back and resume the hectic work of 
providing communications for the 18th Airborne Corps around the world. 

"The brigade has got to be prepared to do the mission when we return," Jordan said. "Quite a few critical 
people arc preparing to get out of the Army when they return." 

Preparing for danger 

In recent months, he has been focused on preparing his soldiers for the dangers of Iraq. 

"One of the things we found out is you've got quite a few soldiers who arc technically smart," Jordan 
said. "They can make a computer do everything you want it to do." 

But the computer-savvy soldiers also must know what to do on a F01t Bragg firing range or when a 
convoy is ambushed in Iraq. 

"Yourtcchnical skilJs ain't going to help you be able to put steel where it needs to be," he said. 
"'Technical' ain't got nothing to do with it out there. You've got to be 'tactical' -just as qualified as the 
infantry." 

And don't tell the command sergeant major that a soldier can't pass the marksmanship test. 

''That's the wrong answer," he said. "You'll stay at that till you get it done. If you don't get it done today, 
you're going back tomorrow. Then tomon-ow you get a little bit of love because I'll be standing over top 
of you, making sure you get it right." 

That's what a sergeant major is for, he said. 

A noncommissioned officer can't be effective sitting in an office or standing back with hands on hips, he 
said. 

"Some of my family really don't even know what I do," he said. ''They know I'm in the Army. That's 
about it. My immediate family and my wife, my kids, not extremely happy, but they arc on the team. 
They say, 'Daddy, do what you've got to do.'" 

Jordan said his mother told him he has "been in it forever.'' 

'Tvc been doing this by myself for so long, being my own person, being my own soldier,'' he said. ''I'm 
going to continue doing it the same way until the day I feel like I need to hang it up, not when they feel 
like I need to hang it up." 

11-L-0559/0SD/45766 
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TO: Fran Harvey 

CC: GEN Pete Schoomaker 
Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld y/l 
SUBJECT: Extension 

f'OUO 

.. ... -::; ;.-.-. -~ ~-·: ::- 1t: 

~ ... ·. ~ : .. - ·.· - .~ ~-'; _;.: !.~ ~ 

I take it there is a way for Chief Master Sergeant Jordan to stay in the service for 

an extra year, as he has requested. Please advise. 

Thanks. 

DHRdh 
113004·1 

········-···················~····~························-···········~·· 
Please respond by 12./ 4 / Olf 

:FOUO 

OSD 19544-04 
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TO: Fran Harvey 

CC: GI:;;N Pete Schoomaker 
Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 'y/l 
SUBJECT: Extension 

fOUO 

'.'' .'November 30:2004 
. ·- .. . . ' 

r·,-";~'. f'• -~. - C' flt - : .. -~·: ~ ~· ~ 

I take it there is a way for Chief Master SergeantJordan to stay in the service for 

an extra year, as he has requested. Please advise. 

Thanks. 

l>HRdh 
113004-1 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 12.i 4 / otf 

fOUO 

OSD 19544-04 
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, ~e'.e!e~ll~tt 1, 2004 
: • j • : - • 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald.Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: E-m~1Jrom !{on Arons 

Please take care ofthe·~·u.ached e-mail regarding an idea to disarm Al-Sadr' s 

people. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
08/18/04 E-mail from Ron Arons to SecDcfre: HIDA technology 

OHR:u 
090704-10 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 11·,ca:,~·.~-~ :• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Please respond by_~--- ----

OSD 19580-04 
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fr,,m: Ron Arons ...,4('--b)_(6_) _____ ___ 
Sent: Thursday, August 26. 2004 11 :10 AM 

To: . Donald Rumsteld 

Subject: A couple of Ideas 

Dear Mr. Secretary, 

Mayt.e I'm missing something but. ...... ............ . 

Why ::an't we use HypetSound technology, already in the Defense Oepartment'5 hands, to disam1 Al-Sadr's people guarding tlte 
mos<;ue? t direct you to the following article: MP..1twww.m~J11tfLb.ssweapon.htm 

Why ,:an't we throw e couple of smoke or stink bombs et Al-Sadr's people guarding the mosque. 

Just t.ome thoughts 

Ron Jlf'ons 
Princnton 78 

" 
~~-

---fl' IJ..(. .'-41/'JJ.~· ~ bd--c .--<:_ 
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· .AXClfJl.PerSomc Sound as a Weapon .. 

ATC Hypersonic Sound as a Weapon 

By :iarshall SELLA New York Time• March 23, 2003 
5035 words, L•t• Edition - Final, Section 6, Page l4, Column 3 

Orii1ia.al UnJc t 

bttml/www.nyUmes.com/2D03/03/23/J11agadneL23Soum>.btal 

For the moment, though, HSS is unfinished bu•ine••· A• night must follow 
day, there are Defen•e I>epartment •pplication•· Noni• 4'1\d A.T.C. have 
been buey honing something called ~igb Intensity.Directed Aeoustica 
(J!IUA, in houae jargon). :It is directional •ound -- an oft.hoot of RSS 
but: on• that never., ever transmit• Randel or waterfall 80Wld8. Althousrb 
the technology tbu• far haa be.n routinely referred to.as a •nonlethal 
w.ea1,0A, • the Pentagon now prefera to stres• the friezadlier-sounding 
•bai.ling intruder•• function. 

ID i·eality, KIDA i• both warning and weapon. :rf ueecl from a battleship, 
it can ward off str•Y craft• at 500 yard• with a pinpointed verba1· 
wars:.ing. Shou1d the offending vee•el continue to within 200 yard•, th• 
atezn wan>in~s are replaced by 120-decibel sounda tb•t are•• physically 
diaablirig as •hrapnel. Certain noieee., projeeted at the right pitch, can 
incapacitate even a stone-deaf terrori•t1 the boZleB in your head are 
brutalis•4 by a tone•e full effect whether you're clutchiDg th• •idea of 
you~ •kull iu agony or not. 

11Beaidea,• Norris eays, .laughing darkly, 11grabl)i11g you~ ears is as good 
•• a pair of handcuff•.• · 

Nimbly holding a big black plate; Korrie stands witb me in an A.T.C. 
souD1 cbamber. Since be•• poiaed behJ.nd the weapon, .he will bear no 
soun.1 one• it •s powered upa not a peep. "HIZ>A can instantaneously cause 
lo•• of equil:U,riwn, vomiting, migraines -- really, we can pretty much 
pick our ailment,• he says brightly. •we•ve delivered a couple dozen 
unit1 so far, but will have a lot 2n0re out by June. Tbey•:re talking 
mill.lou. I • 

(Lae'.; =onth, A.T.C. cut a five-year, aultiaillion-dollar licensing 
agi:eusment with General Dynamics, one of the giant• of the ailitary­
induutria.l complex.) 

Norr:.• proda. his assistant to locate the baby noi•• on a laptop, then 
ai .. the device at me. At first, the noi•• i• dr&ad:ful -- just prima.lly 
wronu -- but notu?lbear.:ble. I repeatedly tell. Norrie. to crank it up 
(tryS.ng to approximate battle-etr•ngth volwne, without the nausea), 
until tbe uoise ian•t •o much a noise •• an •••ault o.a my nervoue 
aystun. J: nearly fall down and., for s.ome reaaon, 11zy ey•• hurt. When 
I bnvely ask how high they•d tuzned th• dial, Norri• lau9hs 
uproariou•ly. •11iat wa• nothingl" ~e bellow•• 

•That waa about 1 percent of what an enemy would get. ODe percentl" 
TWo bours later, l cara •till feel the ache in the back of my head. 
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ADl'IINt!:,TRATION ANO 

MANAGEMENT 

OFFiCE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1950 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1950 

ACTION MEMO 

FOR; SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

. _ , .. 

FROM: Raymond f.Mois, Di.~tor, ~inistration and Management 
l(cu, ~ · ~ l'/r/o"I 

SUBJECT: Services/Non-O'SD Directives Review · 

::- j 

• Tn your attached snowflake of November 17 ,2004, you requested information 
on what the Services and non-OSD elements ofDoD are doing tn update their 
directives. You asked for an analysis of their directive systems, and for a 
memo prompting a comprehensive review of their directives. 

• Defense Agency/ Acfrvity directives promulgate their DoD-wide policy thruugh 
the: WHS-administered directives systems. Their parent USDs and ASDs 
oversee the content. 

• The Services have their own procedures for publication of directives,. 
regulations, and instructions, which vary widely. WHS reviewed the Services' 
policy level publications and identified the following sample data reflecting 
publications in selected functional aTeas that are older than January 1999: 

a AirForce: 14of21 Directives in the Manpower/Organization series (66%). 

o Army: 28 of 29 Regulations in the Organi:lation/Functions ·series (97%). 

o Navy: 18 of 22 lnstructiQns in the Operations/Readiness series (82%). 

o Marine Corps: 92 of 1260rders in the GeneraIAdrnin/M"gmt series (73'%) 

• A11 four services have actions ongoing to modernize their publications 
programs in various stages of development. 

• The Joint Staff is actively managing its Directives Program, with only 27 out 
of267 publications (10%) olderthan five years. Updates to many of these 
older publications are awaiting release of updated DoD issuances. 

• Th~ memorandum to the Service Secretaries is ~ttached at Tab A, with 
courtesy copy provided to the CJCS. 

RECOMMENDATION: That you sign the memorandum at Tab A 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared By: Mr. John C. Krysa, WHS/ESCD, .... !(b_)(_6) ___ _ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45772 
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SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
I 000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTO:'ll, DC 20301-1000 

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

SUBJECT: Review of Service Directives 

In recent years, we have adopted significant changes in DoD and Service policies, 
programs, missions, organizations, and responsibilities. World events, current and 
emerging threats, and evolving technologies have all helped drive these changes. It is 
imperative that we codify in our policy level directives, regulations, and instructions the 
decisions we make to guide our departments through these changing times. 

At my direction, OSD Components conducted a comprehensive review of DoD 
Directives to ensure that they are current with today's defense posture. Of 653 DoD 
Directives, 259 were certified as cmTent, 3 17 required revision, and 77 will be cancelled. 
A sample review of your directives, regulations, and instructions indicates your Service 
requires a similar review. In selected functional areas, the majority of your policy level 
issuances are older than five years. 

Therefore, I request that you conduct a thorough review of your publications to 
ensure that they are current with Service guidance and consistent with their counterpait 
DoD Directives. As DoD Directives are revised or cancelled, these changes will be 
posted on the following web site: http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives/. I direct your 
attention to this web site because revisions and cancellations of DoD Directives may 
guide your prioritization of effort. 

Please provide me an assessment of your policy level publications by February I, 
2005 to include your plan of action. 

cc: Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45773 



OFFICE OF THE SECRET ARY OF DEFENSE 
1950 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 203(11- 1-950 
\. --, .. 

ACTION MEMO :--:- ,·1 ;'·" .. ,.'\ - - !'·1 · 
••. ~ ' • ·., - I ' · ; 5: 1 9 

ADMINISTRATION AND 

MANAGEMENT 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 
Paul atll{er . i-l;~ t?..,c.{ FROM: Raymond~ois~ Di~tor, _1q'fuinistration an. d Manag~ment 
, ,. l(c.u, ~ ~ 1z.j,-.Jo't 

SUBJECT: Services/Non-o'sD Directives Review · 

• In your attached snowfil.ake of November 17 ,2004, you requested infonnation 
Qn what the- Services and non-OSD elements of DoD are doing to updat~ theil" 
directives. You asked for an analysis of their directive systems, and for a 
memo prompting a comprehensive review of their directives. 

• Defense Agency/ Activity directives promulgate their DoD-wide pol icy through 
the WHS-administered directives systems. Their parent USDs and ASDs 
oversee the content. 

• Ttle Services have their own procedures for publication of directives, 
regulations,. and instructioas, which vary widely. W d the Services' 
policy level publications and identified the fi · sam le ·ng, 
publications in selected functional areas th tare olde an anuary 1999: z.> It) i.. 
o Air F{.>rce: 14 of 21 Dire<,:tives in the Manpower/Organization series (66%). 

o Army: 28 of29 Regulatiqns in the Organization/Functions series (97%) .. 

o Navy: 18 of 22 Instructions in the Operations/Readiness series (82%). 

o Marine Corps: 92 of 1260rde-rs in the GeneralAdmin/Mgmt series (73%) 

• All four services have actions ongoing to modernize their publications 

progra~s in var.ious ~tages of de~elo~me~t. ~ ~~u (J?I..- ·J / b- 0 7 .. 
• The Jomt Staff 1s actively managmg its es Program, with only 27 out 

of 267 publications ( I 0%) older t five years Updates to many of these 
older publications are awaiting re · p ated DoD issuances. 

• The memorandum to the Service Secretaries is attached at Tab A, with 
courtesy copy provided to the CJCS. 

RECOMMENDATION: That you sign the memorandum at Tab A 

COORDINATION: NONE 

Attachment: As stated MASO 

Prepared By: Mr. John C. Krysa_, WHS/ESCD, (b){6.} 

__ ___._ 

----- 19721-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45774 



SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 

MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARIES OF THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

SUBJECT: Review of Service Directives 

In recent years, we have adopted significant changes in DoD and Service policies, 
programs, missions, organizations, and responsibilities. World events, current and 
emerging threats, and evolving technologies have all helped drive these changes. It is 

jR,p"eralive that we codify in our policy level directives, regulations, and instructions the 
decisions we make to guide our departments through these changing times. 

At my direction, OSD Components conducted a comprehensivereview ofDoD 
Directives to ensure that they are current with today's defense posture. Of 653 DoD 
Directives, 259 were certified as cunent, 317required revision, and 77 will be cancelled. 
A sample review of your directives, regulations, and instructions indicates your Service 
requires a similar review. In selected functional areas, the majority of your policy level 
issuances are olderthan ~ears. 

z. 
Therefore, I request that you conduct a thorough review of your publications to 

ensure that they are current with Service guidance and consistent with their counterpart 
DoD Directives. As DoD Directives are revised or cancelled, these changes will be 
posted on the following web site: http: //www.dtic.mil/whs/directives/ .I direct your 
attention to this web site because revisions and cancellations of DoD Directives may 
guide your prioritization of effort. 

Please provide me an assessment of your policy level publications by February I, 
2005 to include your plan of action. 

cc: Chairman,Joint Chiefs of Staff 

G 
11-L-0559/0SD/45775 



FOUO 

November 17, 2004 
.. , ... , ., . 

TO: Raf Du.Bois 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: DoD Directives 

I just looked over this "DoD Directives Review Update." It really is disappointing 

that we are only at 50% after four years. 

What about the Services? What about other non-OSD elements of DoD? 

Why dotf t you get a list of all of those and draft a memo for me to send to all of 

them to get them to do the same t:hil'g. Let's stay on top of this. 

Thanks so much. 

Attach. 
11/11/04 Dir, A&M memo toSecDef re: DoD Dim:tises Review Update [OSD 18207--04] 

DHR:db 
JI 1'104-3 

.. ,,·· 

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

Please respond by __ l_~_/_3 .... /_o_'/ __ _ 

f'OUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45776 OSD 19721-04 

~ ...... 
·,-,.t 
.·.,. 
c'.' ,, 
~ 

""' 



/. -... 

TO: Doug Feith 

FR.OM: 

SUBJECT: Iceland 

,•. ·:.,. -· 
'·-·· . -. :. - .. 

~~ . : .. . .. ... . ... _._ .. - . . . : : .:; .. ~ 
November 11, 20CM 

nr •'11:Llo~IG'~e~ 
E&- \~l\p 

Please tab a look at this Reykjavik cable and tell me what you think we ought to 

do. 

Thanks. 

AtllldL. 
AMEMaASSY REYXJA Vlk Cahlt O 090'7.QZ NOV Oat: .,._lad: Bow to GGt Started" 

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

2-11-04 P04:46 IN 

OSD 19751-04 
11-L-0559/0SD/45777 
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TO: Doug Feith 

SUBJECT: Afghanistan 

7' 'r.-~1 . '-..{o. 

pe,uo 

· November 29, 2004 

According to Abizaid, with respect to th~,drµg strat~gy for Afghanistan, it appears 

not to be synchronized-- no one's in charge. Department ofState has io develop 

a strategy. Other countries in the region want to get involved - Pakistan, 

Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, along with Afghanistan. Why don't you 

see what you can do about that. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
112904-23 

......•.................................................•.............. , 

: ... :-1 ·. - .. ~ ; 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45778 
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POtJO/ , 

-.. - ... .. . ·-- . 

TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Chinese MOD Invitation 

October 29, 2004 

T-OL{(O\\.\S llv 
E<s- \d-~ 

In my meeting with the Chinese CHOO yesterday, he reiterated the Chinese 

MOD's invitation for me to come to China. 

DHR:ss 
102904-8 

................. ,~*~~~·················································· 
Please respond b)l·_ ---------

Upon removal of attachmenta 
thla document becomes 

EOIJO 
FOUO 

-seefu:;t; 
11-L-0559/0SD;=5779 
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TO; Gen Dick Myers 

TABA 
rouo 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld -p. A.. 

SUBJECT: Location of Civil Affairs 

October 29,2004 

What is taking so long in deciding where Civil Affairs ought to be located'! H they 

don't agree I want it kicked up to me and I will figure it out. J.,et's get it moving. 

Thanks. 

;;e:::;,:~ ~~-·····'ii T 5j ~ t · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ... 

rouo 

11-L-0559/0SD/45780 
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. ,._ ., .. , 

CHAIRMAN CE' TI-IE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
,"" -: :-- -· :: _ - -
' - . . ·- . ,. ' 

.- . -i ,.· ~ 

~. '_.', ·, .:. ~: .~ 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999 

fNFOMEMO 
;11"jl ',-,... ! :--, ~\· 6: ~- q 
.J J · , : • l.:·l .., 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJC(/Sl(lltz/7 
SUBJECT: Location of Civil Affairs (SF -888) 

CM-22.28-04 
9 December 2004 

• Answer. The following is qn interim response to your question (TAB A), My 
staff has requested USSOCOM schedule an OpsDeps Tank session during 
December to review three concepts for the assignment of Civil Affairs (CA) forces 
under either USSOCOM or the Army. 

• Analysis. On 26 August, an Army CA TigerTeam briefed the Army Vice Chief 
of Staff Qn three concepts for the assignment of CA mi.ts (TABB). On 
8 November, USSOCOM recommended CA forces supporting USSOCOM be 
assigned to USSOCOM., others sht:>Uld be assigned to the Army. The Army, 
however, recommends all CA forces be assigned to USSOCOM. The purpose of 
the OpsDeps Tank is to develop a recommended course of action for your 
decision. 

COORDINATION: TA.BC 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared By: LtGen Jarues T. Con.way, USMC~ Director. J-3;._!(b_)C_6) ___ _. 

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONL'I 

(>J 
u 
OJ 

oso 19857-04 
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TABB 

CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-~ 

CH-2043-04 
ACTION .MEMO 1.3 SeptembtH' 2004 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE DepSec Actfon __ _ 

FROM: GeneralRichardBAMyers, CJCS~,/to 
SUBJECT: Location of Civil Affairs (CA) 

• Question. "When are we going to get closure on where the Civil Affairs 
functions ought to be located? What is the pacing item1here? ls it getting on my 
schedule?" (TABA) 

• Answer. The Army ha".i completed its study of the issue. VCSA was briefed on 
26 Aug and approved a reconunendation that all CA and PSYOP Units remain 
assigned to US Army Special Operations Comnand (USASOC). 

• Analysis. TAB B summarizes Anny staff briefing to the VCSA. TAB C is a 
VCSA memorandum giving the USASOC Commander his recommendation. 

RECOMMENDATION: Approve the scheduling of a meeting-wit:fl. you, USD(P), CSA, 
CMC, CDRUSSOCOM and me to review the.Army recommendation. 

Approve ___ Disapprov~_ :- .-,-

COORDINATION: T~AJ3 D 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Othc . ._ __ _ 

Prepared By,: Lt Gen Norton A. Schwartz,USAF; Director: J-3; ._!(b_)(_6) _ __. 

1 i-.L-0559/0SD/45782 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Gen. Dick Myers 

Paul Wolfowitz 

Donald Rwnsteld tyJ\ 
SU BJ ECT: Location of Civil Affairs 

APR t 7 2004 

When are we going to get closure on where the Civil Affairs functions ought to be 

located? What is the pacing item there? Is it getting m ny schedule? 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
042)0,S.J<I 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond oy ~/ '1/ {) tf 

Tab B 
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30 August 2004 

INFORMATION PAPER 

Subject: Army 'Tiger Team'' Brtefmg to Vice Chief of Staff 

I. Purpose. To summarize latest Army briefing on CivilAffaJrs (CA) issues. 

2. Kev Points. On 26 August, the CA/PSYOP Tiger Team (CAPOTI) briefed the 
Vice Chief of Staff, Army (VCSA) on options for the assignment of CA units. 

• The CAPOIT presented the following findings: 

- CA (and PSYOP) forces can best support operations by remaining 
under US Army Special Operations Command (USASOC) . 
Reassigning CA to Army Forces Conunand would not increase Army 
interest in these activities, improve the transitioo to post-combat 
stabilization operations, nor support the Anny Campaign Plan. 

- Addressing CA and PSYOPchallenges requires partnership between 
US Army Forces Command and USASOC. 

- Operations would benefit from creation of a full-time strategic-level 
Ctvil Militaiy Operations (CMO) plannL."lg/coordinat!on canabilitv. 

- The Anny should consider elevating CMO to a doctrinal "battlefield 
operating system." 

- USASOC must redesign the current CA and PSYOP force structure 
for m:xh.tl.arity and use Total Army Analysis to review AC/RC mix. 

- Extending the Reserve Component CA branch to the Active 
Component and creating a PSYOP branch would promote the 
management, professionalism and availability of those officers. 

• VCSA approved the fincUngs and gave the following guidance: 

- Continue to work the force structure for CA and PSYOP. 

- Determine how to integrate CA, PSYOP and supported units per the 
Army Campaign Plan. This should include Combat TJ:a.ininJ Centers. 

- Return in 90 days to brief the implementation plan. 

Tab B 

11-L-0559/0SD/45784 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
OFrICF. OF THE WCE CHIEF OF STAFF 

201 ARMY PENTAGON 
WASHINGTONDC 20310·0201 

16 AUG 1004 

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDING GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY 
SPECIALOPERATIONSCOMMAND (AIRBORNE), FORT BRAGG, NC 28310 

SUBJECT: Results of G-3 Directed Civil Affairs (CA) and Psychological Operations 
Tiger Team (CAPOTI) 

1. As per our meeting and your requestfor assistance on 29 April 2004, I convened 
a Civil Affairs and Psychological Operations Tiger Team (CAPOTI) to analyze your 
CivilAffairs and PSYOP"Way Ahead" concept. The Team also analyzed two 
additional concepts for points of comparison. The team consisted of members of the 
Anny Staff, selected Army major commands, and selected outside agencies. It 
ensured all doctrinal, organizational, training, materiel, leadership, personnel, and 
facilities issues were reviewed and considered. 

2 The Tiger Team determined civi I affairs and psychological operations forces could 
best support the Army by remaining under the Army Special Operations Command 
(USASOC). The Army's Force Generation Model's emphasis on modularity will 
assure that this capability is realized as CA and PSYOP staff planners will be 
assigned down to the BCT UA level. The Tiger Team recommends that USA SOC 
should redesign the current CA and PSYOP force structures for modularity and 
re look the AC/RC mix. 

3. During the conduct of the Tiger Team review and assessment the following three 
concepts were developed: 

a. Concept 1 - USACAPOC. with all currently assigned forces, remains 
assigned to USASOC and transforms to support modularity. 

b. Concept 2 - HQ USACAPOC with all CA and PSYOP Forces reassigned 
to JFCOM. 

c. Concept 3 - SOF supporting forces assigned to USASOC and 
conventionalforces assigned to FORSCOM. 

4. Recommendation: The CAPOTT endorses Concept 1 by utilizing the comparison 
criteria ofTraining/Readiness. Modularity, Flexibility, and Predictability. Recommend 
USASOC begin coordination with FORSCOM to support transformation and support 
modularity IAW Concept 1. 

Tab B 

11-L-0559/0SD/45785 



• 

SUBJECT: Results of G-3 Directed Civil Affairs and Psychological Operations Tiger 
Team {CAPOTI) 

5. Although this constitutes the closure of this Tiger Team, the members are 
available to assist in any capacity. We need to continue to build on the momentum 
gained thus far. Furthermore, USASOC's pursuit ci branches for CA and PSYOP will 
help. to increase professionalism., management, and availability of the officers m 
those branches. 

6. The POC for this action is COL Jose 01,vero. HODA, G-3, MOSO·SOD, DSN~ 
!Cb)(6) !Comm: !(b)(6) I 

(J . 1 .11 /
1 

. ) 

I r;,1-J.t1,,.,( /Lt:,~_;~ 
RICHARD A. CODY 'iJ 
General, United States Army 
Vice Chief of Staff 

2 

11-L-0559/0SD/45786 

Tai,'! B 



TABC 

COORDINATION PAGE 

Unit Name Date 

USA MG Robinson 23 November 2004 

USMC COL Van Dyke 23 November 2004 

OSD(SOLIC) COL Romano 3 November 2004 

USSOCOM Col B uckmelter 2 November 2004 

USJFCOM COL Milburn 23 November 2004 

Tab C 
11-L-0559/0SD/45787 



TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

Ftmo 

Honorable Andrew H. Cm:t,Jr. 

Dina Powell 

Dona1dRwnsfel~ 

December 9,2004 

SUBJECT: Jim Denny - Proposed Gmdidate for the President's Commission on 
'lax Reform 

Attal-heel is a background sheet of James M. D:ny. He is world-cla~ - a brilliant 

lawyer and financial expert. 

As you will see from his background sheet, he has brood experience. He is a solid 

Republican. He would be a superb member of the President's Commission on 'lat 

Reform. 

Please let me know. if I can provide any additional infonnation. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
Jim Dermy Background Sheet 
Denny political contributions 

DHR:dh 
120504-18 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45788 
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.. 

November, 2004 

James M. ll:ny is a retired Vice Chairman of Sears, Roebuck and Co. He 

joined Sears in I 986as Vice President-Finance, became Chief Financial 

Officer in 1988, Vice Chairman in l 992and retired in 1995 upon completion 

of the program to unbundle the financial services/retail conglomerate 

through a series of spin-offs and sales of its financial services businesses. 

Earlier positions include Executive Vice President and Chief Financial 

Office 'Wi1:h G.D. Searle and Co., Chairman of Pearl Health Services, Inc., a 

publicly held Searle-affiliated company, and Treasurer of the Firestone Tire 

& Rubber Company. He began his career as a lawyer, practicing in New 

York and Paris with the firrmf Dewey, Ba11anti ne, Bushby, Pal mer and 

Wood. 

Denny is a directorofChoicePoint, Inc., GATX Corporation, and Gilead 

Sciences, Inc., where he also serves as Chairman, and several private 

companies. Previous board memberships include Allstate Corporation, 

Astra AB, General Binding Corporation, General Jnstmment Corporation, 

The Principal Financial Group, and Sears, Roebuck and Co. Since his 

retirement fron Sears, he has been engaged in investment related activities 

including serving on the advisory Board of Evanston Capital Management 

and as an advisor to William Blair Capital Partners, LLC. from 1995 to 2000 

and as a trustee of the Searle Family Trusts. 

Denny is a director and a past Chairman of Northwestern Memorial 

Healthcare Corporation and is current Chairman of Northwestern Memo1ial 

Foundation. He is a member of the Board of Directors of Georgetown 

University and the Board of Trustees ofDePaul University. He also serves 

as a member of the boards of the Catholic Extension Society and the 

11-L-0559/0SD/45789 



November, 2004 

Catholic Theological Union, a member of The Bernardin Center National 

Advisory Board, and as· a Vice ClBir of the Finance Council of the 

ArchdioceseofChicago. He received the Princeton Club of Chicago's 

Community service award in 1999, an honorary degree from Catholic 

Theological Union in 2003, and was the American Ireland Fund 2002 

Chicago Dinner Honoree. 

Denny attended Princeton University fi-c>m 1950to 1954and, following 

completion of military service in Korea, graduated from the-University of 

Minnesota in 1957 and the Georgetown University law Center in 1960 

where he was an editor/ officer of the law review. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45790 



James M. & _!(b_)(_6) ____ _. 

1999through 2004 Political Contributions 

Date Name 
05/28/1999 Porter far Congress 
05/28/1999 Governor George W. Bush Presidential Exp. 
12/17/1999 Empower Ameri9a Supporter 
05/04/2000 Abraham Senate 2000 
06/09/2000 Mark Kirk for Congress 
06/09/2000 McCollum for U.S. Senate 
06/09/2000 McCollum for .US. Senate 
09/22/2000 Mark Kirk tor Congress 
10/20/2000 II Ii nois Victory 2000 
11/16/2.001 Bill Simon for Governor 
11/16/2001 Citizens For Corinne Wood 
10/03/2002 Illinois Republican Party 
04/08/2003 Illinois Republican Party 
06/23/2003 Andy McKenna for Senate 
09/09/2003 Bush - Cheney '04 
09/09/2003 Bush- Cheney '04 
05/11/2004 Illinois Republican Party 
07/26/2004 ANG Presidential Trust 
.09/21/2004 CITIZENS FOR KARMEIER 
1,0107/2004 Martinez forU.S.Senate 

Total Political Contributions 

TOTAL 

Additional Famil1 . Contributions to Bush .. Cheney '04 
09/09/2003 (b)(6) 

09/09/2003 

09/09/2003 l(b)(S) I 
09/09/2003 -------
09/09/2003 
09/09/2003 

09/09/2003 
09/09/2003 

l(b)(6) 

l(b)(6) 

Consolidated Denny Family Contributions 

11-L-0559/0SD/45791 

Paid Amount 
500.00 

1,000.00 
1,000.00 
1,000 .00 
1,000.00 
2,00000 
2l000.00 
1, 000.00 
5,000.00 

250.00 
1.,000.00 
5,000.00 

25,000.00 
2.000.00 
2,000.00 
2,000.00 

10,000.00 
5, 000.00 
1,000.00 
1,000.00 

68.750.00 

$ 68,750.00 
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TO: 

CC: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

GEN John Abiz.aid 

Gen Dick Myers 
Paul Wolfowitz 
Doug Feith 

fOUO 

GEN George Casey • ~ 

Donald Rumsfeld 1J J/1 · 
Militia Theory 

December 10, 2004 

Attached is an e-mail I received on miUt.fo.s. What do you think of it? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
11/16/04 Pickard e--mail to SD re: Militfa Thooit 

DHR:dh 
120904-49 

........................................................................ , 
Please respond by 1 /e, / o< r· 

: ' 

fOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45792 
OSD 19863-04 



j(b)(6) !CIV1 OSD 

From: ._!(b_}{_6) ________ __. 

Sent: Wednesday, November 17,. 2004 4:02 PM 

To; !(b)(6) I 
Subject: FW: Militia theory 

From DR's ·email 

----Original Message-----
From: Ronn S. Pickard [mailto!(b)(6) I 
Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2004 11:51 PM 
To: Donald Rumsfeld 
Subject: lv1ILITIA THEORY 

Don, 

The Department of Defense has no militia theory. 

Fundamentally; the term ''militia" refers to a citizenry v~luntarily mobilized for the common defense. 

Page 1 of3 

The strategy ofterrorism is ultimately sfmple. A community is criminally attacked. The' folks in the community 
naturally organize to defend themselves. Terrorist allies within the government bl'ock the government from 
passing proper laws fo enable the community to defend itself lawfully and openly. Terrorist allies within the 
community attacked promote the formation of illegal mili1ias and, thus, control -the linkage between illegal militia 
units. The illegal militia units are then run up against each other and the government. Totalitarianism results. A 
well regulated militia would make such shenanigans impossible. 

Things immediately became unglued In Iraq after Allawi stated that there would be "no militia laws". How could 
the people of Iraq possibly support a government that seeks to disarm and disorganize them in the face of such 
violence? Without a lawful self-defense how much easier could It be for terrorists to dominated communities? 

The Kurdish militia had repelled Saddam Hussein and his agents when they were in power with a minimum of 
support from the United States. The Allawi government witti U.S. support has sought to ·stand down the Kurdish 
militia and replace them with government paid police. The result as with the situation in Mosul was predictable. 
The militia has to be properly regulated not eliminated. 

There is a worl~ of difference between a well regulated militia, a poorly regulated militia, an unregulated militia, 
and an illegal militia. The Department of Defense has no analysis of the difference. 

The principles of a well regulated mmtia are universal, although unknown to the D.0.0 .. 

1. The ba~ic mflitia unit must be neighborhood based so that the members are first defending their own 
families and neighbors. This makes the militia unit naturally conservative and responsible. It would be 
extremely difficult for a neighborhood based militia unit under proper regulations to ·sustain illegal activities 
because everyone in the neighborhood would know what they were doing. It would be too easy for 
authorities to investigate reports of misbehavior and provide remedial discipline. 

2. The members of the basic militia unit elect their own sergeant. This makes the militia unit a bulwork of 
democracy and assures community support for the unit 

3. The militia sergeants .mu,st swear into "the regular unifo~ed officer corps'' - in municipalities this means 
the local police station. Sergeants serve, in effect as reserve police officers. They are always subject to 
the martial laws. No law commands individual militia members to mobilize unless the order comes from a 
governor or the president. However, the social conditions of the basic militia unit effectively require 
members to mobilize at the call of their sergeants unless there are exceptional political conditions afoot 

11/17/2004 
11-L-0559/0SD/45793 
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Once mobilized, militia members are under the martial laws. 

Our Constitution gives it to the Congress to write the militia code for the nation and leaves it to the states to 
implement that code. The President becomes commander-in-chief of the militia if he declares a state of 
emergency. 

The Congress never wrote the appropriate militia code. The lack of a national militia code resulted in the militias 
of the individual states becoming independent only state organs •• which. was the necessary precondition if not the 
ultimate cause of the Civil War. 

It would be easy to implement a good Standard Militia Code in Iraq. Provide the form for neighborhoods to 
form units and elect sergeants. Assign local police officers to the units and ex-military personnel to drill them. 
This would put an immediate end to the insurgency because it would give the citizenry the mechanism to lawfully 
root it out and also prevent the only course to power the insurgency depends upon. 

If even the weak PLA issued a Standard Militia Code, the Palestinian people would immediately and openly 
establish neighborhood militia units. These units would put a prompt end to the petty crime in the neighborhoods 
that is the necessary precursor to the gangs and larger illegal militia organizations. Once the Palestinian 
neighborhoood militias were up and properly regulated, they would quickly put an end to any intimidation by the 
existing illegal militias such as that of Hamas and the al Aqsa Martyr's Brigade. What seems so difficult from a 
centralized political perspective is essentially simple on the neighborhood level. 

The political opposition to well regulated militias is simply motivated. If folks in a neighborhood had a well 
regulated militia unit, they would use different but similar neighborhood based organization to address other 
political concerns. The well regulated militia entrenches the principles of freedom, democracy, and good 
government. 

This is evident in urban American. Good neighborhood watches use the natural principles of a well regulated 
militia. Where the good neighborhood watch exists, the community is safe. Governing urban Democratic Parties 
actively and systematically oppose those who independently select their neighborhOod leadership for any 
purpose. We have the common phenomenon of Democratic politicians pulling back their opposition to a 
neighborhood's self-organizing when crime surges and then pouncing back in after the the crime is reduced. The 
meetings are flooded out with public employees, etc .• when the crisis is solved. In minority areas where the 
Democrats' hold is especially strong, gangs can simply take over. Although the American neighborhood watch 
rarely displays arms, they are present in the background. 

The well regulated militia simply formalizes the rights and procedures that are natural and appropriate. The well 
regulated militia, of course, also instructs and disciplines the use of arms. 

The problems with militias around the world are predictable when we look at how the inctividual principles of the 
well regulated militia are ,:nanifest or absent. In Iraq, even urban militias are tied to family and tribes rather. than 
be_ing neighborhood based. Local unit leaders are appointed not elected. The regular uniformed officer corps 
plays no role. It would be easy to replace these structures with a well regulated militia structure. 

The well reguated militia requires that the regular uniformed officer corps is under local civil authority except for 
states of emergency. · 

It should be expected that members of a well regulated militia in. their individual capacity as citizens would form 
civic associations and have political impacts. It would be best for such associations to follow the principles of 
American non-profit organizations. 

It is also proper that militias have communications and joint operational infrastructures by which they can operate 
if their regular uniformed ·officers are absent. Those communications and joint operational infrastructures should 
develop under the law and the supervision of the regular uniformed officer corps. For instance, in case of strife, a 
police department headquarters could be compromised or officers might need to be sent to particular hotspots. 
The neighborhood militia should still be able to mobilize and communicate. When regular officers return, their 
authority should be immediately recognized. 

11/17/2004 
11-L-0559/0SD/45794 
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It is common in America for citlzens to take action to apprehend a suspect1 and for those citizens to immediately 
follow the orders of police officers when they arrive on the scene. The prinicples involved are natural. 

Under our Constitution, our Congress should enact legislation that gives our citizens the specific right and 
regulations to fonn neighborhood militia units, elect sergeants, and be assigned officers. If we had a Standard 
Militia Code, the neighborhoods across the America would form militia units virtually overnight. Street crime and 
neighborhood gangs would vanish in a few short weeks. This is not a pipe dream. It is based on practical 
experience. I served as chair of an ad hoc community neighborhood watch in a high crime minority area in Los 
Angeles. At one point we dissolved what had become the heaviest drug trafficking intersection in Los Ang'fes in 
two weeks without arrests - then the politicos swept in. 

My concern is with applying the natural principles of a well regulated militia without written regulations and formal 
structures. Alttiough this immediately pacifies neighborhoods, the corruption of these structure$· looms. 

We should take advantage of the crises in this country and abroad to enact the full regulatory-structures that 
would govern appropriately long aft.er the crises are past. Parties will always seek to dominate and exploit any 
neighborhood structures (let alone militia) for other political purposes. Only by good regulations can militia be 
properly governed and sustained. 

Presently, the D.Q.D. position is against any militia because it has no theory of regulation ret arqne the regulations 
themselves. · 

Citizens have the natural' right to mobilize for the common defense. It is essential that this be properly regulated. 
The alternative is untenable. 

At the time our Constitution was written ·the wisdom of the following words of the Second Article of the Bill of 
Rights was self-evident: 

"A well regulated militia being necessary to the security of a free, state, the right of the people to keep and 
bear arms shall not be infringed." 

Your D.0.0. has analysts who would be willing to work on the development of militia theory and a Standard Militia 
Code. Would you care for names? · 

It would be easy to have the assistance in doing this from police departments across America, The people would 
support, the Congress would pass, and the President would sign such a code. 

Sincerely yours, 
Ronn S. Pickard 

11/17/2004 11-L-0559/0SD/45795 



TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Post-Election Plan' 

·:· J~:, OCT 15 ~ 
i"'.~·· ~-::· : j !.''. ·~: l ¢ 'I-oL\f O(~eC)~ 

ES-\6~9 

I need a report on how the U.S. Government is going to hold the Coalition 

together after the Iraq election, and keep the troops we need in there. We must get 

ahead of the curve. 

I need to be persuaded that you and the Department of State .are doing what we 

need to do to see that that happens. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
101404-S 

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

O so 1 9 8 7 1 -0 4 
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TO: Doug Feith 

CC: Gen Dick Myers 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Coalition Members 

POUO 

October 19, 2004 
:C-OL\{O\~C\10 

E.~- ,oC\~ 

I want a report as to what countries we,re working with to help them pare down 

their coalition forces slightly, so they don't pull out completely. 

We can afford to have some smaller countries take 50 or 100 people out and still 

manage the problem. But losing them completely would be harmful. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
101904-4 

•••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1100 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1100 

INFO MEMO 

r -~ ... _~·~ .·--~-7 --
: : .: :~\.'\l 

..... tr",,- .!""'-·, ... I ·. 
:·~ . \~ :J. A'.t 11~ 26 

·coMPTROLLER December9) 2004> 5:00 PM. 

FOR SECRETARYOFDEFENSE 
DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: Tina W. Jon~ 

SUBJECT: Government Accountability Office (GAO) Report on Defense Depa11rnent's Failure 
to Track Personnel Spending_ 

• You asked me to look into an Early Bird article referencing a GAO report regarding 
oversight of Military Personnel appropriations. (TAB A) 

• The GAO report cited in the article criticized the Department for insufficient oversight of 
the use of Military Personnel appropriations. 

• We do have proper controls in place lo ensme that we properly use funds appropriated for 
Military Personnel. In addition, we agree with the GAO report that the Department would 
benefit from increasing oversight and having greater visibility into the execution of the 
Milit,ary Personnel appropriation. 

• \Ve have drafted explicit guidance that requires reviews that will provide grnater visibility 
and will monitor compliance through our financial metiics program. This guidance is under 
review by other agencies prior to its incorporation in the Department of Defense Financial 
Management Regulation . 

• Tt may be appropriate in some cases to make changes to cun-en1 accounting syst~ms to gain 
this visibility. l have asked the Military Departments to do a cost benefit analysis of making 
changes to cmTent systems. lf the analysis shows that these changes would provide 
increased visibi lity and improved internal controls, and that they are cost effective, we will 
pursue them through our financial system improvement effort. 

COORDINATION: None. 

Attachment 
As stated 

Prepared By.: Teni MoKayi._!(b_)(_6} ___ .... 

11-L-0559/0SD/45798 
OSD 19876-04 

--1 
~ ' 

C) 

C) -



TAB 

A 

11-L-0559/0SD/45799 



f'OUO 

December 1,2004 

TO: Tma Jonas 

CC: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 7J/L 
SUBJECT: GAO Report 

What is thl item about in today's Early Bird referencing a GAO report that says 

DoD is n::t. providing proper oversight to ensure ttiat military personnel 

appropria1ions are directed to cover pay, benefits and expenses? 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
McGlinchey, David. ''Defen,;e Department Not Tracking Per.s:nel Spending, Report Says," 

GovExec.com, November30, 2004. 

DHR:dh 
120104-17 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ___ ,_£ .... ( ...... 4_/_o_y ____ _ 

fOUO 
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... - uerense uepartment Not Tracking Personnel Spending, Report Says 

Gov Exec.com 
November 30, 2004 

Pagel of2 

Defense Department Not Tracking Personnel Spending, Report 
Says 

By David McGlinchey 

The Defense Department is not providing sufficient oversight to ensure that military personnel 
appropriations actually are directed to cover pay, benefits and expenses, according to a new Government 
Accountability Office report. 

As a result of the report, the Office of the Secretary of Defense has ordered a study on the cost and time 
needed to modify the relevant financial systems to comply with regulations. 

GAO released similar findings to lawmakers in 2003, and the fiscal 2004 conference report on defense 
appropriations called on the Pentagon to "strengthen the annual review process" and "provide 
transparency of disbursements at the same level as the budget submission." 

In the report released this week, however, GAO announced that the Pentagon is not following 
congressional direction on oversight. 

"Themilitary services are not matching obligationsto disbursements at the individual disbursement 
transaction level in all the years that disbursements can occur as required by the Financial Management 
Regulation, 11 the report (GA 0-05 -87R) said. "Additionally, the services are not repo1ting the obligation 
balances at the budget submission level as directed by congressional conferees." 

In their repoit, GAO noted that military personnel appropriations, also known as MILPERS, make up a 
significant amount of the Defense Department's budget. In fiscal 2003, MILPERS accounted for more 
than $109billion. That figure also includes allowances, housing, travel and reserve training. GAO 
investigators said the insufficient budget review is stopping lawmakers from making infonned decisions 
on funding. 

11Thishas made it difficult, if not impossible, for decision-makers to oversee how the services actually 
use MILPERS funds, 11 the GAO report said. 

The investigators took the Officeof the Secretary of Defense to task for failing to implement the refom1s 
from the top. 

110SD has not provided the services with explicit instructions in the Financial Management Regulation 
· requiring them to review MILPERS obligations," the report said. '' Moreover, OSD has not effectively 

monitored the services' compliance with the Financial Management Regulation's requirement to review 
obligation balances. Unless the services strengthen their year-end reviews and certification processes, 
the actual use of MILPERS .funds will continue to be maliked, and the baseline for future budget 
requests may be inaccurate." 

GAO did note that the Army has made some progress in developing prior year financial reports with 
great detail. In a Nov. 23 directive, top Defense officials ordered the Air Force, Navy and the Defense 
Finance and Accounting Service to complete a feasibility study on recording and reporting detailed 

11-L-0559/0SD/45801 
http://ebird.afis.osd.miVebfi1es/e2004120 I340089_htmf 
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disbursements for prior years· spending. That study is scheduled to be completed by Jan. 31,2005. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45802 



TO: Doug Feith 

FROM. 

SUBJECT: Defense Policy Boord 

fi'OUO 

G6- l(b'flj­

Of/o;667f 

December 9,2004 

Please send me the complete list of Defense Policy Board members. I Wit to 

make some changes. 

Thanks. 

DH1t::db 
120!J04.33 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 11,,/10 /tJ '{: · 

FOUO 
0 so 1 9 8 9 8 - 0 4 

- l .. ') 
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FOR OFFICIALUSfi! ONIJ/" 

POLICY EXECUTIVE SECRETARIA TNOTE 

December 10,2004 
1-04/016678 
ES-1644 

To: CAPT Marriott, Executive Secretary 

Subject: Defense Policy Board - Snowflake# 120904-3 3 

In response to the SecDef s note, attached is the current 
list of Defense Policy Boaid members. 

~1¥ 
Director, PES 

cc: PDUSDP 
USDP/SA 

f?Oft. Oli"flCIAL t,!!! ONfI/ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45804 
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TO: Doug Feith 

FROl\il. 

SUBJECT: Defense Policy Board 

l%6- l0lf<t 
Of/o;667f 

December 9,2004 

Please send me the complete list of Defense Policy Board members. I want to 

rrake some changes. 

Thanks. 

DHJl:db 
l20ll0il-33 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by Ii,/ fD / IJ If 

lt6tJ6 
0 SD 1 9 8 9 8 - 0 4 

... 1 .... _ "'\ 
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..1·-·---,..-.... 

Members: 

Dr. Kenneth Adelman 

Honorable Richard Allen 

Dr. Martin Anderson 

Dr. Gary Becker 

Dr. BatTy Blechman 

Dr. Harold Brown 

Ms. Victoria Clarke 

Dr. Eliot Cohen 

Ms. Devon Cross 

Gcn(Ret) Ronald Fogleman 

Amb Thomas Foley 

Hon Tillie Fowler 

Hon Newt Gingrich 

GEN (Ret) Charles Horner 

Dr. Fred Ikle 

ADM (Ret) David Jeremiah 

GEN (Ret) John Keane 

Dr. Henry Kissinger 

VP Dan Quayle 

Defense Policy Board 
as of October 2004 

Senior Counselor, Edelman Public Relations 

Senior Counselor, APCO Worldwide 

Senior Fellow, Hoover Institution 

Professor, University of Chicago 

President & Chairman, DFI International 

Counselor, CSIS 
Partner, Warburg Pincus & Co 

Comcast 

Professor, Johns Hopkins University 

President, Donors' Forum on International Affairs 

Chairman and CEO, Durango Aerospace, Inc 

Partner, Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feld LLP 

Partner, Holland & Knight LLP 

CEO, The Gingrich Group 

Consultant and Author 

Chairman of the Board, Telos Corporation and 
CMC Energy Services 

President Technology Strategies& Alliances 

URS Corporation 

Chairman, Kissinger Associates, Inc 

Investment Banker, International Consultant 

11-L-0559/0SD/45806 



/ 
Dr. James Schlesinger 

Dr. Kiron Skinner 

Dr. Helmut Sonnenfeldt 

Dr. Ruth Wedgwood 

Mr. Christopher Williams 

Honorable Pete Wilson 

Mr. R. James Woolsey 

Senior Advisor, Lehman Brothers 

As')istant Professor, Carnegie Mellon 
University and Research Fellow, Hoover 
Institution 

Guest Scholar, Brookings Institution 

Professor of International Law and Diplomacy 
and Director of International Law and 
Organization, Johns Hopkins 

Partner, Johnston and Associates 

Former Governor, California 

Partner, Shea & Gardner 

11-L-0559/0SD/45807 
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TO: President Ge-orge W. Bush 

CO: Vice President Richard B. Cheney 
The Honorable Colin Powell 
Dr. Condoleezza Rice 

December 10, 2004 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~."'4~-----.tl 11---J' 
SUBJECT: Iraqi Security Forces Update 

Dear Mr. President, 

Attached is the latest update on Iraqi Security Forces. I'm sending a copy along to 

UK's Minister of Defense Geoff Hoon, so that he can provide one to Prime 

Minister Blair. 

Respectfully, 

Attach. 
12106/04 Iraqi Security Forces Update 

DHR:ss 
121004-4 

. 
OSD 19907-04 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45808 
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· ::::< , "'/~MPllfily,, Forces Update 
: > \f'·:-: ·1tti!<:. ,.,;~t\ ·,f:.?r" , .. : 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 Version M1 

11-L-0559/0SD/45809 



Grand Total all Ira. i Secu, 

• Ministry of Interior Forces 
(Police, Civil Intervention, 
Emergency Response, 
Border Enforcement, 
Highway Patrol, Dignitary 
Protection) 

• Ministry of Defense Forces 

(Army, National Guard, 
Intervention Force, Special 
Operations, Air Force, 
Coastal Defense·Force) 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

Trained & EquiJ 

69,310 

Trained & Equh 

46,930 

116,24t 

11-L-0559/0SD/45810 
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May 2003= 
O Iraqi Security 

Forces 

Trained and Equipped Iraqi Security Forces 

~ 
.;,C/J 
~ 

t,. ~~ ~~ 
~C:j 

ov ~ 
~~ ~ ':>,s 

• Iraqi Regular Am,y 
11 Iraqi National Guard 
• Border Enforcement 
DArmy Special Opns Bde 

b »~ !o 
~'5 <:/'o ~? ov ~ 

a Iraqi Intervention Force 
• Iraqi Regular Police Service 
D Ci\11 Intervention Force 

s:,v:> 
)"(' 

Ii Coastal Defense & Air Force 

1111 

- Does not include approximately 74,000 in Facilities Protection Service trained by Ministry Of Interior but 
employed by other ministries. 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45811 
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Minist of Interior Forces-Projection 
•1111 

Projected Percentage of goals of Capable (Manned, Trained, and Equipped) Units on hand over time 

Security 
Force 
Element 

Regular Iraqi 
Police 11> 

Special Police 
Regiments 

Public Order 
Battalions 

Emergency 
Response Unit 

Iraqi Highway 
Patro112> 

Bur. of 
Dignitary 
Protection 

Current 
Targeted 
End State 

135,000 

1,200 

3,600 

270 

6,300 

500 

06 DEC 04 1 MAYOS 1 AUG 05 1 JAN 06 1 MAY06 

i::;:Fce 2.019 45% . /iJ~\\ .'Ji ?;,<T~~;<Ei0/'. tf iij:~l!Jt:li; i!K1i; ~?i ~ if (f 111!1( 
1-------+-------+------...... ----------+----....... ----_... ...... ~~--~ ...... ~~~~ 
~i~.:~:.~· 29•360 46% S4% GG% : • .;t?t~~Ir1':\')ir:;:wiii:1;rr;:11{~~;111i1: 

Notes 
1. Police figures reflect trained and equipped individuals, not units 
2. On 23 October, lraqt Highway Patrol authorizations were expanded from 1,500 to 6,300 officers. 

Training timelines for the expanded force are under development. 
3. Border Police considered trained based on training by coalition forces; capabilities are uneven 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45812 
·---· ----

Legend 

D 70-100 % OF REQUIREMENT 

D 40-69 % OF REQUIREMENT 

1139 % OR LESS OF REQUIREMENT 
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Projected Percentage of goals of Capable (Manned, Trained, and Equipped) Un.its ,on hand over time* 

Security 
Force 
Element 

Iraqi Regular 
Army 

Iraqi 
Intervention 
Force 

Iraqi National 
Guard 

Commando 
Battalion 

Iraqi Counter 
Terrorism 
Force 

Current 
Targeted 

End State 

27,000 

6,584 

61,904 

1,51(1 

451 

"Based on achievement of Limited Operational CopabUlty 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

·--- . --- --·- - ··-· - .. --- --·---. . . 

1 MAY 05 1 AUG OS 1 JAN 06 

67% 

40% 58% 

11-L-0559/0SD/45813 
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Albania 73 
Australia 389 
Armenia 0 
Azerbaijan 
Bulgaria 
Czech Rep 
Denmark 

151 
320 
98 

392 

El Salvador 
Estonia 
Georgia 
Hungary 
Italy 
Japan 
Kazakhstan 

381 
58 

300 
272 

3. 109 
792 

30 

MNF-1 and Iraqi Security Forces 
1111 

MNF-1 = 32 Countries 
Korea 3,109 
Lat'Aa 120 

Norway 9 Tonga ' ! 44 
Poland 2,488 Ukraine 

i 
1,587 

Lithuania 101 
Macedonia 33 

Portugal 135 United Ki~dom 9,207 
Romania 744 us 139,397 

Moldova 11 Singapore 33 
Mongolia 132 Slovakia 103 
Nethertands 1,622 Thailand 0 Total 165,213 

......................................................................................................................................................... 'i ............................................................................................................................................................. -.......... T .............................................................................................................................. . 

I , . ,, ... <. \n·: • . ',, • i IBAOIFORCESTRAINEOANDlNTRAINING 135051 I Notes 
... · .. ,...... ..,. I 

, :1 .. CE& , I IRAQI POLICE SERVICE 55,075 l 
.,c I CIVIL tNTERVENTIOM FORCE 2,641 l 

! EMERGENCY RESP<i~Sf.. UNIT 245 i 
I ; 
j BUREAU OF DIGNITARY PROTECTION 576 ! 

•Armenia & Thailand pending 
deployment of their forces 

j HIGHWAY PATROL 141 I ,,; I SPECIAL POLICE COMMANDO BATTALIONS 2,830-11 -------------

! 
DEPT OF BORDER ENFORC'fl';\!Nl 15,518 

11

. 

~ 1)48% 
52°/o ~ \,,,JI 

f:I Iraqi Forces On Hand D MNF-1 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

ARMY 10,340 

I NAT'L GUARD 42,128 i 

.I 

INTERVENTION FORCE 4,06

67

~ 1
1 SPECIAL OPS FORCES .. 

I AIR FORCE 206 , .............. .. 

j COASTAL DEFENSE "11 i 

I
I " i 

I 
I I 
i .K)55% l I , 
i 45o/o i 
' I i I i D Trained Iraqi Forces D MNF·I 
i i 
i i 
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Other For6~~· 
Facilities Protection 

Service 

73,992 

NATO Trainin Team= 59 
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Back Up 
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Iraqi Security Forces Mol Update 
- 1111 

• I 

TRAINED & ·; 100%0F 
TRAINED & AUTHORIZED 

•COMPONENT AUTHORIZED ON DUTY EQUIPPED 
EQUIPPED ON TRAINED & 

31 JAN '05 ,EQUIPPED 

POLICE 135,000 92,727 50,798* 52,800 JUL '06 

CIVIL 
INTERVENTION 3,720 3,277 1,091 3,121 JUL '05 
FORCE 

EMERGENCY 
270 245 147 270 FEB '05 

RESPONSE UNIT 

BORDER 
29,360 18,590 14,999 16,107 AUG '06 

ENFORCEMENT 

HIGHWAY 
TBD PATROL 6,300 521 141** 141 

DIGNITARY 
DEC '04 PROTECTION 500 576 484 500 

SPECIAL POLICE 
JAN '05 COMMANDO BNS 4,450 3,900 1,650 4,450 

TOTAL 
179,600 119,355 69,310 77,389 AUG '06 

"'Increase in police from last report due to inclusion of updated training data (from last two month's graduations) on the 3-week Transition Integration 
Program. Trained police include 34,801 from the three-week TIP training, and 15,997 8-week academy graduates. 
** Drop from last week due to losses from intimidation of Iraqi Highway Patrol in the Anbar Province. 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45816 
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Iraqi Security Forces MoD Update* 
•1111 

i ; 

' ' ' 
100% FULL 

OPERA TIO~AL 

COMPONENT 1;UTHORIZED OPERATIONAL• · 31 JAN '05 CAPABILITY 

REGULAR 
27,000 

3,428"* 
13BNS JUL t05 

ARMY 4BNS 

NATIONAL 
61,904 

40,115**" 
45BNS SEP ·os 

GUARD 398NS 

INTERVENTION 
6,584 

2,062 
9BNS MAY '05 

FORCE 3BNS 

SPECIAL OPS 1,967 
674 

2 BNS(•) SEP'OS 
2 BNS (-) 

167 TBO BASED ON TBOBASEOON 
AIR FORCE 502 AIRCRAFT AIRCRAFT 

1 SQDN (-) i PROCUREMENT PROCUREMENT 
• 

COAS'.{AL 484 TBD BASED. ON 

DEFENSE 
582 

2SQONS 2SQDNS PATROL BOAT 
PROCUREMENT 

TOTAL 98,539 46,9a.o 69BNS MAR '06 
48-BNS 3SQDNS 

3SQONS 

• Operational: unit is conducting security operations . 
,o Includes trained Army personnel above battalion level, as well as in operational battalions. 
••• Drop from last report reflects losses due to intimidation in Anbar Province. 
"*0 Drop of five battalions due to moving the training location of three battalions from a base that suffered construction 

delays caused by AIF attacks to another training base, and due to delay in starting two battalions' training because 
unexploded ordnance caused delay in making training space available at Numiniyah. Two battalions will complete 
training by 6 Feb, and the last three by 27 Feb. 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 
9 
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i Securi Forces Training 
1111 

COMPONENT TRAINING NUMBER IN TRAl~fNG 

Iraqi Police Service 3 Week TIP Training 371 

8 Week Academy 4,277 

Specialized Training 177 

Clvll Intervention Force 5 Week Spectalized Training 1.550 

Emergency Response Unit 8 Week Specialized Training 98 

Dept of Border Enforcement 4 Week Academy 

Specialized Training 519 

Highway Patrol 3 Week TIP Training 0 

8 week Academy Training NA (Prior Service IPS) 

Bureau of Dignitary Protection 3 Week Initial Training 

2·3 Week Advanced Training 92 

Mentoring by US Contractors 

Special Police Commandos Specialized Training (Tadji Base) 1,180 

Iraq Regular Army Cadre: 4 Weeks 

Basic Training: 8 weeks 6,912 

Collective Training: 4 Weeks 

Iraqi National Guard Basic Training: 3 Weeks 2,013 

Collective Training: 4 Weeks 

Iraqi Intervention Force Cadre: 4 Weeks 

Basic/Collective Training: 8 weeks 

Urban Operations Training: 5 weeks 2,001 

Iraqi Special Ops Force Field Training Provided by US Special Forces (Small Unit 
• Commando Battalion tactics Rangertype training) 

• Counter Terrorist Task Force 12 Week course on Close Quarter Combat 

Air Force Varies by specialty: 1-6 months 39 

Coastal Defense Force Basic Training: 8 Weeks followed by specialized Training at 
Umm Qasr (In Progress) 130 

TOTAi. 19,359 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 
10 
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Iraqi Security Forces Missions 
1111 

I 

Unit Mission l 
I 

.. l 
i 

Pollce • Provide law enforcement, public safety and Internal security 

Civil Intervention Force • Provide a national level, high end, rapid response police capability to counter large scale disobedience 
and Insurgents. 

Speclal Pollce Commando Bns • Provide a direct action, speclal operations, and counter Insurgency capablllty In support of Ministry of 
Interior. 

Emergency Response Unit • Provide a special operations pollce capability In support of the Iraqi Ponce Service. 

Department of Border Enforcement • Protect the Integrity of fraq's border and monitor and control the movement of persons and goods 

Highway Patrol • Provide law enforcement, public safety, and lntemal security, and convoy security along Iraq's Highways. 

Bureau of Dignitary Protection • Provide close protection, convoy security, and fixed-site security for Iraqi key potltlcal leaders. 

Regular Army • Defend Iraq against external threats. 
• When directed, assist the Ministry of lntertor In providing defense against internal threats to national 
security. 

National Guard • Conduct stablllty operations to support the achievement of Internal security, Including (as requlrvd) 
support to Ministry of Interior elements. 
• Conduct Constabulary duties In support of lntemal security 

Intervention Force • Conduct operations In order to defeat antl•lraqt forces In Iraq, with primary focus on urban areas 
• Assist in the restoration or a secure and stable environment In which the Iraqi Police Services and Iraqi 
National Guard can maintain law and order 

Commando Battalion • Support for lraql Counter Terrorist Force. 
Ranger Battalion 

Similar in organization, training, and mission to .US Army 

Counter-Terrorist Task Force • Direct action counter-terrorism slmllar In organization, mission, and training to US Special Operations 
Forces with counter-terrorist function 

Air Force • Provide aerial reconnaissance, and rotary and fixed wJng transport for lraql Security Forces and 
authorities 

Coastal Defense Force • Conduct securit/ operations on the lraql coastline and over territorial waters, including gas and oil 
platforms out to 1 nautical miles 
• ln conjunction with DBE, conduct pollce operations on the traqi coastline and out to 12 nautical miles to 
counter piracy, smuggling and other unlawful activities 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 
11 
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Manning: 
• 1000 recruits report to training for the Regular Army. 
• 128 soldiers reported to the 1st Transportation Regiment after c, 

training with the Iraqi Training Battalion 
• 500 recruits are starting the Border Enforcement Course in Jore 

Training: 
• 2,486 begin eight week training course at Jordan Training Facil 
• 7 43 Public Order Battalion personnel, and 807 Police Mechanizt 

(formerly called Special Police Regiment) started their 5-week i1 
program 

• 760 direct recruited soldiers completed training with the 1$t Divi 
assigned throughout the Division 

Equipping: 
• Issued 2,442 weapons, 6,900 body armor vests, 1 million round 

ammunition and 6,220 set of uniforms to Ministry of Interior Fo1 
• Issued 2,000 and uniforms,122 vehicles 1.02 millions rounds of 

to Ministry of Defense Forces. 
Data as of: 06 DEC 04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45820 
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Signi ,cant Events Since Last Report 
1111 

Building: 
• $775M worth of construction work continues; Some slippage due to security situatio~ in Sunni 

areas. 

• Assessment of damage to police infrastructure is ongoing; submitted bids for work on five 
previously assessed stations valued at $1.5 million, and began construction at eight others valued 
at $2.5 million. 

Mentoring/Employing: 

• 7th Battalion, 3 Brigade (Iraqi Intervention Force) is conducting local security operations and 
force protection mission in Samarra. 

• Both 1st and 2nd Brigades (Iraqi Intervention Force) are conducting operations in vie Fallujah. 

• Four battalions in the An Bar province have become ineffective due to intimidation and losses; 
new timeline reflects adjusted estimate to equip and base new battalions based on e$timated 
contracted delivery dates for equipment; infrastructure timeline pending. 

• 1st Special Police Commando Battalion has elements operating in Mosul, 2nd Special Police 
Commando Battalion has elements operating in , North Babil, Baghdad and Sammara and 3rd 

Special Police Commando Battalions is operating in Baghdad. 

Data as of: 06 DEC 04 
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TO: 

FROM: 

Paul W olfowitz 

Donald Rumsfeld '(\ 

SUBJECT: Incentive Pay for SOF 

1, •;,.:~
1 \,,\" 

fuuu 

DEC 1 6 2004 

Please have a meeting between Doug Brown and David Chu regarding this memo. 

Then come to me with a proposal as to what you think we ought to do for 

incentive pay for Special Operations Forces. 

Thanks. 

Altach. 
12/10/04 USD (P&R) memo lo SD re: Jm:enlives lo Increase Retention of Special Operations Forces 

DHR;dh 
121504-16 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by I JI 3 / 0~ r I 

FOUO 
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PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20301-4000 

INFOMEMO 

December 1 0,2004, 11 :57 AM 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE DEPSEC. __ _ 

FROM: David S.C. c~~· (P&R) C' '; ' •, • 

7 
/ . . ~u::r.J, t:; ?i/(..7--:-,• ,e-, K'c:t.: (J'j< 

SUBJECT: lnccntiv~ ncrease Retention of Special Operations Forces (SOF) 

• We worked close1 y with the SOCOM staff and Services to develop an optimal 
compensation package that focuses on retention of highly trained/experienced SOF 
special operators. 

• The Services recognize the need to increase targeted retention incentives for special 
operators. However, Services viewed SOCOM's initial proposed set of incentive 
pays as excessive. Instead, the Services agreed that favorable retention results could 
be attained with a more conservative incentive package. 

• A balance of special duty pay, retention bonuses, and assignment pay will comprise 
the following retention incentive package, effective January 1,2005. 

o Special Duty Assignment Pay: $375/mo for SOF enlisted in MFP-11 billets 

o Se1ective Reenlistment Bonus: Services determine use based on retention needs 

o Critical Skills Retention Bonus: Creative contracts rna_ximize retention potential 

-- ... -- - ' / 

'i - •. l -

·: .. :.:· •, 1 • ~1l ·;~jb;(\.lmlllninllm!IIBl!lm 
"' 1 year €ottsract opliott for members who have compfeted U years of urvice only. 

o Assignment Incentive Pay: $750/rno for enlisted with 25 or more years of service 

• We wiH closely monitor SOFretention to ensure timely adjustments.in compensation 
are implemented. 

COORDJNATIONS: NA 

Prepared By; Lt Col Melissa Applegate, ODUSD(MPP)/CompensationJ .... ~b-)(_6) ___ _,, 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45823 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON , D.C. 20301-4000 

INFO MEMO 
PERSONNEL AND' 

READINESS December 10, 2004, 11 :57 AM 

;,FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE DEPSEC 

/)"~ FROM. David S.C.~ c, h : ~&R). .l , . _ _ L/ 
f ""'/ I ,u:rfl. t..,Li~ /,:::, tt}e:&--a, 

SUBJECT; Incentives o ncrease Ret-ention of Special Operations Forces (SOF) 

• We worked closely with the SOCOM staff and Services to develop an optimal 
compensation package that focuses on retention of highly trained/experienced SOF 
special operators. 

• The Services recognize the need to increase targeted retention incentives for special 
operators. However, Services viewed SOCOM' s initial pi"oposed set of incentive 
pays as excessive. Instead, the Services agreed that favorable retention results couJd 
be attained with a more conservative incentive package. 

• A balance of special duty pay, retention bonuses, and ass.ignmentpay will comprise 
the following retention incentive package, effective January 1,2005. 

o Special Duty Assignment Pay: $375/mo for Sl)Fenlisted in MFP-1 J billets 

o Selecti.ve Reenlistment Bonus: Services determine use based on .retention needs 

o Critical Skills Retention Bonus: Creative contract$ n1aximize retention potential 

o Assignment Incentive Pay: $].50/mo for enlisted with 25 or more years of service 

• We will closely monitor SOFretentio11 to ensure timely adjustments in compensation 
arc implemented. 

COORDINATTONS : NA 

'PreparedBy: Lt Col Melissa Applegate, ODUSD(MPP)/CompensationJ .... (b_)(_6) ___ _. 

0 
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fDtJO 

NOV t 4 2004 @) 

TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

David Chu 

Mike Wynne ~ 

Donald Rumsfeld y Y \.. 

.. ··:· :· - ..... - : : .:~ 2 
:'•·-... 

·._. - f.. ~~.:·.-~:·.- ,·~ .. ~ 

SUBJECT: SMART Program for Math and Science Education 

As you work on the idea of increasing the number of young Americans who study 

math and science subjects, please ensure that any incentive program you create 

includes an associated obligation. For example, if we are going to pay for some 

years of education in math or science, we should expect a commitment on their 

part to serve in the Department using the education the taxpayers have paid for. 

Please don't move forward on a plan that doesn't include a return on the 

taxpayers' investment. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110304-3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 11-} S / OLf 

*ouo 
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FOR: 

FROM.: 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000 
,- - - - .. ---

'·;' . . . - - . -· 
·- . ·.... ·- .. · . L. - -

TNFOMEMO 
..., ,,,,, n-•r I, flj "" 26 

' _. " . '_j ,i y: 

December 8,2004 • 1 :00 PM 

SECRETARY OF DEFENS,E 

DR. D~. C. CHU, USD(P&_ R) _ '.\ 
~ ~-v7' ~/~-y Wer.t/ <'7' 

./ 

SUBJECT: SMART Program for Math and Science- Snowflake (attacbe.d) 

• You asked thal the SMART Program i nclude an associaled obligation for 
payment of a student's education. 

• We'v e done just that. The Program has a payback component, both for service 
and funding. Scholars and Fellows will be required to sign a written service 
agreement to serve in the Department of Defense for a time equal to their 
scholarship/fellowship, and refund the government if they do not honor their 
obligation. 

• The financial obligation may be waived by you, or in a case ofbank.ruptcy . 

• The conditions of a service agreement requirement are currently in law and are 
being applied in other training and scholarship programs for employees seekfog to 
obtain an academic degree. 

A TT ACHtvffiNT: As stated 

Prepared by: Janice Thigpen, ODUSD (CPP),_!<b_)<_6) __ ___, 

#1l \a..-
11-L-0559/0SD/45827 os·o 19965-n~ 



FOUO 

NOV I 4 2004 @) 

TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

David Chu 

Mike Wynne ~ 

Donald Rumsfeld y V \. 
SMART Program for Math and Science Education 

. ',-·. ,,,. ,... 
; ....... .... -· •_; ~\ .. _ 

As you work on the idea of increasing the number of young Americans who study 

math and science subjects, please ensure that any incentive program you create 

includes an associated obligation. For example, if we are going to pay for some 

years of education in math or science, we should expect a commitment on their 

part to serve in the Department using the education the taxpayers have paid for. 

Please don't move forward on a plan that doesn't include a return on the 

taxpayers' investment. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
110304·3 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by 11.JsJ OLf 

fOUO 
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Message Page I of 2 

"( e )~'ER\1(.,'E AGREE\-lF.NT FOR RECIPIENTS OF ASSIST ANCE.-"(l) To receive financial assistance 

under this section-

"(A) in the case of an employee of the Depamnent of Defense, U1e employee shall be 

required to enter into a written agreement to continue in the employment of the depanmem for the 

period of obligated service detennined under paragraph (2) of this subsection; and 

"(B) in the case of a person not an employee of the Department of Defense. the person 

shall be required to enter into a written agreementto accept employment in the Department of Defense 

forthe period of obligated service determined under paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

"(2) For the purposes of this section, the period of obligated service for a recipient of a 

scholarship or fellowship shall be detem1ined by the Secretary of Defense. Generally, the period of 

obligated service may not be less than the total period for which the recipient was provided financial 

assistance. The pe1iod of obligated service is in addition to any other period for which the recipient is 

obligated to serve in the civil service of the United States. 

"(3) An agreement entered into under this subsection shall include any terms and conditions that 

the Secretary of Defense detennines necessary to protect the interests of the United States or otherwise 

appropriate for carrying out this section.'' 

11
( f) REFIDJD FOR PERIOD OF UNSERVED OBLIGATED SERVICE.-( l) A person who is not an 

employee under this program. but who receives financial assistance under this section and who 

voluntarily fails to complete the educational program for which financial assistance has been provided, 

or fails to maintain satisfactory academic progress as detem1ined in accordance with regulations issued 

by the Secretary, shall refund to the United States an approprimeamoum, as determined by the 

Secretary; 

"(2) A person who is an employee under this program who-

"(A) voluntarily fails to complete the educational program for which financial assistance 

has been provided, or fails to maintain satisfactory academic progress as determined in accordance with 

11/3/2004 

11-L-0559/0SD/45831 



Message 

regulations issued by the Secretary: or 

"(B) before completion of the period of obligated service required­

"(i) voluntarily terminates his or her employment, or 

Page 2 of 2 

"(ii) is removed from his or her employment on the basis of misconduct. shall 

refund lo the United States an appropriate amount, as determined by the Secretary of Defense. 

"(3) An obligation to reimburse the United States imposed under paragraph (I) is for all purposes 

a debt owed to the United States. 

"(4)The Secretary of Defense may waive, in whole or in pan, a refuncl required under paragraph 

(I) of this subsection if the Secretary determines that recovery would be against equity and good 

conscience or would be contrary to the best interests of the United States. 

"(5) A discharge in bankmptcy under title 11, United States Code, that is entered less than five 

ye,,rs after the tennination of an agreement under this section does not discharge the person signing such 

agreement from a deht arising unrler ~nch agreement or under this snhsection." 

11/3/2004 
11-L-0559/0SD/45832 .. ·---·--------------------------------------



TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

David Chu 

Gen Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ 

FOOO 

SUBJECT: Changing Force Structure in Guard 

November 30,2004 

Please report back to me after you have had that December 3 meeting with Blum 

on how to change force structure in the National Guard. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
l l/17/04 SecDefmemo #111704-10, USD (P&R) memo to SecDef#OSD 18887-04 

DIIR:dh 
113004· 11 

; 1:~:: ~: :;:::; ~:: · · · · i~/ f / o· i · · · · · .. · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

FOUO 
O so 1 9 9 7 1 - 0 4 
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TO: 

cc: 

FROM: 

David Chu 

Oen Dick Myers 

Donald Rumsfeld ~ , 
SUBJECT: Virginia National Guard 

.. Nov.ember 1'7. 2004 . . .. 

'.' ::- :·· :.. ·. ": :' :- , 
.. - -: : ' -~-··. 

,,, -'-. 

I understand 1hat the Virginia National Guard is not good. Everywhere I tum, 

someone tells me they are nsigning er that they 1ft not recrui1ing and so forth. 

What do we doaboutfixina.it? Should someone talk with the Governor? Does it 

need new leadership? What cb you propose? 

Thanks. 

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

Please respond by __ l,-,~f ...... 1-+7+/ ....... o +¥-

ffiUO 

TOTA.. P.01 

11-L-0559/0SD/45834 
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UNDER SECRETARY OF D~F;EN._$t;· . . :~'.''\ _ 

4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON . 
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20301-4000 ·oi.i 

6
. 

3 
,. 

r. "1"11' ,1 ~·, J 'i) 111 • 1 

PERSONflEL AND 
READINESS 

INFO MEMO 

November 22,2004-15:00 

. /FOR: 

fl«B FROM: 
~ ~\l'-'~~ 

f>~U SUBJECT: 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

David S. ~SD(P&R) 
(_: __ yt4t-/(_'->°'r (!. l?A..u-r :Jttl1 V.h.,· ~~· 5,/ 

Virginia Nat10nal Guard-SNOWFLAKE (attached) 

\\\4~ 
• The Virginia Army National Guard achieved only 65 percent of its FY 2004 

recruiting mission, but 94.8 percent of its strength mission. 

• The Virginia Air National Guard is performing better, achieving 98.3 percent 
of its FY 2004 strength mission. 

• Virginia Army National Guard i~ one of nine that have missec.1 their ARNO 
fCL!.UJtin_g._mi~sions for the past four years. 

:·. - _-._ 

·_cQ:=~=-'f_h~:y:~re: CT, DE, HI, IL, LA, MA, MD, VA and VI. 

o Overall, the Virginia Army National Guard missed its FY 2004 
recruiting mission of 56,002by 7,209 and its authorized strength of 350,000 
by7,08 l. 

• We have engaged the Guard leadership to look at a rebalancing or structure:. 

o We will meet with LTG Blum and his Directors on December 3 to 
establish the. ... way ahead". 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared by: Mr. Rich Krimmer, OAS.D/RA(M&P)f .... (b- )(_
6

_) _...., 

.. T8A80 
SAMA SD 
MASO 

G 
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PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

FOR: 

FROM: 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D. C 20301 ·4000 

INFOMEMO ..... ' 

December 10,2004-10:00 AM 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

DR. DAa V. , CHU, USJ? (~ERSONN~L. AND READINESS) 
. --,,;;t..J. (~ ~~''1..; /.?' o..,,c <-'"7 

SUBJECT: Guard Re . ent-SNOWFLAKE (attached) 

• T nitial meeting with L TG Blum on December 1 s\ more work is needed before 
we can provide you with a plan. 

• General Blum has already alerted the state adjutants general (in writing) that 
future force structure will flow to states with sustained recruiting and retention 
success, at the expense of states that fall short. 

• This is an opportunity to rebalance the Guard, building units of the type we 
now need, sheddingthose less necessary. 

• We will lay out a plan that plots by state how strength should move, and the 
numbers and types of new units that should be established. I anticipate 
forwarding this to you by the end of next week. 

RECOMMENDATION: Information Only 

Attachment: 
As stated 

cc: General Myers 

0 0 SD 1 99 7 1 -0 4 
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.· .o-:;,;~ ·c·-; ~~ :.: 
UNDER SECRET ARV OF O~f;EN$E; ( _: :·:_~i}:~/~ 

4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON'· . ' 
WASHINGTON , 0 .C .. 20301-4000 ) t 

2"':~ ··-·, ?3 PX 6: 1 

PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

INFO MEMO 

November 22,2004-15:00 

/FOR: 

{Jr.~ FROM: 
l)u\\~ 

~au\ SUBJECT: 

SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

David S. ~SD(P&R) 
, . , ~~,J"r(( C~ tt.SV,#',,~· c- !,/ 

V1rgm1a Nat10nal Guard-SNOW·FLAKE(attached) ,,\6~ 
· • The Virginia Army National Guard achieved only 65 percent of its FY 2(X)4 

recruiting mission, but 94,8 percent of its strength mission. 

• The Virginia Air National Guard is performing better, ac.:hieving 98.3 percent 
of its FY 2004 strength mission. 

• Virginia Army National Guard is one of nine that have missed their ARNG 
recruHing missions for the past four years. 

o They are: CT, DE, HI, IL, LA, MAl MD, VA and VI. 

o Overall, the Virginia Army National Guard missed its FY 2004 
recruiting mission of 56,002 by 71209 and its authmized strength of 350,000 
by 7,081. 

• We have engaged the Guard Jeadership t.o look at a rebalancing of structure. 

o We will meet with L TG Blum and his Directors on December 3 to 
establish the "way ahead", 

Attachment: As stated 

Prepared by: Mr. Rich Krimmer, OASD/RA(M&P),._!(b_}(6_)_..., 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45837 
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TO: 

cc: 

Peter Rodman 

Doug Feith 

FOUO 

SUBJECT: Central American Cooperative Security 

G!S- lt.r% 
CLt/015914-~S 

Should we think about encouraging and helping the Central American countries 

fonn a cooperative security organi7.ation that is more robust than the entity they 

currently have? It wouldn't be a Central American NATO, but-it could be better 

organized, trained and equipped than it currently is. 

Why don't you think about it and let me know what you come up with. 

Thanks. 

DHR:dh 
111'104-S 

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

Please respond by l i.. / ~ I i-r 

,., 
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Nov.ember:1.7, 2004: ;'. ·: 
. \ .-

GS- llt% 
TO: Peter Rodman c;Lt Io ,5914-,;s 
cc: Doug Feith 

SUBJECT: Central American Cooperative Security 

Should we think about encouraging and helping the Central American countries 

form a cooperative security organization that is more robust t.han the entity they 

currently have? It wouldn't be a Central American NATO, but.it could be better 

organized, trained and equipped than it currently is. 

Why don't you 1hiri< about it and let me know what you come up with. 

Thanks. 

DHR.:dh 
ll 1'704-.S 

FOUO 

--/ Je( fµ,/ 
ltv-< kJ.v-< ~ (/ "' 

Gh IV l+ff I. ii,,../ t,vt 11, f f¥.t, 
(it\v( NJc Jf-ff pi, 

1Jt t J c'-d e.,. ~ 

u'vif2 

oso 19980--04 
18-11-04 P12:15 N 
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:FOUO 

TO: Commanding Officer, USS John F Kennedy 

cc: Gordon England 
ADM Vern Clark 

DEC142111 

FROM: DonaldRumsfcld.2 ___ Jr. ~ 
SUBJECT: Return of JFK to Homeport 

Welco,me home from an exceptional combat cruise. You did a superb job during 

our Mfoisters of Defense meeting afloat, and the excellence you showed in that 

event clearly was rcflc~tcd throughout the cruise. 

Well dmie! 

DHR:ss 
121304-30 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by ________ _ 

0 SD 20042- 04 
FOUO 
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{:.a_ A( 11 uff{. f, -,91rL 
ES-1372 

04/01$276-E'S. 
POt'JO -

November 11,2004 

'IO: Doug Feith 
V ADM Jim Stavridis 

SUBJECT: Phone Calls toMoDs 

We need a project 1Dhaveme systemticallycall MoDs. I should probably do one 

o- two per wt.-ck -NATO allies, countries helping in Afghanistan and Iraq, 

countries doing something for Haiti o- Liberia, countries we am trying to get to do 

something, countries who have experienced casualti~, etc. 

If I did one or two per week, it seems to me we could work through the list every 

six months. It would be a very good thing to do and would make a difference. 

Thanks. 

DHltdll 
ltll°'"4 

j;,~~~·;;;j,;;;;;;;,,·····;~~;;Jtii········································· 

Cofi;C tD-:Crt>flt'\\s~ 1!.-11-04 F'o4:4s 1~: 
Upon removal ()f attact.ments 
thle document becomee ~ 

El>ttO OSD 20061-04·. 

11-L-0559/0SD/45841 
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7 L(~•)] .. 
FOR OfflCIAL USiii O~lLY 

J unc 30, 2004 

TO: Paul Wolfowitz 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Comptroller 6/25/04 Weekly Report 

Please get on these issues raised in Larry Lanzillort.a's attached letter. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
6/15/04 USD(C) m\':':mo to SecDefre: Weekly Report 06/25/04 {OSD 09611-041 

DHR:dh 
063004-2 

········································································-
Please respond by '1111/tJ'f 

fOft Of P11CIAt tJ~r'. l")f~LY 

11-L-0559/0SD/45842 
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON 

DEC 1 5 2Xl4 

Mr. William B. Magrath 
(b)(6) I 

Dear Mr. Magrath~ 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding your 
brother, Private First Class John Magrath, and his 
Medal of Honor flag. 

You raised an importantquestion,, and I have 
passed it along to the Under Secretary for Personnel 
and Readiness, Mr. David Chu,. He will be in touch 
with you. 

I do appreciate your brother1s service to ow 
nation. 

a so 2ooa1-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45843 



Mr, William B. Magrath 

Dear Mr. Magrath, 

Thank you for your recent letter regarding your 
brother, Private First Class John Magrath, and his 
Medal of Honor flag . 

You raised an important question, and I have 
passed it along to the Under Secretary for Personnel 
and Readiness, Mr. David Chu. He will be in touch 
with you. 

I do appreciate your brother's service to our 
nation. 

Sincerely, 

~M- ~ 

UJD~ 
.. 1_11 Butler 

/1-kt 

11-L-0559/0SD/45844 
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November 22,2004 

TO: Paul Butler 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ~ 
SUBJECT: Letter from Bill Mqgrath 

Please look into this letter from Bill Magrath regarding the Congressional Medal 

of Honor flag and follow up with him. 

Let me know what was done. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
11/8/04 Letter from Sin.McGrath 

DHR;ss 
112~04-4 

·························~··············································· 
Please respond by ___ 1 ..... i.--1/--=1.,.;;..o-+J-o-+·1---

csc. 
I\JS~ f~1GZ.JM ·~ 

§') .,-~ ~L fi>LL 

~~ 

uJ 
vv 
,l_) .. -

OSD 20087-04 
FOUO 
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' l(b)(6) Wtlliam B. Ma2,rath 

r ' ... . ~ ··. ~ 

Nov. B,2002 

Dear Mr. Rumsfeld: 

I have been told by lhe "Congressional Medal Of Honor Society" that Congress 
approved, and President Bush signed a Bill approving a" M a l Of Honor"llag. 

Mv brother PFC John Magra1hwas killed in action in~ in 1945 and awarded~ "Meqql 
Of Honor" posthumously. The only one in the 1 oth Mountain division so honored. ' .: 

I 

I wo.uld like to fly a .~H flag in his memory,. b~t the "ConQressional Medal Of Honor 
Society" told me this past week that only rec.pients of the 'MedaJ Of Honor" from July1qf 1 . 

2002 can have one. ·' 

l; John I~ deserving d having one because he gave his life for his Country m 1945? 
The least his Country can do for h.im is to let him have a MOH Flag fly in his honor. 

l·understand that the Department of Defense is responsible for distributing t:ra flags. 

'jVe have John's tvlOH. display_~ in our home h~re. i~(6) I We would be honored 
1f you could spare the 1ime to visit us, ard read his cit n. 
Awaiting your conunents, I am, 

Respectfully yours, 

~ 

OSD 20087-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45846 
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PERSONNEL AND 
READINESS 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PEl'fT AGON 

WASHINGTON, D . C .2030 i-4000 

JNFO:MEMO 

,.,. ... - t .. -- - 'G 

~ 

February 17 r 2005, 9 :00. AM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE ~ 

FROM: David S. C. Chu, Under Secretary of Defense'!~~J~. L C../J;ev ~1 Af~r 
(Signature and date) 

SUBJECT: Letter from Bill Magrath 

• This responds to yottr note, ''Please look into thi~ letter from Bill Magrath reg,m.ling 
the Congressional Medal of Honor Flag and follow up with mm. Let me know what 
was done" (Tab A). 

• Our staff responded directly to lVIr. Magrath on December 22, 2004 (Tab B). 

• The flag is a new entitlement and authorized for only those individuals who 
receive the Medal of Honor after October 23,2002. The statutory sections, 
initiated by Congress, do not a11ow issuance of flag to those who received the 
MedaJ of Honor prior to this date. 

• We will seek, in coordination with the Services, a chang@in legislation to also' 
authorize the presentation of a tlag to current living Medal of Honor award recipients 
and those living primary next of la n of deceased Medal of Honor award recipients. 

COORDINATION: Tab C. 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared by: Lt Col Tim Donohue, ODUSD (MPP) OEPM,!._Cb_H_6) ___ _,, 

0 
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:FOUO 

November 22,2004 

TO: Paul Butler 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld j-
SUBJECT:. Letter from Bill Mqgrath 

Please look into this letter from Bill Magrath regarding the Congressional Medal 

of Honor flag and follow up with him. 

Let me know what was done. 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
11 /8/04 Letter from Bill McGrath 

DHR:ss 
112204-4 

E"SIL - t.5"(_ ~?6L 

1' to_ t~SL-1& _. PtS 
~ 65 .(,..)t'&QG 111 ~ ~ 

················································~························ 
Please respond by _ _.1...;..v ... l_..1 o~/ _•"'(.,__ __ 

fOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45848 
OSD 20087-04 



• 1i:llliln B.- Magrath --------......w..----,,, 
(b)(6) 

Nov.a, 2002 

Dear Mr. Rumsfekl: 
. 

I have beentOld by the ~nal Medal a Honor Socfeiyt that Con~ 
approved, and President Bush signed a Bill approving a "Medal Ci Honor' nag. 

My k:lximr PFC~ Mac,-alh was klled in actton in ltalyin 1945 and awarded the 4Medal 
a Honor" posthumously. The only ooe in the 101h Mountain division so honomd. 

· I wo.uld like to tly a MJH flag in his memory, b!Jtthe "co~onalMedaJ aHonor 
Society' told me 1his past week that only redpients of the "IVledal aHonof from July cl 
2002 can have one. 

J; John l~deserving of having one oocause he gave his :le for his Countcy m 1945? 
1he least his Countiy can <kl for him isto let hinhave a MOH flag fly i1 his honor. 

I understandthat'the Deparlment d O:mee isresponsible irdlstrlbuttng the flags. 

We haveJohn-S MOH d~ inrur home here i~)C6) I We would be honored 
if )40ll could spa,ethe&netovislt ts, and readhis cit n. 
Awaiting~ comments. I am, 

Respectfuly yours, 

~ 

11-L-0559/0SD/45849 
0SD 20087-04 
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OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2030 l -4000 

22 DEC~ 

V I • 

, . '. , I .... I I ' 
\, "-,. .. __ 

\', - ':_ : __ .... , 

( 

( 

~NJ!.AND 
READINESS 

William B. Magrath 

Dear Mr. Magrath: 

Thank you for your recent Jetter to the Secretaiy of Defense regarding the Medal 
of Honor tlag. Since my office is responsible for the Deptutment's military awards 
policy, I was asked to respond. 

The Depaitment of Defense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2003, section 903, 
required the Secretary of Defense to design and designate a flag as the Medal of Honor 
Flag. Pursuant to this law and codified in title 10, United Sta:tes Code, the Meda] of 
Honor Flag 9)a.].l be presented each person to whom a medal of honor is awarded after the 
date of the enactment of the law, which was October 23, 2002, 

JI is dearly not our intent to slight those, including your belated brother, who have 
given unselfishly in service to their Nation and no doubt added immeasurably to the 
defense of oornation. However, under the provisions of this law, the Department does 
not have the authority to grant the flag to prior recipients of the Medal of Honor or their 
next of kin. WhiJc the require:ment may seem stringent, the past and cunent awards 
system provides for suitab1e recognition of individual members' acts of valor and the 
sacrifices.made by a11 Service men and women. 

T hope this information is helpful. T appreciate your personal interest 1n this matter 
and concern for the recognition of those who have faithfully served the United States of 
America. 

Sincerely, 

0 
11-L-0559/0SD/45851 

oso 20087-04 



-.- .. 
Donohue. Tim s .• Lt. Col.. 050-PB 

Subject: FW: Snowflake: MOH Flag Request 

--Original Message----
From: Hall, Nikki, LTC, DOD OGG 
Sent: Wednesday, January W,20051 :10 Pl'vf 
To: Donohue, Tim S, Lt. Col., OSD•P&R 
Subject: RE: Snowflake: tvO, Flag R'equest 

Tim-

The statutes are pretty clear. The specific language is "after October 23, 2002 ... " To award a Congressional Medal of 
Honor flag to anyone who was awarded the MOH prior to October 23, 2002 will take a change in the legislation authorizing 
the presentation. This may be a situation where a change would be beneficial to pursue_ 

Cheers 

Nikki I ' ' \' ,Y t1
• , 

'I 
I ' 

Lieutenant Colonel Mikki A. Hall 
Associate Deputy General Counsel 
(Personn.el& Health Policy) 
Phone: !(b)(6) I Fax: !(b)(6) I 
CAUTION: This message may contain information protected by the attorney-client, work 
product, deliberative process, or other privilege. Do not disseminate without the prior 
approval of the Office of the DoD General Counsel. 

- --Original Message----
From: Donohue, Tim S. Lt. :Col., OSD-P&R 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2005 ll:27 
To: Hall, Nikki, LTC, DoD OGC 
cc: Mintz, Terry~ CIV, OSD·P&R; Earle, Sheila M, CJV OSO·:P&R 
Subject: Snowflake: wo-i Flag Reque$t 

Nikki, 
Ref past discussions, we're beginning to see some in<1uiries on MOH flag eligibility and. we're 
hamstrung by the 23 Oct 02 and future forward date._ Do we have any leeway with policy to alter 
award off1ag ·- for all past MOH recip.ients:, all living members only? 

Specifically, here's most re.cent inquiry and our reply. We now have a S.ecDef snowflake, "Pis look 
into this letter from Bill McGrath regarding the Congressional Medal of Honor flag and follow up with him. 
Let me know what was done." DR. Apprecii}te your assist 
Thanks, Tim 

<< File: MoH Flag Request- Magrath.doc>> 

·----Original Message---
From: Sprance, William, M: DoD OGC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 17, 200412:59 PM 
To: Donohue, Tim s. Lt CoL OSD-P&R 
Subject: RE: MC+, Flag 

Tim, 
Pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 3755 (Army), 6257 (Navy) and 8755 (Air Force), as well as 14 U.S.C. 505 (Coast Guard), 
the Medal. of Honor flag is authorized for those individuals who receive the MOH after October 23, 2002. The 
statutory sections do not authorize those who received the MOH before October 23, 2002, to receive the flag. 
RI 
Bill 

11-L-055970SD/45852 
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This message may contain infarma1ion protected by the attorneywork product, attorney-client, deliberative process or 
other privilege. Do not disseminate without the approval of the Office of the General Counsel 

- ---Original Message--
From: Donohue, T:im ~ Lt. C.01., OSD-P&R 
Sent Monday, August 16,200410:51 AM 
To: Spranoo, William, ~ DoD OGC 
Cc: Link, Ryan.A, CPT, OSD·P&R; Lo:,, Brad(ordG, CIV, OS~P&R 
Subject:FW: MOH Flag 

Bill, 
We're working on creating a Medal of Honor Flag and. a question has come up on which MOH 
recipients are entitled to receive the flag. The attached PL 107-248at bottom, contains a 
reference for each Service·· Sec 3755 covers Army is be.low. Here's our questions: 

t .. Are a11 past MOH recipients, pri.or to legislation enactment (230ct2002)., entitled to receive 
the MOH t1ag? 

2. Or does President give flag to just those MOH recipients after enactment pf this legislation (23 
October 2-002)? 

A pprecinte yo\Jr interpre.tation/udvice. on who gets·· as it will affect policy development and llag 
distribution. 
Thanks, Tim 

<< OLE Object: Picture (Device fndependent Bitmap)>> 

2 
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PERSONNEL ANO 
READINESS 

UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON, O .C . 20301-4.000 

INFOMEMO 
i·"'.'H: !' . ..., "'?• f"l' f' lJ n 
; J . , , - ,!... I : ; ,: qt, 

February 17t 2005, 9 :00 AM 

FOR: SECRETARYOFDEFENSE "' 

FROM: David S. C. Chu, Under Secretary of Defense~,«.,(&: L d4H, ,1,1-j;,.f 'T" 
(Signature and date) 

SUBJECT: Letter from Bill Magrath 

• This responds lo y()ur note, "Please look into this letter from Bill M4grath regarding 
the Congressional Medal of Honor Flag and follow up with him. Let me know what 
was done'' (Tab A). 

• Our staff responded directly to Mr. Magrath on December 22,2004 (Tab B). 

• The flag is a new entitlement and authorized for only those individuals who 
receive the Medal of Honor after October 2·3, 2 002. The statutory sections, 
initiated by Congress, do not allow issuance of flag to those who received the 
Medal of Honor prior to this date. 

• \Ve will seek, in coordination with the. Services, a change in legislation to also 
authorize the presentation of a flag to current living Medal of Honor award recipients 
and those living primary next of kin of deceased Medal of Honor award recipients . 

COORDINATION: TabC. 

Attachments: 
As stated 

Prepared by: Lt Col Tim Donohue, ODUSD (, ....... -.... 

utler 

0 
11' .. L~0559/0SD/45854 
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November 22,2004 

TO: Paul Butler 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld j-
SllB.lECI.':. Letter from Bill MQgrath 

Please look into this letter from Bill Magrath regarding the Congressional Medal 

of Honor flag and follow up with him. 

Let me know what was done. csrL- tr(.. ~~L 

Thanks. 

Attach. 
11/8/04 Letter from Bill McGrath 

DHR."SS 
112204-4 

1' t Q l~Sd& .., PtS. 
~ dS .(>.)N6rz6 1l, ~ lS 

················································~························ Please respond by __ l_v_/ ...... r o;;...-.,.....J _01.f.,__ __ 

FOUO 

11-L-0559/0SD/45855 
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limiln B. Maerath 
(b )(6) 

Nov.8, 2002 

Dear I\Ar. Rumsfeld: 
. 

I have been told by the 'Congressional Medal Of Honor Society'' that Congress 
approved, and President Bush signed a Bill approving a "Medal Of Honor" flag. 

My brother PFC Jotn Magrath was killed in action in Italy in 1945 and awarded the 'Medal 
Of Honor- posthumously. The only one in the 101h M>untain division so honored. 

I would like to fly a >.OH flag in h i memory, but the-Congressional Medal <f Honor 
Society' told me this past week that only recipients of dte. "Medal Of Honor" from July of 
2002 can have ooe .. 

:s John less deserving of havng one beeause he gave his life ir his Coon~, in 19451 · 
The least his Country CEil do for him is to let him have a MOH Flag fly in his honor. 

1 understand that the Department of Defense is responsible for distributing the flags. 

We have John's MOH displaY.ed in our hare here ~ (b)(6) l We would be honored 
ifl.W· could spare the time lo visit us. and read his cffauon. 

Awalting your rommenfs, I am, 

Respectfully yow-s, 

~ 

oso 20087·04 
11.-L-0559/0SD/45856 
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PEBSONIIELAMl 
READINESS 

OFFICEOF·THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON1 D.C. 20301-4000 

2 2 DEC 2004 

William B. Ma.gratb 
(b)(6) 

Dear Mr. Magrath; 

~~' 

rv·:/··· ... ·\ .. ~~\.) 
,. I I 

~ \ ' ' / \ " . . . 
\ ' "..._ _ _ .. ,' 

'~--· ~·-=----

Thank you for your recent letter to the Secretary ci Defense regarding the Medal 
of Honor flag. Since my office is responsible for the DepaitmertC s military awards 
policy, I was asked to respond. 

The Department of Defense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2003, section 903, 
required the Secretary of Defense to design and designate a flag as the Medal of Honor 
Flag. Pursuant to this law and codified in fitle 10, United States Code, the Medal of 
Honor Flag shall be presented each person to whom a medal of honor is awarded after the 
date of the enactment of the law, which was October 23,2002. 

Tt is clearly not our intent to slight those, including your b€1ated brother, who have 
given unselfishly in service to their Nation and no cloubt added immeasurably to the · 
defense of our nation. However, under the provisions of this law, the Department does 
not have the authority to grant the flag to prior recipients of the Medal of Honor or their 
next of kin. While the requirement may seem stringent, the past and current awards 
system provides for suitable recognition of individual members' acts of valor and the 
sacrifices made by all Servicemen and women. 

I hope this information is helpful. I appreciate your personal interest in this matter 
and concern for the recognition of those who have faithfully served the United States of 
America. 

Sincerely, 

· ctori PoJicy 

0 OSD 20087-04 
11--L~0559/0SD/45858 



SUBJECT: Medal of Honor Flag 

Office of General Counsel Lt Col Nikki Hall. 19 January 2005 

l 
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OFFICE OF THE. UNDER SECREtA"RV OF DEFENSE 
4000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHINGTON. 0.C. 20301-4,QOO 

2 2 DEC 2004 

William B. Ma_grath 

Dear Mr, Magrath: 

Thank you for your recent. letter to the Secretary of Defense regarding the Mrl1l 
of Honor flag. Since my office is responsible for the Department's military awards 
policy, I was asked to respond. · 

The Department of Defense Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 2003, sectim 903, 
required the Secretary of Defense to design and designate a fla:J as the Medal of Honor 
Flag. Pursuant to this law and codified in tit.le 10, United States Code, the M:dil. cf 
Honor Flag shall be presented each person to whom a medal of honor is awarded after the 
date of the·enactment of the law, which wa-; ·Qtl 1 e 23,2002. 

It is· clearly not oor intent to slight those, including your belated brothar, who have 
given unselfishly in service to their Nation and no doubt a:tRl immeasurably to the 
defense of our IEll:ial. However, under tlB provisions of this law) the Depa1.tment does 
not have the al.tl:mity to grant the flag to prior recipients of the M'dll cf Honor or their 
next of ki.n. While 1he requirement nay" seem strirgett, the past and current awards 
~ pro vi des for suitable ~ti.en of individual ne11:eLs' acts of valor and the 
sacrifices made by all Se_rvjce men and women. 

I hope this infor.:nat:icll is helpful. I appreciate your personal interest in this matter 
and concern for 1he ~ticn of those who have taithfuUy served the Ulii:e:i States of 
America. 

Sfacerely, 

a 
APR-04-2002 23:53 11-L-0559/0SD/45860 



TO: Dr. Condoleezza Rice 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld )h 
SUBJECT: Iceland 

Condi, 

1, •;,.:~
1 \,,\" 

fUUY. 

December 14, 2004 

I'm ready to go and start the process on Iceland, along the lines of the rnemo I 

gave you. I need a yes or no. It is $281 million/year, and we just had our budget 

reduced by $10 billion. 

Thanks. 

DHR:ss 
121404-4 

FOUO oso 20124-04 

11-L-0559/0SD/45861 
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TO: Doug Feith 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: Japanese 

FOUO 

.. 

November 19, 2004 

I- 0\.\\ O\S"' 15 
ES-\YS'-t 

Please coord.i~ate with me on dates when we do the Japanes; 2+2'. 

Thanks. 

DHRss 
111904-22 

••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Please respond by Iv/?,/ o 'f 

19-11-04 17:37 !!~ 

rouo 

oso 201;; 0-04 
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December 13,2004 

TO: Jim Haynes 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Withdrawal of Marine from Romania 

Tell me legally what went on with respect to the quick withdrawal of that Marine 

from Romania, Was that part of our SOFA agreement? Is it unusual, is it normal? 

Thanks. 

r>HRss 
121304-7 
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1·~1 
GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DE.FENSE 

1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON ·._ 
' .. ~-.. · · .. 

WASHINGTON, D. C.20301-1600 ··-- · 

INFOlVIEMO 
GENERAL COUNSEL 

1 q f. " ··~ 
. ,, ! . ·:: 

December 14, 2004, 6:00 PM 

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

FROM: WilliamJ. Haynes 11, General Counsel~ 

SUBJECT: Withdrawal of Marine from Romania 

• You asked what the legal basis was for the quick withdrawal of the Marine Security 
Guard (MSG) detachment commander from Romania, whether his removal was 
pursuant to the SOFA, and whether this action was unusual. 

• MSG personnel arc accredited members of the Administrative and Technical (A&T) 
staff of the Embassy. 

o This status - pursuant to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations -- gives 
them immunity from host nation criminal jurisdiction, and from civiljurisdiction 
for acts relating to official duties (the same immunity that foreign embassy staff 
personnel have in the U.S.). 

o As part of the Embassy staff', he was not covered by NA TO/Partnership for Peace 
Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA). 

• The decision to remove the Marine from Romania was made at the Embassy in 
Bucharest (by the Ambassador, in consultation with the Deputy Chief of Mission and 
the Regional Security Officer). 

o His removal was consistent with government practice in similar situations 
involving embassy staff, and was not done pursuant to the SOFA. 

• The Vienna Convention does not explicitly provide for removal of Embassy staff 
from a host country, but removal is consistent with the immunity afforded to them. 

• This purpose of providing immunity is not to benefit individuals, but to have 
consistent rules for how countries should treat diplomatic personnel stationed in their 
territory. A country may waive a person's immunity. We are not aware, however, of 
any past U.S.waiverofthe .irmunityof an MSG member. 

0 
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TO: JfritHaynes 

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld~ 

SUBJECT: Withdrawal of Marine from Romania 

Tell me legally what we1.11 on with respect to the quick withdrawal of that Marine 

from Romania. Was that part of our SOFA agreement? ls it unusual, is it normal? 

Thanks. 

DHRss 
121304-7 

FOUO 
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