May 17,2002  3:58 PM

TO: VADM Giambastiani
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?f\-

SUBJECT: Urban “Operations” Center

I agree with you that “operations” is not the right word—Ilet’s get that fixed. %}\J
Thanks. w

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

DHR:dh
051702-20

Please respond by O f iy joLr
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SHoWIARe

May 17,2002 9:55 AM

TO: Steve Cambone

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeldm\r

SUBJECT: September 11"

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

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

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051702-15

Please respond by

Ul72z2 02
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SREWikRe

May 17,2002 9:54 AM

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

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld n‘

SUBJECT: Crusader

I talked to Congressman Jerry Lewis. He asked that he have a chance to look at a
copy of the letter from Aldridge to White that says not to spend funds, except with

his approval.

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

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

We need a tight rein on this building, so nobody does something that inflames
people unnecessarily. Therefore, everything should be fed through Larry Di Rita,
so we have one control point here on what is going on with respect to the

legislation in the House and Senate on the various pieces.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051702-13

Please respond by __ 0% [20 /,; 1-
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SHaviRe

May 17,2002 7:49 AM

TO: Doug Feith

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ’946\

SUBJECT: ICC Signatories

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

We ought to keep a record of all the people we talk to and what their views are on
it. We ought to get a list country-by-country and know who has signed it, who

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

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051702-9

Please respond by 0o / 0L
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f /SUBIECT: Joint Staff
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May 17,2002 7:46 AM

TO: VADM Giambastiani

Q.A"\'b
QCFROM:  Donald Rumsfeld [\

SIS QT

We got briefed the other day about the Chairman’s Joint Warfighters® Analysis
Center. 1 would like to find out what all the things are that the Chairman has as
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, so we can look at them and see how they

perhaps ou ght to be regulanzed.

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

are there like that down in the Joint Staff that | don’t know about?
Please give me a complete list of everything they have.

Thanks.

DHR:dk
031702-6

Please respond by _ 0S[3.1/02—
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CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-9999
INFO MEMO

CM-402-02
15 July 2002

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: General Richard B. Myers, CJW 1/ ’3

SUBJECT: Joint Staff

* The following is provided in response to your request (%A8) for a list of activities that
report to my office. Under current procedures a CJICS-controlled activity must meet the
following criteria: (a) is established by the Chairman and reports through a J-directorate,
(b) charter approved by the Secretary of Defense/Deputy Secretary of Defense, (c) has a
designated Executive Agent, (d) is a multi-Service activity that performs a joint mission,
{e) has an approved joint manpower document, and (f) contains approved joint duty
positions.

» Three activities report to the Chairman:

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

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

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

* Five activities were transferred from the Chairman to USIFCOM in FY 1998/99 as a result
of a Defense Reform Initiative (DRI):

- Joint Warfighting Center.
- Joint Communications Support Element.
- Joint Warfare Analysis Center.

- Joint Command, Control, Communications, Computers, Intelligence, Surveillance,
and Reconnaissance (C4ISR) Battle Center.

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

* Additionally, the Joint Spectrum Center was transferred from the Chairman to Defense
Informatjon Systems Agency (DISA) in December 1998 as a result of DRI

11-L-0559/0SD/12540
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May 17,2002 7:35 AM

TO: Honorable Colin Powell
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld @_

SUBJECT: Syria

vt bs

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

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051702-4
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May 10,2002 9:08 AM

%of

TO: Larry Di Rita ' \ )
FROM: Donald Rumsfelﬁ\ /1{;) t

SUBJECT: Syria on UN Security Council /ugyylo

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

of the Security Council.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051002-9
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. 10 May 2002
0945

Syria and UN Security Council Seat

How did US Vote?

e Syria received 160 votes (of the 178 voting nations) of the United Nations
General Assembly.

¢ US did not publicly oppose Syrian ascention to the Security Council Seat.
¢ General Assembly voting for Security Council (UNSC) seats is anonymous.
o When asked how the US voted, State Department Spokesman Richard Boucher
said “As is our longstanding practice and policy, we do not disclose how we
voted in any of the elections.”
¢ State Department Syria Desk Officer said that only USUN Negroponte, AC cord " +;,
SECSTATE Powell and POTUS know how we voted. L T
WA .

What Were the Circumstances?

¢ Vote on Security Council 2-year membership occurred in October 2001, about
a month after the start of the“4/ Agsa Intifada.”

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

¢ Election took place two years after “election” of Bashar al Asad to power,

when many were still optimistic about prospects for new kind of Syrian
leadership.

Prepared by: ISA/NESA

11-L-0559/0SD/12544



STavifiaee

May 17,2002 7:33 AM

W
TO: VADM Giambastiani
CC: Gen. Pace W
(e
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld 1}\ ~»
SUBJECT: JROC
I would like a briefing sometime on what the JROC does, what it is supposed to do
and what we might want to have it do.
Thanks.
DHR:dh
051702-3
Please respondby 0 b [ 14/or
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May 17,2002 7:28 AM
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TO: Larry Di Rita

CC: Powell Moore

OM: Donald Rumsfeld ‘D]\

SUBJECT: Members of Congress

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

think about who I want to have over for dinner.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051702-2

Please respond by 0Z { +Y [or
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11-L-0559/0SD/12546

(23

?V'Q‘W\/ !



Senators of the 107th Congress

Akaka, Daniel (D - HI)
Allard, Wayne (R - CO)
Allen, George (R - VA)
Baucus, Max (D - MT)
Bayh, Evan (D - IN)
Bennett, Robert (R - UT)
Biden Jr, Joseph (D - DE)
Bingaman, Jeff (D - NM)
Bond, Chnstopher (R - MO)
Boxer, Barbara (D - CA)
Breaux, John (D -LA)
Brownback, Sam (R - KS)
Bunning, Jim (R - KY)
Burns, Conrad (R - MT)
Byrd, Robert (D - WV)
Campbell, Ben Nighthorse (R - CO)
Cantwell, Mana (D - WA)
Camahan, Jean (D - MO)
Carper, Thomas (D - DE)
Chafee, Lincoln (R - RI)
Cleland, Max (D - GA)
Clinton, Hillary (D -NY)
Cochran, Thad (R - MS)
Collins, Susan (R - ME)
Conrad, Kent (D - ND)
Corzine, Jon (D -NJ)
Craig, Larry (R - ID)
Crapo, Mike (R -1D)
Daschle, Thomas (D - SD)
Dayton, Mark (D - MN)
DeWine, Mike (R - OH)
Dodd, Christopher (D - CT)
Domenici, Pete (R - NM)
Dorgan, Byron (D - ND)
Durbin, Richard (D - IL)
Edwards, John (D - NC)
Ensign, John (R -NV)
Enzi, Mike (R - WY)
Feingold, Russell (D - WI)
Feinstein, Dianne (D - CA)
Fitzgerald, Peter (R - IL)
Fnst, William (R - TN)
Graham, Bob (D - FL)
Gramm, Phil (R - TX)
Grassley, Chuck (R - 1A)
Gregg, Judd (R - NH)
Hagel, Charles (R - NE)
Harkin, Tom (D -1A)
Hatch, Omn (R - UT)
Helms, Jesse (R - NC)

Hollings, Emest (D - SC)
Hutchinson, Tim (R - AR)
Hutchison, Kay Bailey (R - TX)
Inhofe, James (R - OK)
Inouye, Daniel (D - HI)
Jeffords, James (I- VT)
Johnson, Tim (D - SD)
Kennedy, Edward (D - MA)
Kerry, John (D - MA)
Kohl, Herb (D - WT)

Kyl, Jon (R - AZ)

Landrien, Mary (D - LA)
Leahy, Patock (D - VT)
Levin, Carl (D - MI)
Lieberman, Joseph (D - CT)
Lincoln, Blanche (D - AR)
Lott, Trent (R - MS)

Lugar, Richard (R - IN)
McCain, John (R - AZ)
McConnell, Mitch (R - KY)
Mikulski, Barbara (D - MD)
Miller, Zell (D - GA)
Murkowski, Frank (R - AK)
Murray, Patty (D - WA)
Nelson, Bill (D -FL)
Nelson, Ben (D - NE)
Nickles, Don (R - OK)
Reed, Jack (D -RI)

Reid, Harry (D - NV)
Roberts, Pat (R - KS)
Rockefeller IV, John (D - WV)
Santorum, Rick (R - PA)
Sarbanes, Pau] (D - MD)
Schumer, Charles (D - NY)
Sessions, Jeff (R - AL)
Shelby, Richard (R - AL)
Smith, Bob (R - NH)
Smith, Gordon (R - OR)
Snowe, Olympia (R - ME)
Specter, Arlen (R - PA)
Stabenow, Debbie (D - MI)
Stevens, Ted (R - AK)
Thomas, Craig (R - WY}
Thompson, Fred (R - TN)
Thurmond, Strom (R - SC)
Torricelli, Robert (D - NJ)
Voinovich, George (R - OH)
Wamer, John (R - VA)
Wellstone, Paul (D - MN)
Wyden, Ron (D - OR)
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Representatives of the 107th

Abercrombie Neil (D-HI, 1%
Acevedo-Vila,Anibal (D-PR)
Ackerman,Gary L.( D-NY,5™)
Aderholt,Robert B. (R-AL 4™
Akin,W. Todd (R-MO,2rd)
Allen, Thomas H.( D-ME,1%)
Andrews,Robert E. (R-NJ,1*)
Armey,Richard K. (R-TX,26™)
Baca,Joe (D-CA,42rd)
Bachus,Spencer (R-AL,G‘h)
Baird,Brian (D-WA,3rd)
Baker,Richard H. (R-LA,6™)
Baldacci,John Elias (D-ME,2rd)
Baldwin,Tammy (D-W1,2rd)
Ballenger,Cass (NC,10™)
Barcia,James A. (D-MI,5™)
Barr,Bob (R-GA,7™)

Barrett, Thomas M. (D-WL,5™)
Bartlett,Roscoe G. (R-MD,6™)
Barton,Joe (R-TX,6")
Bass,Charles F. (R-NH,2rd)
Becerra, Xavier (D-CA,30™)
Bentsen,Ken (D-TX,25™)
Bereuter,Doug (R-NE,1%)
Berkley,Shelley (D-NV,1%)
Berman,Howard L. (D-CA,26™)
Berry,Marion (D-AR,1%)
Biggert,Judy (R-IL,13™)
Bilirakis,Michael (R-FL,9™)
Bishop,Sanford D. Jr. (D-GA,2rd)
Blagojevich,Rod R. (D-IL,5™)
Blumenauer,Earl (D-OR,3™)
Blunt,Roy (R-MO,7™)
Boehlert,Sherwood L. (R-NY,23")
Boehner,John A. (R-OH,8™)
Bonilla,Henry (R-TX,23™)
Bonior,David E. (D-MI,10")
Bono,Mary (R-CA,44™)
Boozman,John (R-AR,3™)
Borski,Robert A. (D-PA,3™)
Boswell,Leonard L. (D-1A,3™)
Boucher,Rick (D-VA,9™)
Boyd,Allen (D-FL,2")
Brady,Kevin (R-TX,8")
Brady,Robert A. (D-PA,1%)
Brown,Corrine (D-FL,3")
Brown,Henry E. Jr. (R-SC,1*)

Brown,Sherrod (D-OH,13")
Bryant,Ed (R-TN,7")
Burr,Richard (R-NC,5™)
Burton,Dan (R-IN,6™)
Buyer,Steve (R-IN,5™)
Callahan,Sonny (R-AL,1%)
Calvert,Ken (R-CA,43d)
Camp,Dave (R-MI,4™)
Cannon,Chris (R-UT,3rd)
Cantor,Eric (R-VA,7™)
Capito,Shelley Moore (R-WV,2™)
Capps,Lois (D-CA,22nd)
Capuano,Michael E. (D-MA,8"™)
Cardin,Benjamin L. (D-MD,3d)
Carson,Brad (D-OK,2nd)
Carson,Julia (D-IN,10™)
Castle,Michael N. (R-DE, At Large)
Chabot,Steve (R-OH,1%)
Chambliss,Saxby (R-GA,8™)
Christensen,Donna M. (D-VI,Delegate)
Clay, Wm. Lacy (D-MO,1%)
Clayton,Eva M. (D-NC,1*)
Clement,Bob (D-TN,5")
Clybumn,James E. (D-SC,6™)
Coble,Howard (R-NC,6™)
Collins,Mac (R-GA,3rd)
Combest,Larry (R-TX,19")
Condit,Gary A. (D-CA,18")
Conyers,John Jr. (D-MI,14™)
Cooksey,John (R-LA,5™)
Costello,Jerry F. (D-IL,12™)
Cox,Christopher (R-CA,47™)
Coyne,William J. (D-PA,14™)
Cramer,Robert E. (Bud) Jr. (D-AL,5™)
Crane,Philip M. (R-IL,8™)
Crenshaw,Ander (R-FL,4™)
Crowley,Joseph (D-NY,?"‘)
Cubin,Barbara (R-WY,At Large)
Culberson,John Abney (R-TX,?"’)
Cummings,Elijah E. (D-MD,7™)
Cunningham,Randy "Duke" (R-CA,51*)
Davis,Danny K. (D-IL,7")
Davis,Jim (D-FL,11™)

Davis,Jo Ann (R-VA,1%)
Davis,Susan A. (D-CA,49™)
Davis, Tom (R-VA,11™)

Deal Nathan (R-GA,9"™)
DeFazio,Peter A. (D-OR,4")
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DeGette,Diana (D-CO,1%)
Delahunt, William D. (D-MA,10™)
DeLauro,Rosa L. (D-CT,3nd)
DeLay,Tom (R-TX,22")
DeMint,Jim (R-SC,4"™)
Deutsch,Peter (D-FL,20™)
Diaz-Balart,Lincoln (R-FL,21%)
Dicks,Norman D. (D-WA,6™)
Dingell,John D. (R-ML16™)
Doggett,Lloyd (D-TX,10™)
Dooley,Calvin M. (D-CA,20™)
Doolittle,John T. (R-CA,4™)
Doyle,Michael F. (D-PA,18™)
Dreier,David (R-CA,28™)
Duncan,John J. Jr. (R-TN,2")
Dunn,Jennifer (R-WA,8")
Edwards,Chet (D-TX,11™)
Ehlers,Vernon J. (R-ML,3nd)
Ehrlich,Robert L. Jr. (R-MD,2")
Emerson,Jo Ann (R-MO,8™)
Engel,Eliot L. (D-NY,17™)
English,Phil (R-PA,21%)
Eshoo,Anna G. (D-CA,14™)
Etheridge,Bob (D-NC,2nd)
Evans,Lane (D-IL,17")

Everett, Terry (R-AL2"%)
Faleomavaega,Eni F. H. (D-AS,Delegate)
Farr,Sam (D-CA,17")
Fattah,Chaka (D-PA,2™)
Ferguson,Mike (R-NJ,7th
Filner,Bob (D-CA,50™)

Flake, Jeff (R-AZ,1*)
Fletcher,Emie (R-KY,6™)
Foley,Mark (R-FL,16")

Forbes,J. Randy ( R-VA,4"™
Ford,Harold E. Jr. (D-TN,9")
Fossella,Vito (R-NY,13™)
Frank,Barney (D-MA,4™)
Frelinghuysen,Rodney P. (R-NJ,11™)
Frost,Martin (D-TX,24"™)
Gallegly,Elton (CA,23nd)
Ganske,Greg (IA,4™)
Gekas,George W. (PA,17")
Gephardt,Richard A. (D-MO,3nd)
Gibbons,Jim (R-NV,2nd)
Gilchrest,Wayne T. (R-MD,1%)
Gillmor,Paul E. (R-OH,5™)
Gilman,Benjamin A. (R-NY,20™)
Gonzalez,Charles A. (D-TX,20™)
Goode,Virgil H. Jr. (I-VA,5™)

Goodlatte,Bob (R-VA 6™
Gordon,Bart (D-TN,6"™)
Goss,Porter J. (R-FL,14™)
Graham, Lindsey O. (R-SC,3")
Granger,Kay (R-TX,12™)
Graves,Sam (R-MO,6"™)
Green,Gene (D-TX,29™)
Green,Mark (R-WL$"™)
Greenwood,James C. (R-PA,8™)
Grucci,Felix J. Jr. (R-NY,1%)
Gutierrez,Luis V. (D-IL,4™)
Gutknecht,Gil (R-MN,1%)
Hall,Ralph M. (D-TX,4")

Hall, Tony P. (D-OH,3rd)
Hansen,James V. (R-UT,1%)
Harman,Jane (D-CA,36™)
Hart,Melissa A. (R-PA,4"™)
Hastert,J. Dennis (R-IL,14™)
Hastings,Alcee L. (D-FL,23nd)
Hastings,Doc (R-WA,4™)
Hayes,Robin (R-NC,8™)
Hayworth,].D. (R-AZ,6™)
Hefley,Joel (R-CO,5™
Herger,Wally (R-CA,2nd)
Hill,Baron P. (D-IN,9™)
Hilleary,Van (R-TN,4™)
Hilliard,Earl F. (D-AL,7")
Hinchey,Maurice D. (D-NY,26™)
Hinojosa,Rubén (D-TX,15™)
Hobson,David L. (R-OH,7")
Hoeffel, Joseph M. (D-PA,13")
Hoekstra,Peter (R-MI,2™)
Holden,Tim (D-PA,6™)
Holt,Rush D. (D-NJ,12™)
Honda,Michael M. (D-CA,15™)
Hooley,Darlene (D-OR,5™)
Horn,Stephen (R-CA,38™)
Hostettler,John N.( R-IN,8")
Houghton,Amo (R-NY,31%)
Hoyer,Steny H. (D-MD,5™)
Hulshof,Kenny C. (R-M0O,9")
Hunter,Duncan (R-CA,52")
Hyde,Henry J. (R-IL,6™)
Inslee, Jay (D-WA,1%)

Isakson, Johnny (R-GA,6")
Israel, Steve (D-NY, 2nd)

Issa, Darrell E. (R-CA, 48™)
Istook, Ernest J. Jr. (R-OK,5™)
Jackson, Jesse L. Jr. (D-IL,2nd)
Jackson-Lee,Sheila (D-TX,18™)
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Jefferson, William J.( D-LA,2nd)
Jenkins,William L.{ R-TN,1%)
John,Christopher (D-LA,7™)
Johnson,Eddie Bemice (D-TX,30™)
Johnson,Nancy L. (R-CT.6")
Johnson,Sam (R-TX,3nd)
Johnson, Timothy V. (R-IL,1 5
Jones,Stephanie Tubbs (R-OH,11™)
Jones, Walter B. (R-NC,3nd)
Kanjorski,Paul E. (R-D-PA,11™)
Kaptur,Marcy (R-D-OH,9™)
Keller,Ric (R-FL,8™)

Kelly,Sue W. (R-NY,19")
Kennedy,Mark R. (R-MN.,2")
Kennedy,Patrick J. {R-D-RI,1)
Kerns, Brian D. (R-IN,7"")
Kildee,Dale E. (D-M1,9")
Kilpatrick,Carolyn C. (D-MI,15™)
Kind,Ron (D-WI,3nd)
King,Peter T. (R-NY,3nd)
Kingston,Jack (R-GA,1*)

Kirk Mark Steven (R-IL,10"™)
Kleczka,Gerald D. (D-WI,4™)
Knollenberg,Joe (R-ML, 11"
Kolbe,Jim (R-AZ,5™
Kuginich,Dennis J. (D-OH,10™)
LaFalce,John J. (D-NY,29")
LaHood Ray (R-IL,18™)
Lampson,Nick (D-TX,9")
Langevin,James R. (D-R1,2™)
Lantos,Tom (D-CA,12")
Larsen,Rick (D-WA,2nd)
Larson,John B. (D-CT,1*)
Latham,Tom (R-[A,5")
LaTourette,Steven C. (R-OH,19™)
Leach,James A. (R-IA, 1)
Lee,Barbara (D-CA,9™)
Levin,Sander M. (D-ML,12")
Lewis,Jerry (R-CA,40™)
Lewis,John (D-GA,5s™

Lewis Ron (R-KY,2nd)
Linder,John (R-GA,11")
Lipinski, William O. (D-IL,3%)
LoBiondo,Frank A. (R-NJ,2™)
Lofgren,Zoe (D-CA,16™)
Lowey,Nita M. (D-NY,18")
Lucas,Frank D. (R-OK,6™)
Lucas,Ken (D-KY,4™)
Luther,Bill (D-MN,6™)
Lynch,Stephen F. (R-MA,9™)

McCarthy,Carolyn (D-NY,4")
McCarthy,Karen (D-MO,S"’)
MecCollum,Betty (D-MN,4™
McCrery,Jim (R-LA 4"
McDermott,Jim (R-WA,7™)
MeGovemn,James P.( D-MA,3nd)
MecHugh,John M. (R-NY,24™)
Meclnms,Scott (R-CO,3nd)
McIntyre,Mike (D-NC,7™)
McKeon,Howard P. "Buck” (R-CA,25")
McKinney,Cynthia A. (D-GA 4™)
McNulty,Michael R. (D-NY,21%)
Maloney,Carolyn B.{ R-NY,14™)
Maloney,James H.{ R-CT,5")
Manzullo,Donald A.{ R-IL,16™)
Markey,Edward J.( D-MA,7")
Mascara,Frank (R-PA,20™)
Mathesen,Jim (D-UT,2nd)
Matsui,Robert T. (D-CA,5™)
Meehan,Martin T. (D-MA,5"™)
Meek,Carrie P. (D-FL,17")
Meeks,Gregory W. (D-NY,6")
Menendez Robert (R-NJ,13™)
Mica,John L. (R-FL,7")
Millender-McDonald,Juanita (D-CA,37"™)
Miller,Dan (R-FL,13"™
Miller,Gary G. (R-CA.41%)
Miller.George (D-CA.7™)
Miller,Jeff (R-FL,1*")

Mink,Patsy T. (D-H1,2"™)
Moliohan,Alan B. (D-WV,1%)
Moore,Dennis (D-KS.3nd)
Moran,James P. (D-VA_8")
Moran,Jerry (R-KS,1*)
Morella,Constance A. (R-MD,8™)
Murtha,John P. (D-PA,12")
Mytick,Sue Wilkins (R-NC,9")
Nadler,Jerrold (D-NY 8™
Napolitano,Grace F. (D-CA,34™)
Neal,Richard E. (D-MA,2nd)
Nethercutt,George R. Ir. (R-WA,5")
Ney.Robert W. (R-OH,18™)
Northup,Anne M.( R-KY,3nd)
Norton,.Eleanor Holmes (D-DC Delegate)
Norwood,Charlie (R-GA,10™)
Nussle,Jim (R-1A,2nd)
Oberstar,James L. (D-MN,8")
Obey,David R. (D-W1,7")
Olver,John W. (D-MA,1*)
Ortiz,Solomon P. (D-TX,27")
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Osbome, Tom (NE,3nd)
Ose,Doug (CA,3nd)

Otter,C. L. "Butch” (ID,1*"
Owens,Major R. (D-NY,11™)
Oxley,Michael G. (OH,4™)
Pallone,Frank Jr. (D-NJ 6™
Pascrell,Bill Jr. (D-NJ,8")
Pastor,Ed (D-AZ,2nd)
Paul,Ron (R-TX,14™)
Payne,Donald M. (D-NJ,10™)
Pelosi,Nancy (D-CA,8™)
Pence, Mike (R-IN,2nd)
Peterson,Collin C. (D-MN,7")
Peterson,John E (R-PA,5™)
Petri,Thomas E. (R-W[,6™)
Phelps,David D. (D-IL,19'")

Pickering,Charles W. “Chip" (R-MS,3%)

Pitts,Joseph R. (R-PA,16™)
Platts, Todd Russell (R-PA, 1 9"')
Pombo,Richard W. (R-CA,11")
Pomeroy,Earl (D-ND, At Large)
Portman,Rob (OH,2dn)
Price,David E. (D-NC,4")
Pryce,Deborah (R-OH, 15"
Putnam,Adam H. (R-FL,12™)
Quinn Jack (R-NY,30™)
Radanovich,George (CA,19")
Rahall,Nick }. [[ (D-WV,3rd)
Ramstad, Jim (MN 3rd)
Rangel,Charles B. (D-NY,15™)
Regula,Ralph (R-OH,16™)
Rehberg,Dennis R. (R-MT,At Large)
Reyes, Sitvestre (D-TX,16™)
Reynolds, Thomas M. (R-NY 27"
Riley,Bob (R-AL,3rd)
Rivers,Lynn N. (D-MI, 13"
Rodriguez,Ciro D. (D-TX,28")
Roemer,Tim (D-IN,3rd)
Rogers,Harold (R-KY,5")
Rogers,Mike (R-MI,8")
Rohrabacher,Dana (R—CA,45"‘)
Ros-Lehtinen,lleana (R-FL,18™)
Ross,Mike (D-AR 4™
Rothman,Steven R. (D-NJ,9™)
Roukema,Marge (R-NJ,5™)
Roybal-Allard,Lucille (D-CA,33nd)
Royce,Edward R. (R-CA,39™)
Rush,Bobby L. (D-IL,1%)
Ryan,Paul (R-WI,1%)

Ryun,Jim (R-KS,2™)

Sabo,Martin Olav (D-MN,5™)
Sanchez Loretta (D-,CA46™)
Sanders,Bemard (I-,VT,At Large)
Sandlin,Max (D-TX,1%)

Sawyer, Tom (D-OH,14"™)
Saxton,Jim {R-NJ,3nd}
Schaffer,Bob (R-CO,4™)
Schakowsky,Janice D. (D-IL,9")
Schiff,Adam B. (D-CA,27"™)
Schrock,Edward L. (R-VA,2™)
Scott,Robert C. (D-VA,3nd)
Sensenbrenner,F. James Jr. (R-WI,9™)
Serrano,José E. (D-NY,16™)
Sessions,Pete (R-TX,5™)
Shadegg,John B. (R-AZ,4™)
Shaw,E. Clay Jr. (R-FL,22™)
Shays,Christopher (R-CT,4™)
Sherman,Brad (D-CA,24™)
Sherwood,Don (R-PA,10™)
Shimkus,John (R-IL,20"™)
Shows,Ronnie (D-MS,4™)
Shuster,Bill {(R-PA,9™)
Simmons,Rob (R-CT,Z"")
Simpson,Michael K. (R-1D,2d)
Skeen,Joe (R-NM,2d)

Skelton,Ike (D-MO.4™)
Slaughter,Louise McIntosh (D-NY,ZS"‘)
Smith,Adam (D-WA.9'")
Smith,Christopher H.(R-NJ,4™
Smith.Lamar S. (R-TX.21%)
Smith,Nick (R-M1,7")

Snyder, Vic (D-AR.2™)
Solis,Hilda L. (D-CA,31)
Souder,Mark E. (R-IN,4™)
Spratt,John M. Jr. (D-SC.5™)
Stark,Fortney Pete (D-CA,13™)
Stearns.Cliff (R-FL.6™)
Stenholm,Charles W. (D-TX,17")
Strickland,Ted (D-OH,6™)
Stump,Bob (R-AZ,3nd)
Stupak,Bart (D-MI,1%)
Sullivan,John (R-OK,1%)
Sununu,John E. (R-NH,1*)
Sweeney,John E. (R-NY,22"
Tancredo, Thomas G. (R-CO,6th
Tanner,John S. (D-TN,8")
Tauscher,Ellen O. (D-CA,10")
Tauzin,W. J. (Billy) (R-LA,3nd)
Taylor,Charles H. (R-NC,11™)
Taylor,Gene (R-MS,5")
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Terry,Lee (R-NE,2d)

Thomas, William M. (R-CA,21*)
Thompson,Bennie G.(D-MS,2nd)
Thompson,Mike(D-CA,1%)
Thornberry,Mac (D-TX,13")
Thune,John R.,SD (R-At Large)
Thurman,Karen L. (D-FL,S'“)
Tiahrt, Todd (R-KS,4"™)
Tiberi,Patrick J. (D-OH,12™")
Tierney,John F. (D-MA,6™)
Toomey,Patrick J. (R-PA,15")
Towns,Edolphus (D-NY,10™)
Traficant,James A. Jr. (D-OH,17")
Tumer,Jim (D-TX,2nd)
Udall,Mark (D-CO,2"%)

Udall, Tom (D-NM,3nd)

Underwood,Robert A. (D-GU,Delegate)

Upton,Fred (R-ML6™)
Velazquez,Nydia M. (D-NY,12")
Visclosky,Peter J. (D-IN,1%)
Vitter,David,LA,1%)
Walden,Greg (R-OR,2nd)
Walsh,James T. (R-NY,25™)

Wamp,Zach (R-TN,3nd)
Waters,Maxine (D-CA,35")
Watkins,Wes (R-OK,3nd)
Watson,Diane E. (D-CA,32™)
Watt,Melvin L. (D-NC,12™)
Watts,). C. Jr. (R-OK,4™
Waxman,Henry A. (D-CA,29")
Weiner,Anthony D. (D-NY,9")
Weldon,Curt (R-PA,7™
Weldon,Dave (R-FL, 15")
Weller,Jerry,IL (R-11")
Wexler,Robert (D-FL,19™)
Whitfield,Ed (R-KY,1%)
Wicker,Roger F. (R-MS,1%)
Wilson,Heather (R-NM, 1*)
Wilson,Joe (R-SC,2nd)
Wolf,Frank R. (R-VA,10'™)
Woolsey,Lynn C. (D-CA.6™)
Wu,David (D-OR,1%)
Wynn,Albert Russell (D-MD,4™)
Young,C. W. Bill (R-FL,10")
Young,Don {R-AK,At Large)
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May 16,2002 2:52 PM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (}h\ / S
o L7 O
fSUBJECT: 1CC / ("
/
/
vlw\(\f’? Please get me a list of all the countries that signed 1CC and those that did not
Thanks.
/ -
oy
| MR dh
051460221

Please respond by
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Rome Statute Signature and Ratification

Chart

Rome Statute Signatories (139)

in alphabetical order

Albania 18 July 1998

I'A'iée”ria BN 28 December 2000 e e e

'Andorra o R '18.Iuly 1998 o
|Angola e e _ ; Ocicber 1998 _ . — -
lAntlgua and Barbuda o 123 October 1998 T o
‘Argentma _ 8 January 1999 o
rArmema o 'l October 1999 o o
;Australla 9 December 1998 o - -

Austna ' |7 October 1998 N ) - o
[Bahamas ' 29 December 2000 . -
mahrb'i'i_l- ]Il December 2000 i
|Bangladesh o 16 September 1999

|Barbados o - |8 September 2000 N
Belgmm . B o September 1998 B _
[Behze . - . s 'Apfil oo e e -
Benm - 24 September 1999 B h
|Bolw13 - _ rl7 July 1998 ) o i o o
Bosma and Herzegovma 17 July 2000 - -
|Botswana S 8 September 2000 S )

Br_azﬁ' e _ 7February T . —
IBulgarla o i ' iTﬁéb’riEﬁé% . B
Burkina Faso ~ 30November1998
Burundi 13 January 1999

Cambodia 23 October2000 S
Cameroon o . 17 July1998 S - R o
Canada 18 December 1998 -

;Cane Veie

D8 December 2000
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Central African Republic 7 December 1999

[Chad 20 October 1999
Chile 11 September 1998
IColombia 10 December 1998
Comoros 22 September 2000
Congo (Brazzaville) 17 July 1998
Costa Rica 7 October 1998
Cote d'Ivoire 30 November 1998
Croatia 112 October 1998
Cyprus |15 October 1998
Czech Republic 13 April 1999
[Democratic Republic of the Congo 8 September 2000
Denmark 25 September 1998
Djibouti 7 October 1998
Dominican Republic 8 September 2000
Ecuador 7 October 1998
Egypt 26 December 2000
[Exitrea 7 October 1998
Estonia 27 December 1999
[Fiji 29 November 1999
Finland 7 October 1998
France 18 July 1998
Gabon 22 December 1998
Gambia 7 December 1998
Germany 10 December 1998
Georgia 18 July 1998
Ghana 18 July 1998
Greece 18 July 1998
Guinea 8 September 2000
‘Guinea-Bissau 112 September 2000
Guyana 228 December 2000
Haiti 26 February 1999
Honduras 7 October 1998
Hungary 15 December 1998
Iceland T 26 August 1998
Iran "~ 31 December 2000
Ireland 7 October 1998
Tsrael 31 December 2000
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ltaly 18 July 1998

Jamaica 8 September 2000

Jordan " 7 October 1998

|Kenya 11 August 1999

Kuwait 8 September 2000

Kyrgyzstan 8 December 1998 ) N
Latvia 22 April 1999

i'i,esotho B 30 November 1998 )

Liberia - 17 July 1998

Lichtenstein 18 July 1998

Lithuania {10 December 1998

Luxembourg 13 October 1993

|Macedoma Former Yugoslav Rep 7 October 1998 o

Madagascar ~ [18 July 1998

Malawt o " 3 March 1999 o

Mali T [7uly1998 -
R '_>l_7ilu_ly—l.‘5§§ S

Marshall Isfands o 6 September 2000.'_—_" o T
Mauritius ) 11 November 1998
Mexico T T September 2000 N B ) N
Monaco  sguylees” T T T T
FMongoha 29 December 2000 )

Morocco 8 September 2000 S
J\W/I&amblquc - ~ 28 December 2000

5’1@5&1?15 o 27 October 1998 B

Nauru ,13 December 2000

Netherlands 18 July 1998 B S
—I\-‘i::“v\/_z_é.d“l:d_n‘d T ”__i_7 October 1998

Niger h 117 July 1998 h

Nigeria - 11 Tune 2000

o™= Wm0

lf);l—an_ - - M20 December 2000

Panama 18 July 1998 o
Paraguay B B 7 October 1998

[Peru 7 December 2000

Philippines 28 December 2000

Portugal 7 October 1998

Poland B 9 April 1999 B
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Republic of Korea "8 March 2000
Republic of Moldova 8 September 2000
[Romania 7 July 1999

Russian Federation

Samoa

San ‘Marino

éSao Tome and Princ-ipé B

13 September 2000

17 July 1998

T July 1998

'Eé December 2000

Senegal

Seychelles

'18 July 1998

28 December 2000

Sierra Leone

" 17 October 1998

iSlovakia

'Slovenia

'Solomon Islands

23 December 1998

ﬁ'Oécob_er"m%

3 December 1998

South Africa 117 July 1998

Span 18 July 1998

St. Lucia 27 August 1999

Sudan - 8 September 2000

Sweden 17 October 1998 o
Switzerland - 18 July 1998

'Syrla 129 November 2000

rl'ajlklstan 7 30November 1998 B
Tanzania 29 December2000
Thailand 2 October 2000

Trmldad and Tobago R 23 March 1999

Uganda ;F’T;Iarchulagéww o

;Ukrame » ,r20 rij?ainﬁal:f:?OOO

United Arab Emirates 77,2"5 November 2000

United Kingdom B30 November 1998

United States of Amenca

" 31 December 2000

Uruguay 19 December 2000
IVenezue]a - 14 October 1998 )
Yemen - 28 December 2000
[Yugoslavia B 19 December 2000
Zambia 17 July 1998
T 7hly1998

Zimbabwe
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State Parties to the Rome Statute (67)

——————— e —

Sencgal 2 February 1999
Trinidad and Tobago 6 April 1999
San Marino ‘ ’_May 1999
Italy - 26 Ju])_f 1999
FUI ’29 November 1999
,Ghana EO December 1999
Norway 16 Fcbmary 2000
Belize . S saApmi2000
Tajikistan ~ 5 May 2000
Teeland 25 May 2000
f\/enczucla 7 June 2000

]9 June 2000
BeIglum 28 June 2000
|Canada 7 Ju]y 2000
Mali 16 August 2000
Lesotho 6 Seplember 2000
[New Zealand |7 Seplember "000
[Botswana |8 September 2000
huuxembourg 8 Seplcmber 2000
|S[erra Lcone |l 5 Septcmber "OOO
Gabon 20 Seplember 2000
[Spam |24 Oclober ZOUU
South Atnca 27 November 2000
Marshall Islands |7 Deuember '7000
|Gemlamy |] 1 Deccmber "000
EAustna |28 Deuember 2000
Finland 29 December 2000
%Argentina |8 Fcbruary 2001
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iDominica 1172 February 2001 a

[Andorra  BoApril2001
Paraguay - 14May2001
Croma ~ bisagael T T T
Costa Rica ‘ 7 June 2001

Antigua & Barbuda ~ 18June2001
Denmark 21June 2001
Sweden D8June2001

Netherlands ~ [I7July2001 -
qugoslavia Fg September 2001

h\ligeria - %27 September 2001

[Liechtenstein - R October2001 -
‘Centra] African Republic 3 October 2001 ]

pqne_d Kingdom 4 October 2001

Switzerland 12 October 2001

Peru 10 November 2001

Nauru R 12 November 2001 -
Poland o 12 November 2001 - _
tﬂungary 30 November 2001

Slovenia 31 December 2001

Benin 22 January 2062

Estonia ) 30- J“anuary _2002

Portugal | - 5 February 2002 a

[Ecuador 5 February 2002

Mauritius "~ [sMarch2002
Macedonia, FYR __ 6 March 2002 S _

Cypros — Mach2002 e
Panama 21 March 2002

'i Bogﬁ-"HerzéwgoﬁHz: ‘Bulg_eiﬂz;:_C;ﬁiEodié,\ _

he Democratic Republic of Congo, Ireland, .
Jordan, Mongolia, Niger, Romania and 11 April 2002
Slovakia

| Greece 15 May 2002
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May 16,2002 2:40 PM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld y‘\

SUBJECT: Security Clearances

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

Defense?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051602-14
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Please respond by 0< [ 2| I O L~
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May 16,2002 10:13 AM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W\

SUBJECT: Cartoons

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

Thanks.

Attach.
Cartoons

DHR:dh
051602-12

L4J0

Please respond by O(ﬂ/ 29 f'O 2-

i
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May 16,2002 8:16 AM

TO: Steve Cambone
FROM: Donald RumsfeIc@\
W
SUBJECT: Missile Defense ~
w
, o : L
Here is a copy of this Missile Defense Program paper. You might want to use ~

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

Thanks.

Attach.
Undated Talking Paper on Missile Defense Program

DHR:dh
051602-10

Please respond by __ 0S I 2i/ov
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MISSILE DEFENSE PROGRAM

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

» New direction for an aggressive Research, Development, Test &
Engineering program to develop a multi-layered evolutionary defense
against all ranges of Ballistic Missiles to protect the United States, our
allies, deployed forces and friends

» Expanded authorities of the Missile Defense Agency (MDA) with Senior
Executive Council (SEC) oversight

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

Congressional criticism of the program comes with two fundamental arguments:
o That the real threat is terrorism and therefore the threat does not justify
spending almost $8B in FY 2003 on Missile Defense
e That MDA has been given too much authority and autonomy that leads to

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

The support for the program comes from ballistic missile threat and the technical
progress we have made to date, especially in the last 18 months:
» Ground based — 3 successful tests in a row against long range Ballistic
Missile (4 out of 6 so far in total)
¢ First successful ballistic missile intercept in space from sea-based Aegis
program in January 2002
o We have also had failures:
- Booster for ground based
- Patriot Advanced Capabilities (PAC)-3 in more aggressive operational

tests
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As a part of our plan for more realistic, robust testing, building the test bed in the
Pacific region, with five interceptors, is progressing rapidly. Our target for test
bed activation is September 2004:
@ Contracts were let last year for site prep at Ft. Greely, Alaska, and have
been completed
® The next major event is ground breaking for silo construction scheduled for
14 June 2002, the day after ABM Treaty withdrawal takes place
® You may recall during site prep an unknown chemical substance was found
near the construction site. The chemicals turned out to be benign, and we

executed remediation without incident and without negative public reaction

More testing will occur this summer:
¢ Next PAC-3 operational test is scheduled for 28 May 2002
e Our second sea-based Aegis intercept test 1s scheduled for 13 June 2002
e Next ground based test cheduled for late July 2002 and will include Aegis

radar system tests that were previously denied under the ABM Treaty

Programs have been restructured or terminated as a result of more oversight by the
department - not less:
» Terminated Navy Area Defense for poor performance, looking at
alternatives
o Restructured Space Based Infrared System — Low (SBIRS-L) to reflect

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

accepted by the Senate Armed Services Committee (SASC), but have been well
supported by Senate & House appropriators and the House Armed Services
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Committee (HASC). The Missile Defense FY 2003 budget proposal is under
attack in the SASC mark:

e These marks cut $1.1B of requested items and add $300M for non-
requested activities (net $814M cut). The cut appears to be used for
shipbuilding . Furthermore, oversight requirements frustrate streamlining
initiatives

o These reductions significantly delay sea-based long and intermediate range

defenses, and specifically target key parts of the program:

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

targeting the National Team strategy for the integrated Ballistic Missile

Defense Program

- Reduces $146M or 79% to Program Operations that would result in
termination of about 340 government and 56{ support contractors
nationwide (approximately 84% of the 1070 program support personnel)

- Reduces $250M or 31% for Boost Phase development, delaying
Airborne Laser, killing Space Based Laser, and possibly eliminating
kinetic boost phase alternatives

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

that could have provided an emergency capability

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

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

the right track with our Missile Defense Program:

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

e The proposed SASC language and marks would seriously undermine this
program by not funding missile defense system engineering and integration,
crippling our new boost development, eliminating contingency capability,
cutting 84% of the Government and support personnel, and by stifling our

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

TO: Pete Aldridge
Michael Wynne

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld‘:f g

SUBJECT: Crusader

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

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

Thanks.

Attach.
05/15/02 Graham 1tr to SecDef

DHR:dh
051602-9

Please respond by __ Db/ iy | 02—

Ul7245 02
11-L-0559/0SD/12568
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MEMORANDUM

LEVERAGING THE NATION’S INVESTMENT
IN CRUSADER’S TECHNOLOGY

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

» Global C-17 transportability (2 combat loaded howitzers per C-17).

» Ground speed greater than that of modern U.S. tanks.

» Embedded diagnostics and automated fault management.

« Much of the technology required for large unmanned ground combat vehicles,
including a fully robotic indirect fire system for FCS.

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

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

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

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

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

unmanned vehicles, with the ability to become completely unmanned in the
FCS Block II NLOS.

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

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

2
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON

Honorable William R. Graham
NSR, Inc.

1523 16th St., NW
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Bill,

Thanks so much for your note on leveraging
Crusader technology.

Mike Wynne and Pete are working along

them a call.
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) Snowflake

May 16,2002 7:35 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ﬂ\

SUBJECT: Singapore

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

amo)v ‘:N} iy

note, that I valued having him stop by, I look forward to meeting him again and I
found his arguments persuasive and will certainly work here along the lines we

discussed.

Thanks.

Attach.
05/15/02 Singapore ltr to SecDef

DHR:dh
051602-7

Please respond by ___ 05 [24 0%

"‘?Q‘vayy/
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Snowflake

May 16, 2002 7:23 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (\3\

SUBJECT: Kazakhstan

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

where did they move it to?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051602-3

Please respond by
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Larry Di =i
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CIA -- The World Factbook -- Kazakhstan

Kazakhstan

Page 1 of 9

Introduction Geography People Government Economy Communications Transportation Military
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Kazakhstan Introduction Top of Page
Background: Native Kazakhs, a mix of Turkic and Mongol nomadic tribes who migrated into the
region in the 13th century, were rarely united as a single nation. The area was
conquered by Russia in the 18th century and Kazakhstan became a Soviet Republic in
1936. During the 1950s and 1960s agricultural "Virgin Lands" program, Soviet citizens
were encouraged to help cultivate Kazakhstan's northern pastures. This influx of
immigrants (mostly Russians, but also some other deported nationalities) skewed the
ethnic mixture and enabled non-Kazakhs to outnumber natives. Independence has
caused many of these newcomers to emigrate. Current issues include: developing a
cohesive national identity; expanding the development of the country's vast energy
resources and exporting them to world markets; and ¢ontinuing to strengthen relations
with neighboring states and other foreign powers.
Kazakhstan Geography Top of Page
Location: Central Asia, northwest of China
Geographic 400N, 6800 E
coordinates:
Map references: Commonwealth of Independent States
Area: fotal; 2,717,300 sq km
land: 2,669,800 sq km
water: 47,500 sq km
Area - comparative: slightly less than four times the size of Texas
http://www.cia.gov/cia/publicationd fictbolROHARD/ 12576 5/16/2002
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Government type:
Capital:

Administrative
divisions:

Independence:
National holiday:

Constitution:

Legal system:
Suffrage:

Executive branch:

Legislative branch:

local long form; Qazaqstan Respublikasy

local short form: none

former: Kazakh Soviet Socialist Republic

republic

Astana, note - the government moved from Almaty to Astana in December 1998

14 oblystar (singular - oblysy) and 3 cities (gala, singular - galasy)*; Almaty, Aimaty™,
Agmola (Astana), Agtobe, Astana*, Atyrau, Batys Qazagstan (Oral), Bayqongyr*,
Mangghystau (Aqtau; formerty Shevchenko), Ongtustik Qazagstan (Shymkent),
Pavlodar, Qaraghandy, Qostanay, Qyzylorda, Shyghys Qazagstan (Oskemen; formerly
Ust-Kamenogorsk), Soltustik Qazaqgstan (Petropavl), Zhambyl (Taraz, formerly
Dzhambul}

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

16 December 1991 (from the Soviet Union)
Republic Day, 25 October (1990)

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

based on civil law system
18 years of age; universal

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

head of government: Prime Minister Kazymzhomart TOKAYEV (since 2 October 1999)
cabinet: Council of Ministers appointed by the president

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

election resujts: Nursultan A, NAZARBAYEV reelected president; percent of vote -
Nursuitan A. NAZARBAYEV 81.7%, Serikbolsyn ABDILDIN 12.1%, Gani KASYMOV
4.7%, other 1.5%

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

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

http://www.cia.gov/cia/publicationshActbood AL/ 12577 5/16/2002
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May 16,2002 7:14 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld/?\_

SUBJECT: Pillsbury

There is an article in the Early Bird about Pillsbury interpreting for me at the

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

vV \w\'—)

Department translator.
What the heck is going on?

Thanks.

DHR:udh
051602-2
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continued support for extremist
Islamic groups waging a holy
war to drive India from Kash-
mir, India's only Muslim ma-
jority state.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

tant to President Bi{l Clinton,
was published by the Center
for the Advanced Study of In-
dia at the University of Penn-
sylvania.

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

"Clinton asked Sharif if he
knew how advanced the threat
of nuclear war was," Mr.
Riedel wrote in the paper. "Did
Sharif know his military was
preparing their nuclear tipped
missiles?”

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Far Eastern Economic Review
May 23, 2002

40. Translation Error At
The Pentagon?

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

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

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

11-L-0559/05D/12579

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

Washington Post

May 16, 2002

Pg. 22

41. U.S. Seeks Court Immu-
nity For E. Timor Peace-
keepers

By Colum Lynch, Special to
The Washington Post

UNITED NATICONS, May
15 -- The United States is
seeking assurances from the
United Nations that all UN.
personnel serving in a peace-
keeping mission in East Timor
would be shietded from prose-
cution by a local court or in-
ternational tribunal on war
crimes charges, according to
U.S. and other Western offi-
cials.

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

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

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

The United States has no
combat troops serving in U.N,
missions. U.S. officials ac-
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May 15,2002 9:04 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Testimony

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

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

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

against artillery,

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051502-10

Please respond by
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May 15,2002 7:11 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Treaty

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

sometime between now and the time the President signs it.

Thanks.

Attach.
Talking Points

sy rd

DHR:dh
051502-5

Please respond by 05 f ’L‘// o |
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4 SI0DEF HAS SEEN
May 13, 2002
MAY 15 2002

Talking points re: US-Rlssian strategic arms treaty
For use with Senators Levin and Warner

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

o Not a Cold-War-style treaty.
A

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

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

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

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

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

» Exact balancing of each side’s arms against the other’s is not
necessary.

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

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

11-L-0559/0SD/12583



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

s A piece of the new framework. The new treaty should help promote the

new, cooperative, open relationship between the US and Russia that
President Bush desires.

11-L-0559/0SD/12584



May 15,2002 6:45AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld m\-

SUBJECT: Science Boards

Plcase get someone to think through how we might have the Army, Navy and Air

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

Thanks.

DHRdh

051502-1
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7T
TO: Jim Haynes
CC: Peter Rodman

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W/

T6

SUBJECT: Serviceman’s Protection Act

Whatever happened to the Serviceman’s Protection Act?

[ am concerned that there is not enough going on to protect people like Henry
Kissinger and other officials after they leave office. In my view, if the U.S. is not
prosecuting those people, then the U.S. government ought to be willing to pay

their legal fees.

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

and let’s see what we do.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
100502-7
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October 10,2002 7:08 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
CC: Powell Moore
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld 47/\

SUBJECT: Retiring Members

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

Thanks. S\],w e Lo ik ol rebe .
DHR:dh R;)u

101002-3

House and Senate.

Please respond by o] 19| o
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Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List Page 1 of 3

u Can't Get From Congress to the White House... B9

ML C g ][ ;l[ Covering Capivol Hili Since 1955
Breaking News
October 1, 2002 T"Clﬂu Gll-!-lty I ’ t i 4]

NEWS
House Senate .

Expelled

OPINION

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

Appointed to other office

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

Teny Hall (D-Ohio.), 60, 12 terms P(J[ Jm(:h

Running for Governor

John Baldacci (D-Maine), 47, 4
terms

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

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

. ) Frank Murkowski (R-Alaska)
Bob Riley (R-Afa.), 57, 3 terms 69, 4 terms ** !
Rod Blagojevich {(D-1Il.), 45, 3 terms

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

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

Running for Senate
Bob Clement {D-Tenn.), 58, 8 terms

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

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

Lindsey Graham (R-5.C.}, 46, 4
terms

John Thune (R-S.D.), 40, 3 terms
John Sununu (R-N.H.), 37, 3 terms
John Cooksey (R-La.), 60, 3 terms

hitp ://www.rollcall.comfpagesfpoli.\iof;/_fs_%% /OSD/12589 10/18/2002



Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List

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

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

Lynn Rivers {D-Mich.), 46, 4 terms
Gary Condit (D-Calif.), 54, 10 terms
Tom Sawyer (D-Ohio.), 62, 8 terms
Brian Kerns {R-Ind.), 44, 1 term
Frank Mascara (D-Pa.), 72, 4 terms
Earl Hilliard (D-Ala.), 60, 5 terms
Retiring

William Coyne (D-Pa.), 65, 11 terms

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

Tim Roemer (D-Ind.}), 44, 6 terms

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

Marge Roukema (R-N.1.}, 72, 11
terms

Eva Clayton (D-N.C.), 67, 5 terms
Bob Schaffer (R-Colo.), 39, 3 terms
Dick Armey {R-Texas.), 61, 9 terms
Wes Watkins {R-Okla.), 63, 10 terms

*K K

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

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

Sonny Callahan (R-Ala.), 69, 9 terms
Robert Borksi (D-Pa.), 53, 10 terms
Bob Stump (R-Ariz.), 75, 13 terms
John LaFalce (D-N.Y.}, 62, 14 terms
).C. Watts (R-Okla.}, 44, four terms

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

Carrie Meek (D-Fla.}), 76, 5 terms
Resigned to run for Governor
Steve Largent (R-Okla.), 47, 4 terms

Retiring to run for state Senate

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

Phil Gramm (R-Texas), 59, 3
terms

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

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

Fred Thompson {(R-Tenn.), 59,
2 terms

Bob Torricelli (D-N.1.), 51, 1
term

4

y
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- Roll Call: 107th Congress Casualty List Page 3 of 3

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

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

Bud Shuster (R-Pa.), 70, 15 terms
Defeated for other office

Ken Bentsen (D-Texas), 42, 4 terms
Ed Bryant (R-Tenn.), 53, 4 terms
Died

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

Julian Dixon (D-Calif.}, 66, 12 terms
Joe Moakley (D-Mass.), 74, 15 terms
Floyd Spence (R-S.C.), 73, 16 terms

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

** Senate term does not expire until 2004

**¥* nonconsecutive terms

Current Politics Index

Back To Top
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Snowflake

May 31,2002 9:12 AM

TO: Doug Feith
G Steve (Al {

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Ivanov and Georgia

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

v:Fuﬂay

My guess is that I ought to listen carefully.
Whoever was in the meeting at the PC yesterday ought to help prepare it.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
053102-21

Please respond by Cle ' 22lo2
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SHANARRe

TO: Steve Cambone

CcC: Powell Moore

/)EROM: Donald Rumsfcld 7/(’
" SUBIJECT: Brief Congress on SIOP /\\

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

brief Congress on the SIOP.

=
—
\/ \
d0ls /88

We need to get a plan.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
053102-19

Please respond by _ O] |y [ o -
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SHANARRe

TO: Steve Cambone

CcC: Powell Moore

/)EROM: Donald Rumsfcld 7/(’
" SUBIJECT: Brief Congress on SIOP /\\

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

brief Congress on the SIOP.

=
—
\/ \
d0ls /88

We need to get a plan.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
053102-19

Please respond by _ O] |y [ o -
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TO: VADM Giambastiani W
CC: Larry Di Rita L)
Col. Bucci ™~

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld \\

SUBJECT: Mecting w/Chiefs

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

them talk a bit.

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

of urgency into this institution.

Thanks.

DHR h

053102-18 .
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Snowflake

May 31,2002 9:01 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
cc Co. GAVIN
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Pakistan

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

Thanks.

DHR:dh
053102-17

Please respondby 0% [0 fov
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May 31, 2002 8:51 AM

TO: Jim Roche
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld U\

SUBJECT: End Strength

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

over authorized end strength. Please take a look at this paper.
1 hope you are working on it.

Regards.

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

DHR:dh
053102-14
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SECDEF HAS SEEN

MAY 31 2002
PROJECTED ACTIVE COMPONENT END STRENGTH
30 SEPTEMBER 02
(000)
N
4 SERVICE AUTHORIZED PROJECTED DIFFERENCE
/ (percent)
w _—~ Army 480 484 8%
! Navy 376 382 1.6%
Marine Corps 173 173 0%
/,..—Air Force 359 373 4.0%
N DoD 1,387 1,412 1.7%
May 30, 2002

11-L-0559/0SD/12608
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May 14,2002 4:39 PM @\1}7

7

TO: General Jones
Commandant, Marine Corps

CC: Gordon England

bTL

FROM; Donald Rumsfeld (D.r\

SUBJECT: Safety

I just recetved Gordon England’s quarterly safety report. It is clear that there is
something going on in the Manine Corps that is wornsome. Are you giving some

careful thought to it?

Regards.

Attach,
05/10/02 SecNav memo to SecDef re: Quarterly Safety Report [U08185/02]

DHR:dh
051402-28
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17 May 2002
Dear Mr. Secretary,

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

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

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

[ was disappointed to see a substantial increase in accidents earlier this year. In response, 1
ordered a Corps-wide operational pause to increase safety awareness. Since that pause in mid-
March, we have seen improvement. Much progress remains to be made, but improving safety is
and will remain a top priority. We pride ourselves on taking care of our own. The integration of
safety and risk management into all Marine Corps activities is a part of that care. We can and
will do better.

Semper Fidelis,

The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld

Secretary of Defense ,
1000 Defense Pentagon, Room 3E880
Washington, DC 20301-1000
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TO: SECDEF

" FROM: Gordon England

SUBJECT: Quarterly Safe

This is to provide our second Quarterly Safety Report.
This quarter we moved toward developing an on-line mishap tracking and analysis
system to replace current safety data collection systems. We initiated a study to
;"/ /2 determine a best solution given the legacy situation of more than eleven separate mishap
) a . ——>, reporting systems residing within Department of the Navy. We actively participated in
€¢

the DUSD(I&EYDUSD(R) “Integrated Process Team for Tracking Lost Time Due to

Ds /5 d Work Injuries” imilarly modeling our DON approach. Results will include
otk ability to generate reports similar to the Air Force safety reports you sent me in January.

W& 9 o
! é f
¢ " During this past year, the CNO, CMC, and I used weekly safety updates of Class A
ynd f'D 7"* mishaps as a mechanism to keep safety at the forefront. The most recent weekly safety
oser o update is attached. During my visits across the Navy and Marine Corps, safety was
1.1, 1] ~ emphasized and safety discussions instigated. A message was sent throughout the
rw 0 Nllf e 292
, Department on safety performance recognition and accountability and announced a
3 FJ{""““ © Safety Summit to personally recognize top-performing units in safety.

Some of our mishap rates this Quarter were unacceptably high, particularly for the
Marine Corps in both aviation and private motor vehicle Tatalities. With each mishap
investigation completed, we instituted corrective measures. CMC took aggressive
leadership action, including requiring an operational pause day for safety. We are in the
process of developing a unified Department of Navy plan to reduce mishaps by at least
50%.

SPL ABSISTANT DI RITA 1]
SR MA GIAMBASTIANI of
[MA BUCCH S
EXECSEC WHITMORE (5

4

uogles /02
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Navy and Marine Corps
Total Class A Operational Mishap Rates

As of 07 May 02
Rate
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Navy and Marine Corps
Class A Flight Mishap Rates
As of 07 May 02

Marine

Navy
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Monthly rates reflect previous 12 month avg
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Navy Afloat
Class A Mishap Rates
As of 07 May 02
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Navy and Marine Corps
Class A Operational Ashore Mishap Rates
As of 07 May 02
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Navy and Marine Corps
PMYV Fatality Rates

As of 07 May 02
Rate
35 1
28 ~
Marine Corps
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TO: Honorable Andrew H. Card, Jr.
CC: Vice President Richard B. Cheney

Lt

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’D/L ,

SUBJECT: Crusader on Agenda

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

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

We need the help. We are working it hard, but this is an important one for all of
us. [ would sure appreciate it if you would get it on the agenda for every meeting,

and then report back any feedback you get.

Thanks so much.

DHR:dh
051402-25

(d; 'ﬂvw;ﬁ'/

Ulzsz23 02
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May 14,2002 1:49 PM

TO: Larry Di Rita
Powell Moore

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld TﬂK

SUBJECT: Senator Inhofe

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

countries that have better artillery systems than we do.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051402-20

Please respond by _ 05 ] *4q / X

Ul?jZ& 02
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5rev
TO: Paul Wolfowitz

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’\}

SUBJECT: Transformation

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

months back. Please let me know what you think.

%9

Thanks.

Attach.
02/19/02 Dolan memo to SecDefre: Transformation

DHR:dh
051402-15

Please respond by __ Db] 14 for

24 A/

Ul7326 02
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To: Secretary Rumsfeld &%M /oa cdn ‘ﬂ/ M zé,

Fr: Anthony R. Dolan
Re: Transformation
i am Di Ri'ﬁf?

I. THE ISSUE -- WHAT IS TRANSFORMATIONAL?

@ Steve Cambone noted at the Feb 8 meeting the group’s need to

oscillate between finding a conceptual framework and doing the

programmatic work.

Gen. Keane suggested that “words matter.”

You made the point about “adaptability.”

All this elevated the following issue: Is a definition of

transformation possible?

B You raised at a subsequent (Feb. 15) meeting the question of
convoys which again went to the issue of what is transformational.

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

2. THE CONVOY - WAS IT TRANSFORMATIONAL?

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Transformation is realizing that taking advantage of opportunity comes
through either (a) inbreeding adaptability -- Nelson solved the insoluble problem
of communication in 19 century naval battle (the inadequacy of signal flags)
through constant tactical discussions with his captains, or (b) through individual
. genius -- Napoleon instinctively knew the right moment to commit his cavalry or
Old Guard just as Lee knew how to react to real-time intelligence (taking the road
by the furnace for his end run at Chancellorsville,)

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

Transformation is realizing that avoiding the classic error of war — failing to
follow-up, to pursue - is not just a function of intellect and sound theory but of
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will and sound practice. After The Wilderness and silence from the front, Lincoin
literally kissed the reporter who delivered this message from Grant: “Tell the
president: No matter what happens, there will be no turning back.” And Grant’s
troops cheered him when they realized they were marching south. This is Nimitz
going after “that fourth carrier” at Midway. This is MacArthur warning that “In
war, there is no substitute for victory” and political leadership failing in the
Vietnam era to heed that lesson.

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

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

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

Transformation is recognition of the primacy of will in warfare — the
recognition of Napoleon‘s saying — “In war, the material is to the spiritual as three
is to one.”

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

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

Transformation’s best working definition may be — the theory of a constant
consciousness of the limits of the human mind in considering conflict and its
future, and the putting into practice of that theory through the enculturation of
adaptability and the will to victory.
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Transformation is not a rejection of certainty -- just an appreciation of
ambiguity. And realizing that, far from being contradictory, certainty and
ambiguity are complimentary notions. That both are needed -- the enduring and
certain principles of war -- will, mass, surprise, shock, mobility etc.— but also the
realization that an equally enduring and certain principle of war is that war is by
nature filled with the ambiguous and that the application of its principles is
situational and improvisational and, therefore, uncertain i.e. not given to
codification.

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

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

Transformation is about asking the question: Are we entering an era of warfare
like that of the sieges of the late 17* and early 18" century ( e.g. the Vauban
fortresses) when casualties were low and the battle decided not by a pitched,
bloody encounter but a series of ritual maneuvers?

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

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

Transformation is contrarian and asks when the conventional wisdom
concludes a certain kind of war is the wave of the future whether the exact

opposite kind of war isn’t sure to happen

Transformation is seeing the ultimate irony that strategy and plans, just like the
stopped clock twice a day, might someday be dead-on.
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Transformation is a realization of how hard transformation is, that its insights
go against strong habits of mind. Transformation is about realizing that human
- beings want order and reason — relentlessly seek to put the data of real experience
into readily understandable categories. That humans think about the future in quite
predictable terms, with all the possibilities carefully sorted and
compartmentalized.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Transformation means changing strong habits of mind.

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

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

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

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

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

Transformation is about an institutional culture that welcomes change, tolerates
failure, seeks innovation and encourages excellence --and sees certainties and
ambiguities as compatible. A culture that keeps certain unchanging principles of
war in mind but also welcomes the ambiguities that thinking about the future
requires.

11-L-0559/0SD/12627



N. B. — Next subject is how an excellent and most recent example of paradigm
shift -- Reagan’s rejection of “containment” and “peace through strength” in
preference to a new “end of totalitarianism” and a “forward strategy for freedom”
-- undid the Soviets and ended the Cold War.
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Snowflake

May 14,2002 8:33 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /12(

SUBJECT: Prep for NATO

If you think of all the issues we want to bring up at NATO, it might be smart to get
our ambassadors to go in and talk to the governments before the NATO meetings.
They could talk to the defense ministers and tell them what we are planning to
bring up and why. [f they have any questions, we can try to help them out

beforehand.

Thanks.

LEC Y

DHR:dh
031a02-11

Please respond by 0S| ZL{/ 03~

7 I
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May 14,2002 8:20 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ZIB

SUBJECT: Memo on ICC

Please get a memo to the NSC that recommends that, at the NATO and summit
meetings, Colin Powell bring up the need for the countries to support us on the

ICC opt-out clause.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051402-8
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Please respond by 0S f LY f Qe
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May 14,2002 8:05 AM

TO: Torie Clarke

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /g\.

L9440

SUBJECT: Cartoons

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

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

Thanks.

Attach.

DHR:dh
0514027
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Please respond by Ok / 14/az
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May 14, 2002 8:01 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld &w

SUBJECT: Testimony

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

money out of Crusader and put it where we want it.
We ought not to go up there and not tell them what we would like them to do.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051402-5

Please respond by 0= / (< f oL~
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May 14,2002 7:54 AM ,’ /7@-
v
TO: VADM Giambastiani
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /

SUBJECT: Technology

N AN

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

will know.

Thanks.

Attach. :
Arnaud de Borchgrave, “Rapid-Fire Metal Storm Technology Usurps Crusader,” Washington
Times, 05/14/02

DHR:dh
051402-3
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THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3010 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3010

UNCLASSIFIED

ACQUISITION,
TECHNOLOGY

AND LOGISTICS INFO MEMO

May 14, 2002
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Mr. E. C. “Pete” Aldridge, Un ecretary of Defense (AT&L)
St

SUBJECT: Info Memo Rapid Fire Metal Storm
Snowflake at TAB A.

METAL STORM BACKGROUND

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

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

DARPA INVOLVEMENT

- InFY00, DARPA initiated a program to develop a Metal Storm-based weapon system
with tactically useful muzzle velocities, dispersion and armor penetration at significant
ranges. The program pursued the development of a 0.50 caliber sniper rifle as a
meaningful first step towards tactical realization.

« DARPA funded three parallel activities:

1. A Metal Storm / SAIC team to develop and demonstrate single and multi-barreled
0.50 cahiber sniper rifles.
2. An Australian Government Defence Science and Technology Organisation
(DSTO) effort to explore alternative technical approaches to the 0.50 caliber rifle.
3. A Metal Storm / SAIC effort to study three Metal Storm technology weapon
concepts:
o 40mm grenades stacked in a Gun Pod for use as a ground-based Area
Denial System
o Assess feasibility of using Metal Storm as a replacement for the
Phalanx, Close-in Weapon System
o 20mm Metal Storm Gun Pods on Unmanned Air Vehicle and Unmanned
Ground Vehicle platforms

N
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0.50 caliber Sniper Rifle Concept

0.50 cal Test Barrel

S0mm DARPA Concept
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ficials say still falls a little
short of the target price cut.
“"But Boeing is willing to
make an additional cut in_the
price," said a senior Defense
Ministry official. )
“If it cuts thé pric
$200 million, the deal is highly
gn condition of

price negotia-
tions, tg proposed to
lower the price from $4.46 bil-
lion to $4.29 billion, but the
Defense Migistry insisted on a
further discount, _

The inistry aims to
lower the price to between
$4.27 billion and $4.25 billion,
saying that thg price cut iIs es-
sential to mollfy critics of the
fighter project.

Dassault AWation SA of
France repontedly \proposed to
build a new fleet of 40 fighters
at the cost of $4.27 billion at
the last minute, while Paging
raised the price to $4.46 billid
this year from last year's pro-
posal price of $4.25 billion
without readjusting the propor-
tion of its offset package.

However, last month,
South Korea picked Boeing as
the contractor for the project in
consideration of its longstand-
ing military alliance with the
Us.

Thougzh he did not rule out
the possibility that the Defense
Ministry will reach an agree-
ment on the price, the official
acknowledged that it might
push for further price cuts by
curtailing the scope of options
for the F- 15K.

To make the competition
fair and transparent for all four
foreign bidders, the Defense
Ministry called for the same
level of fighter jet options,
some unnecessary for the F-
15K, he explained.

“*We are looking at the is-
sue as part of an effort to ease
defense budget constraints,” he
said. I
During the negotiations,
Boeing also committed to ex-
ceeding the 70 percent re-
quired offset package, saying
that its program will provide
further incentives in local work
and manufacturing, he said.

in an effort to ease public
concem about continued parts
supply, the Defense Ministry
demanded that the supply of
replacement parts be covered
by the US. povernment-

guaranteed Foreign Military
Sales (FMS) program,_the
ialadded.

Washington Times
May 14, 2002
Pg. 3
45. Rapid-Fire Metal Storm
Technology Usurps Crusader
By Amaud de Borchgrave, The
Washington Times

A new type of ballistic
technology that can fire more
than 1 million rounds per min-
ute from a 36-barrel weapon is
one of the reasons Defense
Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld
has canceled the $11 billion
Crusader artillery system.

The technology is known
as "Metal Storm,” which i
also the name of the Australid

are—mectianical Gatling guns
that can fire at a rate of some
6,000 rounds per minute. In-
fantry rifles average 600
rounds per minute, which is
the firing rate for a magazine
of 15 to 30 rounds.

The chairman of the board
of Metal Storm is retired Adm.
Bill Owens, a former deputy
chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff and author of "Lifting the
Fog of War,” a book about de-
fense modemnization.

With  multimillion-dollar
contracts, Metal Storm works
closely with the U.S, Defense
Advanced Research Projects
Agency and the Australian De-
fense Science and Technology
Organization. The company's
new chief corporate officer is
Chuck Vehlow, a former gen-
eral manager of the Boeing
Helicopter  Division.  Mr,
Vehlow, who has a master of
science degree from Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technol-
ogy, has negotiated big-ticket
procurement contracts and
technology-licensing  agree-
ments with the Pentagon.

Most of Metal Storm’s
work is top-secret. Under de-
velopment are systems that in-
clude an unmanned aerial
combat vehicle that will carry
twelve 40 mm mortar boxes
comprising a total of 1,200
tubes, and armed with 7,200
grenades. The system's un-
precedented firing capabilities
can lay down a continuous 50-

yard-wide carpet of grenades
for two miles, firing all its gre-
nades simultaneously with 5-
yard Separation on impact.
Andther gun under devel-
opment for a small combat ae-
rial vehick is multibarreled
and can fire\270 rounds onto a
target in 0.0 seconds without
stress on the\airframe or any
drop in air speg
The compy
Individual
program, says {hief Executive
Officer Mike 9'Dwyer, is des-
tined to repface small arms
among Western allies. The
prototypes /Ainder development
41-barrel capability to
20 mm and 40 mm
iig munitions and stan-
dard 5.56-mm NATO ammuni-
ion. The weapon also will fire
noniethal projectiles for riot
control. The future infantry
weapons hardware replace-
ment program for Australia's
smal) defense forces alone is
estimated to be worth $700
million. )
Metal Storm’s submachine
gun will be capable of firing
multiple-barrel, rapid-fire
bursts at 45,000 rounds per
minute per barrel. The tech-
nology is entirely electronic
and nonmechanical. Its elec-
tronically variable rate of fire

has been confirmed to 1 mil-

lion rounds per minute.

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

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

These new weapons will
have all-electronic access con-
trol systems to ensure that only
authorized personnel use them.
The dual function will allow
on-board selection at the press

11-L-0559/05D/12638

of a button between a nonlethal
response capability and the
kind of lethality that will deny
an area to the enemy without
having to use anti-personnel
land mines.

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

Sources at the advanced
research project agency said
the Metal Storm technological
breakthrough will produce a
new generation of weapons
that will "accelerate out-of-
atmosphere ballistic missile in-
terdiction as well as biological
and chemical cloud neutraliza-
tion."

Arnaud de Borchgrave is edi-
tor at large of The Washington
Times, as well as an editor at
large of United Press Interna-
tional. His account also ap-

pears on the UPI wire.

Dallas Moming News

May 14, 2002

46. Lockheed Flying Solo
On JSF Project

Contract winner was urged to
share, but Boeing appears (o
be shut out

By Katie Fairbank, The Dallas
Moming News

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

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

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

Even Congress got in
the act, pushing in two legisla-
tive proposals for some-work
to go Boeing's way.
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May 14,2002 7:37 AM /

TO: Larry Di Rita ~
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ? / L, %
g
SUBJECT: Army Congressional Liaison \b’
A
Pleasc take a look at this Army Congressional refations. [ am struck by what they i~ §

are doing. I can’t imagine they have much responsibility for those Army

nominations for Senate confirmation.
I can’t imagine why we have 200 3- and 4-star officer visits to the Hill every year.

[ would think, with respect to the 35,000 written inquiries from Congress—that is
an enormous number per member—we should be developing form letters to

handle lots of that stuff.
[ can’t imagine why they have to go on 519 trips with Members and staff.

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

almost all uniformed personnel. [ think that is nuts,

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

Thanks.

Attach, N
Undated Army Congressional Liaison ~by

DUR.dh >

051402-1 ﬁ

Tt
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Please respond by nefn e e

Ul7334 02
11-L-0559/0SD/12640



/

. .
»»»» s T
- . ¥
[, Y :
" )

57 civt
5 .,

Army Congressional Liaison

C APIToL Lyl

g
Pentago House Senate Total
Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ
OFFCE2- . ™
N A / i >
Liaison 22/9 3 4/0 ~ o 0 2/0 . 0 31
EI{A(5T@
Support 4/3 45 0/1 3 0/1 3 60
FM(Bu" 510, S [ g
Ttk
Total 31/3 51 4/1 3 2/1 3 99
85 11-L-0550/0SDH 264 —— &~
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Office Chief Legislative Liaison |

I

. Secretary Chief of Staff
Assistant Secretary
of the Army, of the Army of the Army
Financial Management
& Comptroller
Chief, Legislative Liaison
Congressional |-
Budget Liaison Deputy Chief

MG Joe Foveor.

BE Tom Lrvsay

Congressional Inquiry

Strategy and Integration

Congressional Operations

Programs

Investigations and Legislative

House Liaison

Senate Liaison

Executive Services

Congressional Activities |

e Persuasive In Peace, Invincible in War

11-L-0559/0

SD/12642



s LR

OSD Definitions:

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

Activities.

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

N\

Persuasive in Peace, Invincible in War

11-L-0559/05D/12643
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Snapshot of Support to 2nd Session, 106th Congress
> W|th Members and staff
"+ 170 Congressional Hearings, including 45 high-level

hearings which required prepared witnesses
e Over 35,000 written inquiries from Congress, including
700 for senior leader signatures
k, 200 Army nominations for Senate confirmation
(V’ * 200 3 - and 4 - star General Officer visits to the Hill

We respond to many Congressional concerns.
Some examples...

e Corps of Engineers
 Western Hemisphere Institute for Security Cooperation

* Transformation

Persuasive In Peace, Invincible in War 13
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May 13,2002 6:55PM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld m ~
. AR
SUBJECT: Rendon X
Who should we have take a look at this Rendon contract?
Thanks.
Attach.
05/13/02 Early Bird
DHR:dh
051302-55
Please respond by S ! 3 / 0L
5/ 3
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vance on Baghdad. Now, at
least on paper, it was trying to
topple Saddam. "The Agency
wanted to clean their hands of
the whole mess," says one ex-
intelligence official, "so they
gave it to Rendon."

From his office in Wash-
ington, Rendon became the de
facto leader of the Iragi
opposition. He ran radio
networks that broadcast into
Iraq, creating an entire playlist
of antj-Saddam programming.
He produced leaflets, comic
books, and other material
skewering the dictator. And he
didn't just produce material for
Iragi consumption. An "atroc-
ity exhibition” of photojourna-
lism traveled across Europe,
rebutting sanctions critics like
Finnish President Martti Ahti-
saari. From Rendon's offices in
centrat London, reporters
could instantly receive stock
footage of petrolenm-covered
birds, burning fields, and other
Iraqi atrocities against Kuwait,

But the CIA had also as-
signed Rendon a far more deli-
cate task: to help organize, ad-
vise, and stage-manage the
Iraqi opposition. After the Gulf
war, there weren't many avail-
able anti-Saddam vehicles.
Under pressure from Congress,
the CIA seized on well-
connected, smooth-talking
London businessman Ahmad
Chalabi and tried to help him
unite Shia and Sunnis, Kurds
and Arabs, exiles and dissi-
dents, into a popular front
called the Iragi National Con-
gress (INC), Rendon wasn't
exactly the brains of the opera-
tion--Chalabi ran the group--
but he was the man whispering
in Chalabi's ear. "The INC was
clueless. They needed a lot of
help and didn't know where to
start. That is why Rendon was
brought in,” says Thomas
Twetten, the CIA's former
deputy director of operations.
Rendon helped Chalabi choose
the group's English name, and
he organized an INC confer-
ence in Vienna. When INC
representatives came to Wash-
ington in July 1992 to meet
with Brent Scowcroft and
James Baker, Rendon advised
them on what to say and how
to say it. He even assigned
them one of the field opera-
tives from Walter Mondale's
1984 opresidential bid. "The
whole mindset is that you're

involved in a campaign," says
an ex-Rendon employee.
"You've got all the trappings
and a similar apparatus.”
Rendon's trappings and
apparatus cost money. Indeed,
throughout his career, he's
been dogged by complaints of
profligate spending--even
charged with being the pur.
equivalent of the Pentagon's
5400 toilet seat. In 1995 CIA
accountants demanded an audit
of his work. As ABC reported
in 1998, Rendon's own records
show he spent more than $23
million in the first year of his
contract to work with the INC,
Several of his operatives in
London eammed more than the
director of Central Inteli-
gence—-about  $19,000 per
month. Rendon shot across the
Atlantic on the Concorde,
while his subordinates flew on
open business-class tickets.
According to one of those sub-
ordinates, "There was no in-
centive for Rendon to hold
down costs." While the
Agency's inspector general
found no fraud, he was out-
raged at what he deemed Ren-
don's exploitation of his open-
ended contract. Take the
videotapes that Rendon sent to
media around the world: Be-
cause Rendon didn't have pro-
duction capability in his office,
he farmed out the work. And
under his contract, he collected
a 10 percent management fee
for each subcontractor he
hired. In the course of making
the video he also received 10
percent of the cost of buying
the tapes, hiring a camera
crew, and renting an editing
suite, On top of that pure
profit, he billed for his own
operatives who put the tape to-/
gether. Finally, he sold the fin
ished tape to the government }it
a rate of $5,000 per minute, ;
And the complaints had/as
much to do with the quality/ of
Rendon's work as the cost. Ac-
cording to CIA agents who
worked with Rendon on ithe
INC, his Langley bosses sim-
ply didn't monitor his wdrk.
"They were broadcasting into
Irag," says one, "but there was
no due diligence. Only the Is-
raelis were listening." If the
Americans had paid attention,\
they would have discovered a
distinctly mediocre product.
"The scripts were put together
by twenty-three-year-olds with

connections to the Democratic
National Committee,” says the
ex-Rendon employee. "They
didn't have any experience, let
alone in Iraq. And they had
every incentive to chumn these
things out. They were getting
paid somewhere  between
twenty-five and fifty dollars
per script. They were rewritten
Reuters feeds." Or as the CIA
official put it, "Very poor qual-
ity. They talked about gassing
of the Kurds--but most Iraqis
supported that. There were all
these ineffectual insults. It was
like, 'Saddam has a funny mus-
tache.” Moreover, according
t0 the ex-Rendon employee,
when the scripts were recorded
m Arabic in a Boston studio,
Rendon's announcers spoke
with Egyptian and Jordanian
accents that weren't entirely
comprehensible to an Iraqgi au-
dience,

And Rendon, who doesn't
speak Arabic, displayed his
cultural naiveté in other ways
as well. A CIA operative de-
scribes Rendon's work with a
“radical Shia group--suicide-
bomber types--who wanted to
have a conference. The guys
are in robes and beards. [Ren-
don] sent a thirty-one-year-old
woman with a dress up to her
ass who said 'I'm here to plan."
A comedy of cross-cultural
misunderstandings ensued.
"They felt insulted by her sheer
ignorance,” says the agent.
While The Rendon Group
planned -the “conference for a
[ otel in “Germany,
they hadn't considered'the dif-
tes the radicals ‘would
hate obtaining visas. In&he
nd, the conference never
came off. N,
Gradually, the complainty

year of Rendon's contract, the

counterterrorisim, Wayne
Downing. Rendon has also
grown close to Karl Rove,
even briefing the NSC and
White House communications
office at his behest, "He's de-
veloped a niche,” says his
friend and international politi-
cal consultant Joel McCleary,
"Nobody else does what he
does. Nobody else has mas-
tered the complexities of gov-
ernment contracting or knows
the people with power. He's all
alone."

Rendon won't talk about
his work. In an e-mail, he told
me, "In order to honor our
commitments to our clients, |
am not able, at this time, to
discuss in any detail the work
performed for them by [The
Rendon Group]. Suffice it to
say, we are a support function
to the decision-makers in the
Bush Administration and the
implementors/warriors at the
Department of Defense." He
can admit this much because it
is public record. The New
York Times made Rendon's
current Pentagon contract pub-
lic on February 19. But the ar-
ticle's real scoop was the dis-
covery of what was, briefly,
the chief alternative to Ren-
don's propaganda operation:
the Pentagon's Orwellian-
sounding Office of Strategic
Influence (OSI). According to
the Times, OS] was to be the
center of a disinformation
campaign. A senior official
told the paper, "When I get
their briefings, it's scary.” In
the days following the story,
Secretary of Defense Donald
Rumsfeld repeatedly denied
that any disinformation opera-
tion actually existed. But he
couldn't persuade a skeptical

the Times article, the bad pub-

took their toll. After the ﬁrst\\ press corps. Within a week of

ClA depended on him less and
less. By 1995 a new team in
charge of the CIA's Iraqi Op-

 licity had became too much for

ithe Defense Department to

ibear. On February 26 Rums-

erations Group had severed the / feld announced that the "office

Agency's relationship  wit
Rendon altogether. But Rep-
don simply refocused on
Pentagon--winning cortract in
the mid-'90s to help spin the
Balkan wars. He is, afier all,
nothing if not superbly net-
worked. When Flohr Aeft the
ClA, for example, she took a

‘job with The Rendon Group.
w the National
Secur] ci] (NSC), where

she's deputy to the head of

11-L-0559/0SD/12646

has clearly been so damaged
that it is pretty clear to me that
it could not function effec-
tively. So it is being closed
down."

The irony is that the OSI
really wasn't planning any dis-
information campaign. Even
before the Times story broke,
the Pentagon's general counsel,
William Haynes, had begun a
standard review of the office’s
work. And as the controversy
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May 13,2002 6:53 PM

TO: VADM Giambastiani
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /QT\

SUBJECT: Harlan Ullman

What do you propose I do with this Harlan Ullman letter?
Thanks.

Attach.
05/13/02 Harlan Ullman Itr to SecDef

DHR:dh
051302-54
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Please respond by S ( LY / Jv
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pollinization." Every student would be required to take an academic course
each year that provided the operational and academic preparation for such an
exercise in keeping with the role and assignment for that student. The
exercise would also be graded as further incentive/discipline. And there
would be no shortage of retired admirals and generals quite happy to
patticipate throughout the year as mentors, advisors and possibly as senjor
commanders during the battle exercise. That exercise should be as
demanding and realistic as possible with a hint of danger and round the clock
events to test endurance as well as intellect.

Similar programs could be constructed for OCS and ROTC. Ed has some
excellent ideas ahout doing the same for enlisted training at boot camps. But
the objective is to inculcate {or at least expose) entry—level officers and
enlisted with the need for and inberent difficulty in learning to think
innovatively. So, with this introduction, perhaps by the time these officers go
on to junior and senior war colleges, the foundations for greater innovation
will have been put in place.

I leave the rest to you.

Best Wishes,

mlh""""

11-L-0559/@SD/12649
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May 13,2002 6:41 PM

TO: Paul Wolfowitz

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?

LEE

SUBJECT: Including Military

You do have to include the military in a lot of meetings. Please think carefully if

you are excluding them.

Thanks.

R dh
NS1302-50

Please respond by

Ul7338 02 </
11-L-0559/0SD/12650 :
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TO: VADM Giambastiani 7

/
FROM: Donald Rumsfe]d@/f\ //

SUBJECT: Paladin

2L

I want to know precisely when the Paladin was taken off the web site, by whom

and for what purpose.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
05130248

Please respond by __ 05 / 1y { a2

5/

Ul7339 02
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TO: VADM Giambastiani

FROM: Donald Rums feld/%

SUBJECT: Capability Piece

Please make sure you get me that capability piece on the Crusader and double-

check when it was validated, if it is in fact 27 October 1994, or if there has been

something subsequently.

Thanks.

oL

DHR.dh
051302-46

Please respond by 05 [17 / J2—

Wiy ¢y

Ul7z40 02
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May 13,2002 6:18 PM
TO: VADM Giambastiani
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld {){\
SUBJECT: JROC Approvals
Let’s nail down whether there were any JROC approvals after October 1994, If &\\
there weren’t, [ need to know that so [ can use 1t in the heanng. ‘R
Thanks.
NHR:dh
051302-45
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May 13,2002 6:23 PM

TO: VADM Giambastiani

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld/{?/\

SUBJECT: Capability Piece

Please make sure you get me that capability piece on the Crusader and double-
check when it was validated, if it is in fact 27 October 1994, or if there has been

something subsequently.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051302-46

Please respond by 0% (17 / 02—

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE ARMY STAFF

14 May 2002/}’@’/’4

TO: VADM Giambastiani,

Sir,

LTG Byrnes asked me to forward the below
information reference the Crusader.

Response to Question 1: Yes, the Crusader
was reviewed and validated by the JROC on 27 Oct
94. There have been no other reviews or v _
validations by JROC; however, there have been two -a /a &m«v
other types of reviews: the Crusader Report to

Congress, Feb 99; and a Congresslonally Directed @@ M
ﬁw&immmmm_

Response to Question 2: Milestone 1 (now
referred to as Milestone A) was completed with the ¢

JROC validation in Oct 94. Milestone B is due in v / 2

Apr 03.

COL Johnson \

XO. DAS 11-L-0559/0SD/12654



THE JOINT STAFF
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-7000

' JROCM 076-94
OINT REQUIREMENTS
)VERSIGHT COUNCIL 19 November 1994

1

MEMORANDUM FOR THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (ACQUISITION éf/’LFOLGl'gFM

AND TECHNOLOGY) L
5(43 PLY

Subject: Advanced Field Artillery System (AFAS)/Future
Armored Resupply Vehicle (FARV). VE “’\CJLC

1. On 27 October 1994, in preparation for a Defense Acquisf?igh ‘
Board Milestone I, the Joint Requirements Oversight Council

{(JROC) reviewed and validated the enclosed key performance
parameters for the AFAS and FARV programs. The JROC confirmed
those key performance parameters will provide the operational
capability necessary to satisfy the mission need.

2. The JROC was briefed on the alternatives and
cost-performance trades reflected in the Cost and Operational
Effectiveness Analysis. The Council concurs with the selection
of the AFAS and FARV.

3. The JROC also designated the Chief of Staff of the Army as
the Operational Requirements Documents approval authority.

A\

L (J-U’\_r:::._._..-—

W. A. OWENS
Vice Chairman
of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff
JROC Chairman

R

Enclosure

11-L-0559/0SD/12655



AFAS KEY PERFORMARCE PARAMETERS

PARAMETER ' OBJECTIVE
LETHALITY )
Rate of fire (rounds/min) 12
Maximum range (KM) 50

Missiles

MOBILITY
Cross-country speed (KM/HR) 48
Highway speed (KM/HR) 78

FARV KEY PERFORMANCE PARAMETERS

PARAMETER OBJECTIVE
Resupply

Rearm 60 rounds (min) less than 12
MOBILITY

Cross-country speed (KM/HR) 48

Highway speed {(KM/HR) 78

11-L-0559/05D/12656
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May 13,2002 6:18 PM

TO: Larry D1 Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ’yﬂ

SUBJECT: Crusaders

Please find out apples-to-apples on whether or not it is true that it takes 67 C-17s

to get 18 Crusader tubes into the area.

Make sure you get those folks to get back to me with the exact timelines, so that

when [ talk about it, | can be absolutcly accurate.

Thanks.

DLIR:dh
151302-43

Please respond by 0 rfl () j =

Ul7z42 02
11-L-0559/0SD/12657
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TO: Paul Wolfowitz
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /Q\

SUBJECT: Anecdotes

You keep talking about that Eisenhower anecdote.
You talk about the cruise missile, the GPS, and JDAM anecdotes.
Let’s get those in writing for me by tomorrow.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
05130240

Please respond by {)'Sf Y / gt
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MEMO TO: Secretary of Defense DATE: May 14, 2002
FROM: Paul Wolfowitfw

SUBJECT: Anecdotes

Don,

In a snowflake dated 13 May, you asked me to provide some anecdotes on
capabilities we have introduced in the past despite stiff resistance from the
Services.

Attached are five anecdotes you may find useful:
Tab 1 is a story about how Eisenhower’s career was almost ended because he
wrote articles promoting armored warfare at a time when the Army was dominated

by infantrymen.

Tab 2 is my recollection of the Navy’s early reluctance to accept the Tomahawk
cruise missile program.

Tab 3 is an anecdote from Tony Tether, the director of DARPA, about both Air
Force and Army resistance to GPS innovations.

Tab 4 is about the Air Force’s reluctance to produce the JDAM.
Tab 5 explains how the Air Force did not acquire precision munitions, especially

laser-guided bombs, in great numbers until after Desert Storm, despite the success
it had with early models in Vietnam.
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Introduction of Armor Warfare

Eisenhower and the Army

This is General Eisenhower's version of how ideas were suppressed and innovative
personalities repressed in the old Army (taken from A¢ Ease: Stories I tell my
Friends). In the early 1920s, Dwight Eisenhower began writing articles on
armored warfare's future for the military journals. Then he was called before the
Chief of Infantry.

"I was told that my ideas were not only wrong but dangerous and that
henceforth I would keep them to myself. Particularly I was not to publish
anything incompatible with solid infantry doctrine. If I did, I would be hauled
before a court-martial.” p.173

In 1924, Eisenhower applied to go to the Infantry School at Fort Benning, which
was appropriate for his rank and a stepping stone to Fort Leavenworth and the
Command and General Staff School. It was vital for his future advancement, but
the Chief of Infantry refused to send him.

"I went to see the Chief of Infantry. I asked whether the orders could be
changed, and whether I could be sent to school. I should have known better; he
refused even to listen t0 my arguments...

"A strange telegram arrived. It was from Fox Conner [Pershing's chief of staff
in World War I and a senior General who mentored both Marshall and
Eisenhower], serving as Deputy Chief of Staff to General Hines. General
Conner knew of my disappointment...the telegram was cryptic in the extreme.

"NO MATTER WHAT ORDERS YOU RECIEVE FROM THE WAR
DEPARTMENT, MAKE NO PROTEST. ACCEPT THEM WITHOUT
QUESTION. SIGNED CONNER [all caps in the original]

"...For several days I was in a quandary until orders arrived. Normally, they
would have been so difficult to accept that it was well I had advance warning.
The orders detailed me to recruiting duty in the state of Colorado!

"They relieved me from duty with the Infantry. To be assigned to the
recruiting service, in those days, unless it was to meet an immediate and
temporary personal requirement of an officer, was felt by most of us to be a
rebuke a little less devastating than a reprimand.
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"...After my gloomy interview with the Chief of Infantry, I had reached the
somber conclusion that he and I did not see eye to eye on my place in the
military service. ...I learned that the Chief of Infantry had been circumvented,
not converted, to enthusiasm.

"A letter arrived from General Conner. He said that because Benning was
under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Chief of Infantry, it was impossible for
an infantry officer to go there except with the Chief's approval. Instead,
General Conner had arranged for my transfer on a temporary basis to the
Adjutant General’s office--which was in charge of recruiting. I had never
thought of so drastic a measure. Had anyone else suggested to me that I desert
an arm for a service [ would have been outraged. Now it had been done
without consultation. But with my solid belief in Fox Conner I kept my temper.

"Under his novel arrangement, a final order came to me which said that I had
been selected by the Adjutant General as one of his quota of officers to go to
the Command and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth." pp. 199-200

Eisenhower went on to note that because of this support he entered Leavenworth
years before he otherwise would have. Conner changed his career decisively.
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Introduction of the Tomahawk Cruise Missile

Tomahawk and the Navy

The Tomahawk cruise missile was originally pressed on the Navy by Henry
Kissinger as a way to get additional nuclear delivery systems. But in the early
1970s, a group of civilians, including Albert Wohlstetter and a number of
people from DARPA, begin pointing out that the extraordinary accuracy
achievable with Tomahawk would make it possible to use conventional
warheads with Tomahawk in many applications,

However, the Navy took a long time coming around to accepting that idea.
During the 1976 arms control negotiations with the Soviet Union, Henry
Kissinger was eager to give up the sea-launched cruise missile in order to reach
a deal with the Soviets. The Navy was more than willing to oblige since they
considered cruise missiles an inconvenient consumer of valuable submarine
space, which they preferred to devote to torpedoes.

It was only through the intervention of the then-Secretary of Defense, someone
named Donald Rumsfeld, that Kissinger was prevented from doing a deal with
the Soviets that would have made all naval cruise missiles over 600 kilometers
illegal. Today, the Navy has adopted the cruise missile and it is an integral
part of their whole operational doctrine.

It is not surprising that military operators view promised precision with a
certain skepticism. It’s not a matter of wanting belt and suspenders; it’s a
matter of not wanting to take off your belt when somebody is offering you
suspenders that you’re not sure will work. Until you can really believe that
this kind of accuracy is deliverable, at least it’s comforting to have something
that can at least fire at a target. However, it’s a lot better to have something
that can actually hit the target. The difference is truly revolutionary.
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Introduction of the Global Positioning System

GPS and the Air Force

In the late 1970s, there was great difficulty getting the Air Force to keep GPS
in its budget. Each year, it would avoid programming for it and OSD would
have to add it back in.

The Air Force did not believe it had any real value for it; rather, it would be of
benefit only for the Army to help ground forces navigate. They believed that
the Army should fund it.

Of course the situation today is different. The Air Force has not only come to
accept GPS, but has embraced it and recognizes, as do all the Services, the
enormous advantages of GPS for conducting precision strikes.

GPS and the Army

The early GPS-receiver was the Army’s “manpack” — literally a man-portable
backpack-sized device that only had a single receiving channel for the GPS
signal. Having only one channel meant that it took several minutes to establish
a signal and determine location, while the enormous size of the system made 1t
difficult to use in tactical environments.

DARPA sought to reduce the size of the system and make it multi-channel,
which meant it could determine location instantaneously. An engineer came to
the program manager and said he thought that using gallium arsenide
integrated circuits he could reduce the size of a multi-channel receiver to fit in
a carton of cigarettes.

The program manager, doubting his ability to do so, pulled out a pack of
Marlboro cigarettes and said “you mean like this?” The engineer frowned and
said “no, it’s more like a pack of Virginia Slims.”

DARPA succeeded in producing a Virginia Slims-size multi-channel GPS
receiver. But the Army didn’t want the system because it would interfere with
the development of its “manpack.” So DARPA went to the Navy, which took
over the small GPS receiver program. That program was very successful. It
led to the standard GPS receiver that is in all US military systems today.

The “manpack,” thankfully, is in a military museum somewhere.
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Introduction of the Joint Direct Attack Munition (JDAM)

JDAM and the Air Force

= By the early 1990s, the precision revolution was becoming clear. Weapons
designers were considering a range of new applications for precision guidance.

»  One application they considered involved transforming a “dumb” bomb with a
GPS-tail kit that would attach and turn the bomb into a precision-guided
weapon.

» These kits would be inexpensive (less than $25,000 per kit). They would
utilize existing munitions. And they could destroy targets with pinpoint
accuracy day or night and in all weather conditions.

» But the contractors proposing the JDAM concept made a political mistake.
They propased that the JDAM munitions should be delivered by the B-2, the
controversial and expensive stealth bomber.

= The Air Force was concerned that if the JDAM were introduced, it would
greatly increase the conventional warfighting potential of the B-2 - a program
that was not very popular inside the Pentagon.

v Because the Air Force was reluctant to give the B-2 greater conventional
capabilities, it was in no hurry to see the JDAM fielded.

» However, the JDAM program survived — in part thanks to the efforts of many
in the Congress — and JDAM, delivered by B-2s in the Kosovo war and by a
wider range of aircraft in Operation Enduring Freedom, has been validated as
one of the most revolutionary and cost-effective munitions in the US arsenal.
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The Introduction of Laser-Guided Bombs

Laser-Guided Bombs and the Air Force

The Air Force did not rush to embrace precision weapons during the period
between Vietnam and the Gulf War, especially laser-guided bombs (LGBs),
which were one of the real stars in the Gulf War.

From the end of the Vietnam War until the Gulf War, there was a reluctance
within the tactical fighter community to substitute technology for the manual
bombing skills of individual pilots.

From 1968 to 1972, the Air Force dropped over 28,000 LGBs in Southeast
Asia. In the last year of active operations in Vietnam, the laser bombers
achieved a reported 50% hit rate, and Air Force strike packages against North
Vietnam during Linebacker I were built increasingly around laser bombers.

Despite this operational improvement, the Air Force largely turned its back on
LGBs throughout the 1970s and during most of the 1980s. The tactical fighter
community in the Air Force was not receptive to the potential of LGBs. It saw
little relevance of LGBs to a conflict in the European theater.

However, during Desert Storm, the limited number of LGBs in the Air Force’s
arsenal proved their worth.

LGBs dropped by F-117s, F-111Fs and F-15Es tracked on and hit the aim-
points illuminated with laser designators about 85% of the time (although not
all these weapons achieved the desired target damage despite their reliability
and accuracy). The U.S. dropped about 9,340 LGBs in 1991, and these
weapons accounted for the bulk of the damage inflicted on the Black Hole's
"strategic” target categories. Still, precision-guided munitions accounted for
only a small fraction of the total munitions expended in the war (<10%).

After the Gulf War the Air Force abandoned its previous notion of smart jets
with dumb bombs. Precision munitions became a priority.

The F-16's automated bombing system was the poster child for the previous
notion. But following Desert Storm, the Air Force moved swiftly to begin
buying navigation and targeting pods for most of its F-16 and F-15E aircraft.

While the Air Force came to embrace precision, rapid procurement of precision

munitions was delayed nearly two decades after the early successes of LGBs in
Vietnam,
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Snowflake

May 13,2002 4:49 PM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (Y)'\

SUBJECT: Korea

When I go to Korea, I have to introduce the plans we have for an alternative, -
namely to “swiftly defeat,” as opposed to a “win decisively,” so they know the

alternative,

Thanks.

DHR:dh
051302-37

Please respondby O % [31/02
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SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

ocT 23 2R

Mr. Jalal Talabani
Secretary General
Patriotic Union of Kurdistan
Sulaimantiya, Iraq

Ovd L

Dear Mr, Secretary General:

Thank you for your letter expressing the views of the Patriotic Union of
Kurdistan. I appreciate your courage and commitment to a free Iraq.

We are well aware of the threat Saddam’s forces pose to the people living in

northern Iraqg. We plan to continue working with opposition leaders to prepare for the
likely contingencies.

We are looking into the matters you raised and will remain in contact through
the appropriate United States Government channels.

Sincerely,

CoiLro R

N
W U17347 /02
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Patriotic Union of Kurdistan

Secretary General
The Honorable Donald Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
The Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Auvgust 19, 2002

Dear Mr. Secretary:

1t was an honor for me to meet with your Excellency in the White House last week. I was heartened to
learn of your attention to the intricacies of the Iraq issue, and your commitment to the vision of a
demacratic fraq.

The institutions of self-gavernment in the Kurdistan Region, free Iraq, can be a catalyst for wider
democratization of the whole of the country. Our model proves that Iraq can be different, and Iraq need
not be governed by tyranny. We also undersiand fully that our interest lies in close parmership with the
United States. Furthermaore, this is a part of the Islamic Middle East in which U.S. support is widely
appreciated and acknowledged. Therefore, it is only Jogical 10 predict that Saddam Hussein identifies
Iraqi Kurdistan as a priority target in his effort 1o neutralize plans aimed the removal of his regime.

[ am confident that the United States is fully aware of our vulnerabilities in the face of possible onslaught
by Saddam’s army or WMDs. Given the seriousness of the present situation, it is urgent that the United
States Government publicly states a robust commitment to defend the territory and people of Iraqgi
Kurdistan.

In particular there is need to train out military personnel to assist in supporting possible US Air Force
combat missions that will be necessary to repel Iraqi aggression. Mobile Training Teams should be
dispatched to our territory to arrange for this as a matter of urgency. This will be seen as a serious
deterrence to Baghdad aggressive intentions.

Further, we are seriously concemned about the use of chemical and biciogical weapons against our people.
It is imperative that our friends in the United States make available 1o us mobile clinics, means of
protection and antidotes to deal with this serious possibility.

The PUK is a partner with the United States in this noble endeavor to bring about a democratic Irag—we
look forward to working ciosely with you and your colleagues for our common interest in democracy and
stability in the Middle East.

Sincerely,

>

-

Jalal Talabani
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Snowflake

August 20,2002 6:16 PM

TO: VADM Giambastiam
Col. Bucci

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBJECT: Letter from PUK Secretary General

Please make sure someone answers this letter from Talabani, and 1 want to see the

words before it goes out.

Thanks.
Attach.
08/19/02 Jalal Talabani (Secretary General, PUK) Itr to SecDef
DHR:dh % 1 0
082002-22

Please respond by Gloefov
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16:29 AM
TO: Doug Feith
J.D. Crouch
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W
DATE: June 8, 2002
SUBJECT:

Make sure you follow up with Geoffrey Hoon of the UK on the subject of the —
technical issues on Galileo so he and his people understand what the problem is. 7(
He can then be helpful.

Thanks.

DHR/am
ns0802.17

< 1«8 OQ

Please respona «, _
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October 1, 2002 7:27 AM C

TO: Gen. Myers

CC: Paul Wolfowitz
Steve Cambone

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld "7/ f1-

SUBJECT: Special Operations Command

7%
S
I am increasingly of the opinion that SOC ought not to be both a resourcer.and an N
operator. 1 know that is what Congress provided, but I think it possibly is S
mherently contradictory, and we may want to change it. ;
Thanks.
DHR:dh
100102-9
o /= / )
/ga/wﬂ( d//é("/‘f*/
Larry Di Rite
T—
!/'\.
kY
A
N

U17360 /02
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October 1, 2002 4:07 PM

TO: LTG Craddock

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ([}]

SUBJECT: Problems with Gear QU
-
Please find out what this article on problems with soldiers’ gear is about. -
o
Thanks. <
Attach.

Bloomberg News, “Problems Cited in Soldiers’ Gear,” New York Times, October 1, 2002.

DHR:dh
100102-56

13/22

vawdﬁé‘é/

Please respond by ___{°] i [o2-

Larry Di Rile
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TO:

CC:

FROM:

October 22,2002 3:27 PM

Governor Ridge

Honorable Andrew H. Card, Jr.
Honorable Paul Wolfowitz

Donald Rumsfeld "D P |

SUBJECT: Public Information

Attached is a thoughtful suggestion from Chris Williams, a member of the

Defense Policy Board and a very smart man, It is worth your consideration.

Attach.

10/16/02 Williams letter to SecDef

DHR:dh
102202-9
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Snowflake

June 4,2002 7:59 AM

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld/Q,‘\ Ty
S

SUBJECT: High Commissioner ';“"
‘!- ¢

Do we need a high commissioner for Afghanistan? t’j}_
>

Thanks. L

DHR:dh T N

060402-7 o AN

Please respond by / /
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Snowflake

June 4,2002 8:05 AM

TO: Newt Gingrich
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /\]\

SUBJECT: Response

I checked on the Harrier question. | am satisfied it was there and usable and not

what you suggested.

With respect to the refugee camps as a recruiting area, I thought it was a good
idea. I am told that the folks that have tried it haven’t had good luck.

Thanks—keep it coming.

Regards.

(LSTORA P

Attach.
11/09/01 Gingrich e-mail to SecDef

DHR:dh
060402-9
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ShevisRe

June 4,2002 11:35 AM

TO: Steve Cambone
CC: Powell Moore
Larry D1 Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Pﬁ\

SUBJECT: DPG and Congress

Please make sure you keep a darn good record of everything we offer the Congress

on the DPG items, so that we track it.

I would like a record of how forthcoming we were and the fact that no one

responded and asked to be briefed—on the studies, for example. We should make

sure we do it for the House and the Senate.

Thanks.,

DHR:dh
060402-17

Please respond by __ Ob {28 1oz
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2:22 AM
TO: Doug Feith ’

CC: Gen. Myers
FROM:  Donald ansfeldqﬂ,,
DATE: June 7, 2002

SUBJECT: National Security

We need to get a memo out to the national security community about the risk of
cruise missiles. 1 am very concerned about it. Let’s get a thoughtful piece
developed between you and the joint staff and see if we can’t get something out in
the next 48 hours.
They are widely spread around the world, they are versatile, and can be {aunched
from land, sea or air. They are versatile in the sense their warheads can be
conventional, biological, chemical or nuclear and radiation; they can loiter. There
is substantial risk here.
Thanks.
DHR/azn
06072.03
Please respond by: G !"l 02
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Snowflake

10:36 AM
TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfeldw

DATE: June 8, 2002

SUBJECT: Ivanov Visit in September

Ivanov said that Powell and Sergey Ivanov and Rumsfeld could meet in

Washington some time between 9/10 and 9/14 to fulfill the statement in the
political declaration.

wiss :\y

Get the statement in the political declaration so I can read it and then let’s get the
meeting set up so our calendars are set and no one is out of town.

We don’t have an agenda. We need to work that out between now and September.

Sergey Ivanov prefers a narrower circle as do I. The topic probably should be the
implementation of the treaty.

Thanks,

DHR/2m
060802.18

Please respond by: G‘at‘o&,
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10:42 AM
TQ:! Doug Feith O { 09

ROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ’7\\ %\@,

" DATE:  June8,2002

Snowflake

SUBJECT: MoD Norway

The Minister of Defense of Norway suggested that NATO be used somewhet fo

consultation for Homeland Security and Defense issues. 1thinkitisnotab 7
idea. We might want to think about how we would do that. %‘

£

/
DHR/am
06080220 /
Please respond by: b Ll \l o2 /
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10:50 AM

TO: Doug Feith

FROM:  Donaid Rumsfeid SR

DATE: June 8, 2002

SUBJECT:

Countries that seem to be leaning forward and friendly to the US on issues that we NS
ought to keep working are Portugal, Norway, UK, Poland, Italy and Denmark. i?
Thanks.

DHR/azn

060802.24
Please respond by: ‘
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Snowflake

TO: Admiral Giambastiani

. FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld \7{\

DATE: June 8, 2002

SUBJECT:

11:10 AM
s

/

The NAC is coming to Washington DC on June 19 -21. Apparently I am
supposed to see him briefly. Condi is spending an hour with hém. Others are
spending more time than that. [ think I ought to spend more time with Kim and
really give them a meal; a breakfast, or a lunch or a reception and give them a lot
of chance to ask questions and answer them. Maybe schedule 70 to 90 minutes.

Thanks.

DHR/em
06080228

Please respond by:

Yoo
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Snowflake

TO: Admiral Giambastiani &
N
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld (5)6\.

DATE: June 8, 2002
SUBJECT:

@ How many cables are we behind in terms of ail the bi-laterals and the NATO

meetings?

Have we gotten the Ivanov cable out? I am worried about their concerns about
Georgia and what they might do. Here’s a report that says the Russian military is @

repositioning their forces.

Thanks.
I
DHR/ N
060802.31 i(‘%
| X
Please respond by: 6|8 |oa
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0943, 9 June 2002

NATO/Middle East Trip
5-13 June ‘02
A. First half pf POTUS Lener (QE—be(“_l T= N fec Q’/,QESDS)
_____ Sccond half of POTUS Letter
B. CABLES
LONDON

_done_ 1. Meeting w/PM Blair
_done_ 2. Luncheon w/MoD Hoon

NATO

_done_ 1. Sceretary General Rabertson
_done_ 2. Defense Planning Committec
_done_ 3. Nuclear Planning Group
_done_ 4. NAC-D meeting
_done_ 5. NAC-D Balkans

done_ 6. NAC-D Luncheon
~done 7. Russian Bi-lat
_done_ 8. French Bi-lat
_done_9. NATO-Russia Council
_done_ 10. Ukrainc Bi-lat
_done_ 1. V-10 multi-lateral meeting
_done [ 2. Kazakhstan Bi-lat
_done_ 3. Euro-Atlantic Partnership Committee
_done_ 4. Canadian Bi-lat

ESTONIA
_done_ 1. Nordic-Baltic Ministerial
_done_ 2. Danish Bi-lat
‘done_ 3. Estonian Bi-lat

KUWAIT

1. 1” Deputy Prime Minister & Foreign Minister Bi-lat
2. MinDef Bi-lat

3. Amir Bi-lat

___ Bahrain
__ Qatar
___ Pakistan
___ India
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11:51 AM 1 €€
TO: Admiral Giambastiani -~ /.,6
e \}3

FROM: Donald Rumsteld a / )/g, \o'”

7 ¢ \v\

3
DATE:  June 10. 2002 Cat
SUBJECT:

I need to get briefed on the pay raises.  Give me a little piece of paper that shows

me that they have gotten one raise at X" percent. with so much targeted and the :g‘
President has proposed a second one ot it"s percent with so much targeted.
Thanks.
DR am
A 102 07
6 (l g l oo
Please respond by:
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June 10, 2002

INFORMATION PAPER

SUBJECT: Military Pay Raises for 2002 and 2003

2002:

The January 1, 2002 military pay raise, passed by Congress and signed into law by
the President on Decemnber 28, 2001, was targeted as per the Department’s proposal
and the President’s Budget.

All officers got a minimum raise of 5%.

All enlisted members got a minimum raise of 6%.

Raises of up to 10% were targeted to mid-grade officers and NCOs (see Tab A).
The average raise was 6.9%.

This represented the President’s promised additional $1B.

¢ Above the “by law" raise of Employment Cost Index ECI+1/2% or 4.6%.

¢ The law calls for military raises of the (ECI)+1/2% through 2006.

2003:

The January 1, 2003 pay raise is pending passage of the FY2003 National Defense
Authorization Act (NDAA). The Department’s Omnibus Bill and the President’s
Budget again propose a targeted raise.

All members would get a minim i % (ECI+1/2%}).

An additional $300M would be targeted to mid-grade officers and NCOs, with raises
of up 6.5% (see Tab B).

The average raise would be 4.7%.

As of June 10, 2002, the House passed its version of the NDAA and the Senate
Armed Services Committee (SASC) marked their version. Both contain the targeted
raise as proposed by the Department and included in the President’s Budget.

Tab A - Table of 2002 Raises — showing specific targeting

Tab B - Table of 2003 Targeted Raises - proposed percentages above the 4.1% across-

the-board raises (e.g. 2.4% above 4.1% is a proposed raise of 6.5%)
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MONTHLY BASIC PAYTABLE .

PERCENTAGE INCREASES
EFFECTIVE 1 JANUARY 2002 - TARGETED PAY TABLE N
YEARS OF SERVICE
PAY
GRADE <2 2 3 4 6 8 10 12 14 18 12 20 2 24 26
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS
010 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% a0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
oY) 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0%
o8 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0%
o7 50% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
0-6 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
05 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
o4 6.5% 6.5% 65% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 8.5% 5.5% 8.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5% 6.5%
o3 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 8.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0%
02 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 50%
o1 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 50% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS WITH OVER 4 YEARS ACTIVE DUYY SERWCE
AS AN ENLISTED MEMBER OR WARRANY OFFICER
03E 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.0% 6.0% 60% 6.0% 6.0% 50% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0%
O-2F 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
O-1€ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0% 50% 5.0% 5.0% 5.0%
WARRANT OFFICERS .
WS 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 7.0% 7.0% 7.0% 7.0%
w4 7.5% 7.5% 75% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 75% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 75% 7.5% 7.5%
wa 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 80% 8.0% 8.0% 3.0% 8.0% 30% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 8.0% 2
W-2 8.5% 6.0% 11.0% 10% 8.5% 85% 8.5% 85% B.5% 8.5% 8.5% 85% 85% 8.5% 8.5% Bl
w-1 15.0% 8.5% 14.0% 85% 8.5% 85% 8.5% 85% 85% 8.5% 85% 8.5% 85% 8.5% 85% ezl
ENUISTED MEMBERS %
¥ 2t
£9 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 9.5% 9.5% 9.5% 95% . B5% 9.5% 9.5% 95%  10.0% g:":f
ES 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% B.0% 9.0% 9.0% 9.0% ¥
E-7 8.5% 85% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% 8.5% as5% Eg;,f
E$ 8.0% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 1.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% e
E-5 132.0% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 75% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% 7.5% A
E4 12.0% 6.6% 6.6% 6.6% 60% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% g.,ﬁ
E3 7.3% 6.0% 6.1% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% %g
E-2 8.0% 6.0% 5.0% 8.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% £
€124 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 5.0% 5.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% 6.0% i
E-1 <4 6.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% niE
EZ
os 5.0% ws 10.0% ?Z
TAB A ?;":
i
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PROPOSED

TARGETED PERCENTAGE INCREASES (¥ 3’9@»/)

X
EFFECTIVE 1 JANUARY 2003

YEARS OF SERVICE
PAY
GRADE <2 2 3 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS
O-10 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
o9 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
o8 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
O-7 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0-¢ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0S5 4.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 24% 4.4% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
04 54% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
03 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0-2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
01 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
COMMISSIONED OFFICERS WITH OVER 4 YEARS ACTIVE DUTY SERVICE
AS AN ENLISTED MEMBER OR WARRANT OFFICER
O 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
O-2€ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
O-1E 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
WARRANT OFFICERS
WS 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
w4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
w3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 1.9% 1.9% 1.9% 0.0%
w2 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
W-{ 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 19% 1.4% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
ENLISTED MEMBERS
E9 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.8% 1.9%
E-8 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 24% 1.9% 1.9%
E-T 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 1.9% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0%
€S 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 1.9% 1.9% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
ES 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 24% 1.9% 1.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
E-4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
E-3 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
€-2 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 0.0%
E-1>4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% ¢0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
E-t<4 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
0.0% WS 2.4%
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JUN.11.2002 1:21PM 90004
SHewRe

TO: Doug Feith

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld pA
DATE: June 10, 2002
SUBJECT:

11:35 AM

295

I am told that on the maritime interception that the US doesn’t get any of the

money for any of our costs and expenses for that activity. We don’t take the ships

and sell them, we don’t take the oil and money and instead we are giving it all to
thc UN. This is goofy! We should be more respectful of the taxpayers’ dollars.
The UN doesn’t deserve that money. It just goes to Iraq anyway. We ought to be

getting paid for what we are doing.
Get back to me with a report on what you recommend.

Thanks.

DHR/azn
06102.09

\oa.
Please respond by: G ‘&l o
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SHEVTERe

TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld {] /

DATE: June 13, 2002

SUBJECT:

NO. 38 P.3

3148 PM

Do we really want to hear the Army Corp of Engineers with respebt to the
September 11" Memorial? They aren’t even part of the Pentagon for all practical

purposes. I would want to think we would want to use something else.

What do you think?

Thanks.

DHR/azn
061302.02

Please respond by:

G 1]

T L

11-L-0559/0SD/12697

y17s21 02

TTs

I < 250 V4



sﬁ?BWWéRe

"y

/- " 5:09 PM
TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld(%\_
DATE: June 13, 2002
SUBJECT:

I am cool with Tom Franks being bothered by going up and just giving briefings to

the House and the Senate. Don't do it.

Thanks.
DHR/azn
061302.15
NN
s W
Please respond by: N

11-L-0559/08D/12608 ~ U17424 02
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TO: [.arry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeldq&\
DATE: June 13, 2002

SUBIJECT:

problem.
Thanks.

IHIR azn
61302 16

Attach: Memorandum from Powell Moore re: June Schedule 5/28//02; Page 2

Please respond by: 1 J |4 \f‘ 2

| 14

11-L-0559/0SD/12699
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LEGISLATIVE
AFFAIRS

&

A8, MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY] OF
Ry

/!

[aReitY

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENS,E,? 8

WASHINGTON, DC 203011300

SUBIJECT: June Schedule

—f":i—l.“"-_: (‘\!:' TL’C

"
LSRN P

May 28, 2002 4:30 PM

i

IS / FROM: Powell A. Moore, Assistant Secretary of Defense (Legislatiye
X,

When Congress returns on June 4, there will be a four week period of
intense legislative activity leading up to the 4™ of July recess. The following are
goals that we will support during this period:

e Completion of the FY02 Supplemental Appropriations Bill. The House
completed action on this legislation at 3:00 a.m. Friday morning, May 24
and it will be in the pending business in the Senate when the Senate returns
on June 4. The Senate is expected to spend most of the week on this bill
leading to a conference with the House.

o Final action by the Senate on the FY2003 Defense Authorization Bill and
the beginning of the conference on this legislation. The House has
completed its action and the Senate Committee has reported its bill. The
legislation is currently pending on the legislative calendar waiting to be
scheduled by the Majority Leader. It will not be taken up before the
Supplemental is completed. We have some work to do on the SASC
version of the bill, especially on Missile Defense and the Crusader
program.

e House action on the FY2003 Defense Appropriations Bill. The Defense
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee is preparing for
markup after a closed hearing with Secretary Aldridge and others on June 5
to consider the Crusader issue. The Subcommittee hopes to get this bill to
the floor before the 4™ of July recess.

e Continue to maintain support for the global war on terrorism.

This schedule is developed with these objectives in mind. & /;

A9 4G /0P

SPL ABSISTANT Di RITA
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Congressional Hearings:

e Senate Foreign Relations Committee — this Committee has requested a joint
appearance by the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense on
Afghanistan. This hearing would have extensive television coverage and
may provide an opportunity to maintain public support for operations in

Afghanistan. @)

e House Armed Services Committee hearing on the Crusader. The Deputy
Secretary may be invited to testify on this issue.

e Arms control agreement with the Russians — A number of committees will

have an interest in this issue and may seek appearances by the Secretary or
the Deputy Secretary.

Classified Briefings on the war for the full House and the full Senate:

e Routine briefings by the Secretary and the Chairman or the Deputy
Secretary and the Vice Chairman of the full Senate in Room S§-407, Capitol
and the full House on the House floor will resume during this period. This
requires a commitment of 3 %z hours on afternoons of Tuesday or
Wednesday each week. Tentatively, we should propose a briefing by the
Deputy Secretary and the Viece Chairman on June 5 and June 19, and an
appearance by the Secyefary and the Chairman on June 12 and June 26. We
plan to encourage Ggneral Franks to participate j of these routine sets
of briefings during the four week period.

Groupg Breakfasts:
e Defense Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee
e Champions for the floor debate on missile defense during Senate
consideration of the Defense Authorization Bill including Senators Kyl,

Cochran, Warner, Sessions, and Allen with the possible inclusions of
Senators Lieberman, Miller, and Ben Nelson.

¢ A collection of House friends like Congressmen Mac Thornberry, Mark
Kirk, Ed Schrock, Chns Cox, Porter Goss and others.

11-L-0559/0SD/12701



One on One Breakfasts, Lunches, Coffees hosted by the Secretary:

0 Representative John Dingell
o Representative Tom DelLay
0 Senator Don Nickles

One on One Breakfasts hosted by the Deputy Secretary:

o Representative John Spratt, Ranking Democrat on the Budget
Commuttee and Senior Democrat on the House Armed Services
Committee

o Representative Norm Dicks, Senior Member of the Defense

Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee

o Representative Jack Murtha, Ranking Democrat on the Defense
Subcommittee of the House Appropriations Committee

Office Calls proposed for the Secretary:

0 Senator Daniel Inouye, Chatrman, Defense Subcommittee of the
Senate Appropriations Committee

) Senator Ted Stevens, Ranking Republican of the Defense
Subcommittee of the Senate Appropriations Committee

Office Calls proposed for the Deputy Secretary:

0 Representative Billy Tauzin, Chairman of the House Committee on
Energy and Commerce

0 Senator Joe Biden, Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee
0 Representative Duncan Hunter, Chairman of the Military Research

and Development Subcommittee, House Armed Services Committee

0 Representative Curt Weldon, Chairman of Military Procurement
Subcommuttee, House Armed Services Committee

) Senator Trent Lott, Republican Leader

()

11-L-0559/0SD/12702



0 Senator Tom Daschle, Majonty Leader
Special Events:

» Breakfast with the Society of Statesmen and the Chowder and Marching
Society on a Wednesday from 0800 — 0900

e The New Democratic Coalition, an organization of 74 Democrats with
socially moderate and fiscally conservative political views on a Tuesday
afternoon at 1600.

11-L-0559/0SD/12703



]

SROWRERe

¥

TO: Jim Haynes

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld W\

SUBJECT: Jose Padilla //

Why is the Justice Department announcing who will and who wen’t do what with

respect to Padilla, since he no longer is with the Justice Depgﬁﬁent?
/

Notwithstanding this article, if the President made a dec}s‘i'bn, he could change the
executive order and try Padilla by a military tribunal. I don’t know why they

9 eff

would be talking anyway.
Please find out, and see if you can calibrate theﬁ.
Thanks.

Attach. :
“Military Tribunal Won’t Try Padilla, Justnce Dept Says” AP

DHR:dh
0614024

JERan L.
Please respond by o*::h:g@»- é 5 f‘
Z’{ 2. BT i
707 -

fAf - /4’7/f
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late sta.

forced to leav.

director, former .

tor general Eleanor i.

start work unti} the first u
members met in closed session. .
week.

She is supposed to direct a 30-
person staff, which is separate from
the staffs of the House and Senate
select intelligence committees. But
she was not on the job while the

Military Tribunal
Won’t Try Padilla, |gES

Furniturg,

Justice Dept. Says

Associated Press

The United States will not bring
American terronist suspect Jose Pa-
dilla before a military tribunal, the
Justice Department told lawmakers
yesterday, according to congression-

. al and Bush administration officials.

The Justice Department, making
its case in a closed meeting of the GIF 6
Senate Judiciary Committee, said MAL

the United States can hold Padilla Y
unti) President Bush decides the war They ¢
against terrorism is over.

“They say it's not punitive, it's
just purely prevention 1o stop him
from attacking us,” said one con-
gressional official, speaking on the
condition of anonymity. “He’s going

. to stay in the can until we're through
with al Qaeda,”
Government officials had said
there were no plans to put Padilla be-
fore a tribunal. Officials told the Ju-
diciary Committee that the decision
-5 now final,

. Padilla, a Muslim convert and for- i
. mer Chicago gang member, is being ‘:,L};l}
held by the military. He is suspected | ",
of being part of a plot to detonate a jewel:
radiological weapon—or  “dirty theh
bomb™—in the United States, but he
has not been charged.

11-L-0559/08D/12705



Snowflake

June 14,2002 11:41 AM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld VJ\.

SUBJECT: Retraction

Please dig out what I was suppased to have said that 1 have since retracted
concerning whether or not there are Al Qaeda in Kashmir. 1 don’t recall ever
saying they were there. [ thought [ said there were smatterings of information that

suggested it, but that we didn’t have evidence.
What is the fact? Plcase get back to me this moming,

Thanks.

DHR gk
U614012-6

Please respond by  © 2 1/ gL

Ul7427 02
11-L-0559/0SD/12706
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TO: SECDEF
FROM: Torie

DATE: June 14, 2002
SUBJECT: Al Qaeda and Kashmir

Here are excerpts from your press briefings in India and Pakistan where you
addressed the Al Qaeda-Kashmur issue.

From New Delhi:
Q: Do you now believe that the al Qaeda are opcrating in Kashmir or influencing
events in Kashmir?

Rumsfeld: The question is do [ believe that al Qaeda are operating in Kashmir or
influencing events in Kashmir.

[ have seen evidence, well let me rephrase it -- 1 have seen indications that there in
fact are al Qaeda operating in the area that we're talking about near the Line of
Control. I do not have hard evidence of precisely how many or who or where,
and needless to say there are an awful lot of people in the world who want to do
everything possible to stop al Qaeda from planning and executing additional
terrorist acts.

From Islamabad:

Q: Mr. Defense Secretary, this is with reference to your statement in India about
the indications of al Qaeda operating along the Line of Control. A similar
statement you had made back home in the U.S. as well a couple of weeks ago. We
want to know what's the factual basis of your statement, number one, and,

related to that, did it play itself out in your meeting with General Pervez
Musharraf today?

Rumsfeld: I think what [ said in the United States, and on this trip in earlier stops,
is what I know to be the facts, and the facts are that 1 do not have evidence and the
United States does not have evidence of al Qaeda in Kashmir. We do have a good
deal of scraps of intelligence that come in {from people saying that they believe al
Qaeda are in Kashmir or in various locations. Jt tends to be speculative; it is not
actionable; it is not verifiable, and [ believe I made that clearly, that distinction
clear, when | responded to a question in Delhi, I think. In any event, that is, in so
far as I know, that is the situation, and [ did express that during one or more of my
discussions here in Pakistan.

11-L-0559/0SD/12707



June 14, 2002 3:18 PM

TO: Steve Cambone

FROM: Donald Rumsfel \

o -
S SUBJECT: Matrix to Hoon :4:
\fb\' 1 talked to Geoff Hoon of the UK today and told him we would send along that
’
matrix showing all the items we discussed and where they stood on whether they
have done them, leaked them, announced them or accomplished them, so that he
could have that in his hands in the event he goes there next week.
Please get a draft of the memo plus the matrix and let me look at it before it goes.
Thanks.
DHR:dh
061402-1]
Please respond by 02 & / | 1 / =
ﬂ,é Koo RS i (o fantid
ﬂL /«&7‘}‘/(&—? v r '4 /L aul bﬁﬂ-
o F(c'o{d'-y! %M /Y. -
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Suowflake

June 17,2002 7:45 AM

TO: Torie Clarke
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /%ﬂ

SUBJECT: Press Conference on Afghanistan

I do think we ought to do a press conference on Afghanistan and show the loya
jirga process worked and the new transition government is there. Also we should

aggregate all the coalition successes, the humanitarian successes and the captives

taken.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
061702-6

Please respond by __ D[ 28 / 0

1

Ul7420 Q27
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June 17,2002 11:49 AM

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld " \[}

SUBJECT: General Hill

567

I have to decide on General Hill and what we are going to do, whether or not we
leave him up there for confirmation and I read all the file, or what. Wolfowitz was

supposed to have read it over the weekend.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
061702-18

Please respond by Ol X IaL
é//?
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