GEMNERAL COUNSEL

GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1600

INFO MEMO
March 8, 2003, 10:00 AM
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: William J. Haynes 11, General Counsel W“'

SUBJECT: Unauthonzed Disclosure

. You asked whether we need to do anything with respect to the
memorandum from General Hayden, attached.

. Answer - [ do not recommend you do anything further.

. Normally, NSA files a crimes report with the Department of Justice
(DOJ) when an NSA report or equity is referenced in the media, to
enable DOJ to investigate and take appropriate action. In this case,
NSA elected not to file a crimes report, because there is no reference
that the information in the[)(3:50US.C. §3024 farticle came from
NSA sigint, intercept or other NSA source. Notifying DOJ would
have had little value because NSA has so little information to offer.

COORDINATION: NONE.

Attachments:
As Stated

. |(B)(6)
Prepared by: Robert L. Deitz,
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) Snawflake

September 11, 2003

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

SUBIJECT: Transcript

ds &.'¢a0

I have to get a cleaned up copy of this quote from the airplane. They have to do a

better job. Can you produce it?

Thanks.

Attach.
Draft transcript

DHR:dh
091103-3

Please respond by “ { 1] [ by 3
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U21846 /03
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SEP. 92003 7:14PM NC. 407 . P

ﬁ/af_ o/edm:.:/ 77 /ef. st z/ﬂavp/‘.

Q/ Criticizing the positions you and the President madc on Irag, criticizing the job tbat
you're doing and I'm watching all of that. How does that complicate your cffortw get
this (inaudible) you’re trying to get out on Iraq and Afghanistan and the war on terTﬁﬁémj

Rumsfcldrit makes it complicated it makes it more difficult but-fgwese that's
life. I don’t know what onccould do abouti. Tidossn’ ¢ it enjoyable but what we
have to do is think through to the best we can what it is we believe is in the beat interest
of fhe country, explain it to the extont we can to the Amgrican people and there’s no
question that, that — take the force level. JThere’s a (inaudible) building up, more forces,
more forces, more U.S. forces in Iraq'and so you take a month of (inaudible), another
month of (inaudible) planning and work with people and you explain what you're trying
to do and you explain why it’s important to go from to 55,000 Iragis and why it’s much
better to have Iragis take responsibility for their sccurity and finally it gets through.
Eventually if it doesn’t — if thedéag argument docsn’t sell, people stop using it because it
doesn’t resonate and it’ll stop. Now in the process you take a lot {(inaudible) over a
period of time but when it's over if the critics are right then you icamn more yourself
(inaudible) what it is you're doing. And if the critics are wrong ultimatcly the people in
the media will stop repeating what they have s i
eventually discovered 10 be arguments that lack merit because they’ve heard stheaiayeand
the reagons that lacks merit and if they don't stop repeating that stuff then the American
people will turn them off and (inandible) serve people in the Navy to have people turn it
off.

Q: (Inaudible) efforts on the ground or is this your polinical efforts?
Rumsfeld: Ydon’t have any political efforts.
Q: Does this complicate the war on terrorism on the grounds?

Rumsfeld: Surc to the extent that there’s no doubt but that terrorist - we know for
a fact that people studied Somalia, terrorist studied Somalia and they studicd instances
when the United States was dealt a blow and tcked in. And persuaded themselves that
they could in fact cause us to act (inaudible) in whatever it is thcy wanted to do. The
United States is not going to do that, President Bush isn’t going to do that.

af'f"_."
Now to the extent that the terrorist are given reason to believe he might ex-thatif
Ie-tsrot-goingto-that the-opponemtymight-prevail in some way and they take heart in

that and that leads to more money going into these activitiés or thiat leads to more recruits
or that leads to more encouragement or leads to more staying power, obviously it makes

Q;Psk{gu_rc;_@@ul at does not mean there should not be a debate on these
(inaudible), therg should be a debate in discussion on these things, we can live with that.
We can live with a healthy debate asTong as it is as clevated as possiblc and as civil as
possible. ’ T ] -
7
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Snowflake

September 12, 2003

SUBJECT: Talk to Bremer

[ want to talk to Jerry Bremer about what i1s happening with respect to the money

the military has for projects. We want to make sure they stilt have flexibility.

DHR:dh
091203-5

U21847 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19494
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Snowflake

TO: David Chu

CC: Gen. Dick Myers
Gen. Pete Schoomaker

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’/?l -

DATE: September‘&'.‘ZOOC&

SUBJECT: Bonus

My recollection is that the Navy is offering bonuses to folks if they will sign up

for extended tours. 1 wonder why the Army doesn’t consider something like that?

Thanks.

DHR/azn
090803.03

Please respond by:

2 bslos

11-L-0559/0SD/19495
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Snowflake

TO: Paul Wolfowitz
Gen. Dick Myers

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld P, A_

DATE: September’tl:,?‘ZOOS

SUBJECT: Travel

I find that I am going to the exact same countries that Myers and Wolfowitz have
been to or are going to. Further, I find I am going to the exact same places in

those countries that Myers and Wolfowitz went to,

It seems crazy to me that the three of us go to the same places. It’s a big world,
we have to expand our reach. [ would like your staffs to start giving attention to

that problem. It's a waste. Ihave asked my folks to be alert to it.

Thanks.
\ \
DHR/azn
090803.08a
Please respond by:

U21849 /03
11-L-0559/0SD/19496
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Snowflake

TO: Steve Cambone

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld'%

ja
DATE: September §, 2003
SUBJECT:
The lack of clarity as to who the enemies are, and what the problems are from an W
intelligence standpoint in Afghanistan and Iraq is serious. ;@
: ) >y
I keep reading IC intel. It leaves one with the impression that we know a lot-who A
the people are, what they are doing, why they are doing it, where they are going,
when they are meeting, and the like.
However, when one pushes on that information it is pretty clear we don’t have
actionable intelligence. Further, [ wish we had better information about the
enemies so we could design a better approach.
I don’t feel I have good data on the people we have been capturing and
interrogating in either country. 1don’t feel I am getting information from the
interrogations that should be enabling us as to the answer to the questions 1’ve
posed.
What do we do about it? We need more visibility.
Thanks. Ob
DHR/azn \ l
090803.27a \‘L \
Please respond by:
J%)
'
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Snowflake

TO:

FROM:

September 12, 2003
oAt
Larry Di Rita ‘ ‘) ; [t
LTG John Craddock G/Ml/f /W; (A
6_.}"; : L4 i
Donald Rumsfel‘{p r N

SUBJECT: Meet w/DCI

I need to have a lunch or a meeting with George Tenet sometime next week.

Maybe instead of waiting until Fridaj, let’s do it early in the week if we have time.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091203-11

Please respond by ‘;f! |/}‘f 0%

U21851 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19498
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' Showfake

September 12, 2003
TO: Marc Thiessen
FROM: Donald Rumsfe]d’vp*
SUBJECT: Why )
Please look at this “E-mail of the week” from Andrew Sullivan. It is powerful. o7
Thanks.
Attach.

Undated “E-mail of the week”

DHR:dh
091203-8

Please respond by

p——

U21852 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19499



1 will make them know who is
Dessalines

After, we will let them go and send
them back to Brooklyn”

Maybe he doesn’t under-
_ stand the lyrics, But it’s still
. warth asking: Is that the kind
afnwssagewuneedinannd-
tiracial society of immi-

: oormwable songs svailable
to Howard Dean, did he pick
that one? Is he (rying to ex-
pand his base among

N African Americans? Or just

n white kids in the suburbs ;
—— with dreadlocks? 1 thought

he had that constituency
locked up already.

E-mall of the week

“Why bother with Irag? Why fight
terrorism? Try this from Richard
Hillary’s classic Warld War 1T auto-
written after moaths of

‘In a train compartment on the
wary to Scotiand Hillary asked Peter

sons for fighting. ‘Well, Richard,’ he
smd? ‘you've got me at last, haven't
w.u’

‘T dop’t know if I can answer you
to your satisfaction, but I'll try. I
wonild say that I was fighting the war
to rid the world of fear — of the fear

of fear is perhaps what I mesn. Ifthe

Germanis win this war, nobody except

little Hitlers will dare do anything. . .

Allmmemlldxeomofmewuﬂd
- the cournge to love, to creats, t0
take risks, whether phiysical or intel-
lectual or moral. Men will hesitate to

carry out the promptings of their -

beartor brain because, having acted,
they will live jn fear that their action
may be discovered and themselves
cruelly punished. Thus all love, all

grants? Ahd Why, of all the”spontaieity, #ilillic ot of the world.

Emotion will have atrophied.
Thought will have petrified. The axy-
genbreathed by the soul, sotospeak,
will vanish, and mankind will wither”
Peter Pease was killed in action.
-Richard Hillary returned to the
RAF and was Killed in a plane crash
during night training. He was 237

Sontag award nominee
“Biden says we must win the war.

This is precisely wrong. The United
Smmmuﬂkar_ntolmeﬂﬂnwar—

tive fantasies, This is the true moral

. mission of our titne (well, of the next

few yeam anyway)” — Jonathan
out loud what inany on
eve, and have Jong be-

Mdmﬁ)hrmrkablem
Schell’s diatribe is that he cbviously
thinks that if we did exactly as he
wants — withdraw from Iraq, from

11-L-0559/0SD/19500



Snowflake

September 12, 2003

TO: David Chu
CC: Gen. Dick Myers

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld’\)\,

SUBJECT: Alternatives

At the meeting we had yesterday, 1 forgot to mention that if we do extend tours
longer than they had been told, we ought to use financial incentives, as the Navy is
doing for those who are required to be involved in extended tours. We also ought

to think about volunteers.

When you have a major regional conflict underway, as we do in Iraq, we cannot
continue to have business as usual. 1 need you to be aggressive in forcing people

to think fresh on these things.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091203-7

Please respond by —

y21853 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19501
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$ Snowflake

f

September 15, 2003

TO: LTG John Craddock

CC: Gen. Dick Myers
Ryan Henry

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld m

7 6C§

SUBJECT: End Strength Memo

Attached is a letter from Barry Blechman with some good ideas on the end

strength memo I sent him. Let’s edit the memo to reflect these thoughts.

What do you think about his idea of giving some incentives to the Services and
offer an additional combat unit if they are able to deliver the kinds of reductions

we are talking about?

Thanks.

Attach.
8/26/03 Blcchman memo to SecDef

DHR:dh
091503-34

Please respond by f'?‘[" Lbfod

U21854 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19502
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DFI INTEUNATIONAL

Barre M. Blechman
kel Boodne
August 26, 2003
The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon
Room 3E880
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Rumsfeld:

Thanks very much for your lerter of August 19" and the attached drafi working paper on
end-strength. 1 agree completely that given the endless costs of adding to uniformed strength, it is
a step best avoided if at all possible. And | agree further that much could be done to utilize
Defense manpower more efficiently, making possible additional strength in combat and combat
support forces without adding to overall totals. The working paper of course has an extensive list
of ways to improve manpower efficiency, covering most of those with which I am familiar, 1'd
stress restructunng the active/reserve mix and finding innovative ways fo utilize reservists on a
more selective and purposeful basis among the most imporiant of these ideas, along with getting
uniformed persornel out of jobs performed more efficiently by govemment civilians or
contractors.

Among the ideas that | didn’t see in the draft are: (i) reducing the amount of time military
people spend in formal training and educational institutions by increasing on-the-job training,
particularly with the help of computenized learning techniques; and (11) lengthening typical tours
of duty to reduce time lost in transitional billets.

The Sunday New York Times account of the paper and the process surrounding it
suggested that you are going to direct the Service Secretaries and Chiefs to find greater
efficiencies in manpower. It is the Services, of course, who know better than anyone where the
inefficiencies can be found. Given the right incentives, they might be more cooperative than
under other circumstances. One idea, perhaps apocryphal, has been attributed to Jim Schlesinger
when he was Secretary. The idea is to offer additional combat units for the delivery of 2 multiple
number of reductions in non-combat slots. For example, the Army could be offered an additional | -~
brigade (and the budget necessary to equip it), if it could reduce certain categones of manpower A’ "'\
by a multiple of the number of people required to man an incremental brigade. It’s tricky to
execute such a strategy, but it at least gets everyone’s interests aligned more closely,

[ also notice in the paper a variety of policy-related changes that could reduce manpower
requirements — e.g., more use of intemational police and peacekeeping forces, reductions in
certain long-term commitments, etc. This is an area in which we’ve done a variety of studies and
would be happy to provide some inputs if you could point me in the right direction.

Sincerely,

TONTE R AT e N S R

o o 41-L-0559/08DM9503 -



Snawhlake

September 15, 2003
TO: LTG John Craddock
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld % o
SUBJECT: Third ID s
&
We ought to think through what we do about this unit citation for the Third ID,
Who else ought to get one?
Thanks.
DHR:dh
091503-21
Please respond by Gj2efs7
ta
A
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U21855 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19504



Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Gen. Dick Myers

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /‘)F

SUBJECT: Traveling w/Dept. of State

Until further notice, I do not want anyone from the Joint Staff traveling with the
Department of State until we figure out how we want to do this, There is no one
from OSD on DoS flights, and there is no one from DoS on SecDef flights. Is
there anyone from DoS on CJCS flights?

Let’s sart this out.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-18

Please respond by g _j 19 [22

U21856
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September 15, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita
-1
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld /f\

SUBJECT: Views of Iraq

We need a plan to get more press people out of Baghdad into the countryside

talking to our people—the Coalition Provisional Authority and the mulitary people.

We need to the same thing for Congressmen and Senators, Cabinet members, and
the talking heads. We might want to consider some other groups we could get

over there ta stem this flood of news staries that are off the wall.

Thanks.

DHR dh
(9150313

Please respond by “ l(n! 5 ’ {
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003
TO: Steve Cambone
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ﬂ\’
I
SUBIECT: Drones Ly
s
I notice that someone named Bob Boyd, a senior Air Force intelligence analyst, is »
commenting in the Wall Street Journal on the drone issue. Do you know what that
is about? '
Thanks.
DHR:dh
091503-11
Please respond by ___ 4 j 2ip !f 2%
i"'i
;‘ B
b
¥
M

u21858 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19507



September 15, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ?ﬂ‘ >
SUBJECT: Chuck Yeager &
i
What do you think about using Chuck Yeager in the Middle East somehow? .
Please take a Jook at the attached letter and see me. ﬁ
"y
Thanks.
Attach.
8/6/03 D' Angeto lr to SecDef
DHR:dh
091503-7¢
Please respond by “‘?j LG {[oﬁ
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General Chuck Yeager Foundation [,

Penn Valtey, CA 95846

Secretary Don Rumsfeld
“ Department of Defense
Washington, DC

August 6, 2003

Dear Rummy,

Thanks for your letter to Chuck re his birthday party May 1 in Texas - he
enjoyed hearing from you. Sorry you couldn’t be there - it was a blast!

Thought this press release would interest you re the French honouring
Chuck. It's America’s turn - maybe now is the time to give Chuck Yeager an
honorary second (third or fourth) star!

Also, Don, are you aware that Chuck spent 1971-73 in Pakistan directing the
war against India? More importantly, he hunted with some of the tribat
leaders along the Pakistan/Afghanistan border - those friendships might be
useful today,

Chuck also brings fantastic morale and goodwill wherever he goes, especially
to American troops and it lasts for months.

Given the above, perhaps you might want to utllize him over in the Middle
East....

Thought this all might be food for thought for you....

we'll be in Washington, DC October 15 for his annual talk at the National Air
& Space Museum. Perhaps we can meet then.

Sincerely:

L'
~Tor) B))

Victoria D'Angelo (we met af weekend long wedding in Idaho)

. The General Chuck Yeager Foundation
A California Non-Profit Public Benefit Corporation

11-L-0559/0SD/19509
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 General Chuck Yeager Foundation

t PO Box 579

b Penn Valley, CA 95946

In a spectacular ceremony in the ancient village of Feterne, France, situated in the hills above Lake
Geneva with a wonderful view of Mont Blanc, on June 18, General Chuck Yeager, the American
hero, World War 11 fighter ace, and the first man to break the sound barrier, received the distinguished
title, “Officer of the Legion of Honour” of France, by the order of French President Jacques Chirac.

In a wonderful display of friendship and gratitude, Yeager received this title for his courage and
sacrifice during World War I1 and on behalf of his fallen comrades. A 12.5 victory fighter ace, Yeager
has strong ties to France stemming from his World War II service. On March 5, 1944, during his
eighth mission, he was shot down south of Bordeaux, France, by German fighters and parachuted to
safety. He spent the ensuing several weeks with the Maquis, the French resistance, and taught them
how to use explosives to blow up bridges before he crossed the Pyrenees on foot, for Spain.

As the French Air Force Band played both the U.S. national anthem and the French national anthem,
General Vingiguerra of the French Air Force, pinned Yeager with a red rosette ribbon signifying his
new title. A crowd of 10,000, including many of the wartime Maquis, witnessed this incredible event.
Also present were Col. Bud Anderson, Y eager’s friend since their flying days in World War I and also
an ace, and Bob Price, the World War Il radio operator and a gunner on “Denny Boy,” an American B-
17 that was damaged during a mission over Munich and crash landed in Feterne in 1944. The French
underground helped “Denny Boy’s” crew to reach safety.

In his remarks afier recetving the title, Yeager, with his typical combination of seriousness and great
humour, thanked those in attendance and especially praised General Vingiguerra for not pinning the
award to his skin! He went on to share his remembrances of his secret December 1944 trip to Lake
Annecy, France, when his advice was sought regarding a plan to evacuate interned American airmen
from the neutral countries of Switzerland and Spain. As a former evadee, Yeager contributed
unparalleled expertise,

Yeager also recalled the story of his last mission during World War 1. On Janvary 14, 1945, he and
Anderson flew as spares on a mission to Germany. After no aircrafi in their squadron aborted, Yeager
and Anderson decided against returning to base and, instead, went on a tour of Europe. Yeager showed
Anderson Lake Annecy and Switzerland, and, at one point, Yeager dropped his fuel tanks on Mont
Blanc and Anderson shot at them. When they relurned to base, they found that they had missed the
biggest air battle of the war as their squadron had shot down 56 German planes that day. The crowd
roared upon hearing Yeager’s accounts, More stories like those he shared, as well as a detailed account
of his storied life are now documented on his new web site at www.chuckyeager.com.

By their outward signs of respect, the French recently showed Y eager that they have not forgotten their
past, nor the Americans, without whom, they would be speaking German today,

The General Chuck Yeager Foundation
A California Non-Profit Public Benefit Corporation

11-L-0559/0SD/19510




Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Gen. Pete Pace

A

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBIJECT: Follow-Up from Tank

I came out of the meeting in the tank with the feeling that we still need to get our

eyes up off our shoelaces. We need to get the big picture.

There are too few pieces on the table. We have to get the Iragis on the table, we
have to get exercises canceled, and we have to find other things that relieve the

stress that nobody mentioned in the context of that briefing.

Personally, unless I hear some good arguments to the contrary, my instinct is to

use the Old Guard.

Thanks.

DHR:.dh
0%1503-69

Please respond by

021860 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19511



Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita
<
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /}\

SUBJECT: Cabinet Secretaries’ Letters

If I have not written Thompson, Abraham, Martinez, Veneman, Snow and
Ashcroft suggesting they go to Iraq, I would like the letters drafted to go out
today.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-62

Please respond by glis / 93

y21861 /03

11-L-0559/05D/19512
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Powell Moore
Larry Di Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfelrjl’m\

SUBJECT: Barrett

Let’s make sure we press ahead with the White House to get a bootleg copy of
Barrett’s financial papers up to John Warner, so he can get the questions drafted.
The Senate committee can then give us the financial paper request, and we can get

this thing done simultaneously.

Thanks,

DHR:dh
091503-53

Please respond by 1 {f W/ o2

U21862 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19513
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Snowflake

ob
September 15, 2003 O\.U)

TO:; Powell Moore
Larry Di Rita

2¢0Q

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’\)I\

SUBJECT: Testimony

This issue of testimony on the $87 billion before Armed Services and Foreign
Relations in addition to Appropriations is a new thought. I think we ought to find

out if that is really what Frist says is going to happen.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-52

Please respond by (Q /723
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003
TO: Powell Moore 8
Larry Di Rita
N
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /‘7}"
SUBJECT: Warner’s Schedule
The way I heard John Warner, he said Tillie Fowler's report comes out on
September 22, he has a hearing on September 25 and he has Roche’s hearing on
Tuesday, September 30.
Thanks.
DHR:dh
091503-51
Please respond by —_
&
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Snowflake

-

L]

September 15, 2003

TO: Jim Haynes

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W

oo

SUBIJECT: Arleigh Burke

Please check on Arleigh Burke and see how many years he was brought back for

an extension---was it one or two?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-50

Please respond by al26[33
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GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
1600 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1600

GENERAL COUNSEL

INFO MEMO

September 23, 2003 9:00 AM
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM:  William J. Haynes II, General Counsch

SUBJECT: ADM Arleigh Burke’s Tenure as Chief of Naval Operations (CNO)
° You asked about ADM Arleigh Burke’s service as Chief of Naval Operations (CNO).

® ADM Burke served 3 consecutive two-year terms, from 17 August 1955 to 1 August
1961, as CNO. (ADM Burke served 42 consecutive years on active duty.) See David
Rosenberg, p. 298, The Chiefs of Naval Operations (Robert W. Love Jr ed. 1980).
After World War II and until 1967, it was the practice of the President to appoint
CNOs for terms of only two years. See The Chiefs of Naval Operations (Robert W.
Love Jr ed. 1980). Except for ADM Burke, no CNO who served during this period
was appointed for three terms or otherwise served more than a total of four years as
the CNO. Id.

® The statutory charter for the CNO during ADM Burke’s tenure was 10 U.S.C. §
5081(a)(amended 1969 and repealed 1986). It provided, in pertinent part: “There is a
Chief of Naval Operations, appointed by the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, for a ferm of not more than four years. . .. 1d, (emphasis
added). This provision permitted the President to appoint CNOs for two-year terms
(or any time period that was not greater than four years). Because this provision was
silent on the issue of reappointment, the President was free to appoint the same CNO
to consecutive terms so long no one term exceeded four years.

o We know this, in part, because Congress specifically amended § 5081(a) in 1967 to
limit the President’s discretion in this area. The conference committee that
recommended adoption of the 1967 amendment to § 5081(a), and similar
amendments affecting the other service chiefs, provided the following analysis in its
report:

“Existing law authorizes the appointment of the Chief of Staff of the
Army, Chief of Staff of the Air Force, and Chief of Naval Operations for a

G

11-L-0559/0SD/19517



term of not more than 4 years, unless reappointed by the President. Under
title [V, the Chief of Staff of the Army, Chief of Staff of the Air Force, and
Chief of Naval Qperations will be appointed for a specific term of 4 years
and they may not be reappointed unless Congress hereafter declares a state
of war or national emergency, . ..”

H.R. Rep. No 270, p. 8-9 (May 22, 1967)(emphasis in original text}{reprinted in |
Armed Forces Appropriation Authorization, 1968, PL 90-22 §.666, Legislative
History).

® In the Goldwater-Nichols Department of Defense Reorganization Act of 1986, this
provision was repealed and replaced by the current law concerning the CNO's term of
service, However, the basic substance of the 1967 amendment remains in force:
“The Chief of Naval Operations shall be appointed for a ternt of four years .. .. He
serves at the pleasure of the President. In time of war or during a national emergency
declared by Congress, he may be reappointed for a term of not more than four years.”
10 U.S.C. § 5033(a)(1) (emphasis added).

Prepared by Captain TJ Cluff, USAF[(®)6)
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Snovwflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Powell Moore

2¢0

FROM.: Donald Rumsfeld %\

SUBIJECT: General Clack

We have to get the letter up on General Clark, and then we have to press John

Warner to go to Frist and the floor and get it pushed through.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
03150347

Please respond by 9 / (4]0

T

U21867 /03

£O ¢ 5/
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM; Donald Rumsfeld /\)\

SUBJECT: Personnel System

We have to figure out what we want beyond Homeland Security in the personnel

system, so that we can get it out of Collins. Now is the time t0 move.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
09150346

AN NR NN AR NRRELRENNERELARSRRERNENENERERRNERENRRENNNNRENAERNNRRERNNRRRRNN N

Please respond by 4 (f 15 [0%

T

V21868 /03

11-L-0559/08D/19520
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Snowllake

TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld [K

SUBJECT: Brief Deputy

ol .
1p

September 15, 2003

ZQC}

Please be sure you brief Paul Wolfowitz on the meeting with Warner.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
09150345

Please respond by

wzﬁ

11-L-0559/0SD/19521
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Snawflake

0>

September 15, 2003 q .7})

L
TO: Paul Wolfowitz O
O
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld(\-)" —_—
w N
SUBJECT: “Buy America” Language o
Please be sure you move fast on clearing the “Buy America™ language with
Special Trade Rep, OMB, White House, etc.
Thanks.
DHR:dh
091503-44
Please respond by | !/ [ 41_,@3
\r\
(t()
o
O
W

y21870 /03
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Paul Wolfowitz
CC: Powell Moore
Larry Di Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ) \

SUBJECT: Congressman Hunter

John Warner wondered if we couldn’t find some sort of camouflage on the end
strength issue that we could work out for Duncan Hunter. We would have to do it

fast. He hopes to do the whole thing this week.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-43

[ R RSB ARRRRR RN RS RRRR T ERARRRRRRERRRRERRRRERRERAERRRRRRRENSRERRRERRRRRDRREREN)

Please respond by ___ 4/ 18/02

1 T

u21871 /703
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Snowflake

September 15, 2003

TO: LTG John Craddock

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld *\)\

222D 1§

SUBJECT: Paper to POTUS

Should 1 tell the President anything about that paper | just signed to go over to

him, anything about the nuclear weapons status?

Thanks.

DiR:dh
191503-42

SecDef —
o SR Secided Vnérl? %
whf wih 1Res ambi! Adc/ﬁ""
Jdm €15 breds 7 %{7 ~
fhe Wasican (o andl £l Control

51/’4«"*/4“““('@?”"" ~

X . W
T it trabin Sl pt
L both — relant H AL
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é’ ”“1[ M{-A} IRL-IM = IRE

y21872 /03 C 1/r7
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Snowflake ’ %
L 1 -

September 15 2003

TO: Ray DuBois
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (ﬁ

SUBJECT: Clearances

Pleﬁse give me an updated report on how we stand in the backl og on clearances. |

am told we are a year behind on getting nuclear clearances for folks.

Thanks.
DHR:dh

091503-40

Please respond by q ! 2l / oD

u21873 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19525

loe8¢



UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
5000 DEFENSE PENTAGON

WASHII&Q EB?\"\‘I EREO 20301-5000

INTELLIGENCE DEC 2 3 ally
MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE '

FROM: Stephen A. Cambone '72'.5 € k,f‘ a

SUBJECT: Snowflake on Clearancesg(—— ..f'ﬂ{”{t "’/"'7"’( y
.1. J ;VL f -~

[n response to the subject, the following is provided: ¢ Lo

o Through FY03 both Defense Security Service (DSS) and the
Office of Personnel Management (OPM) conducted background
investigations for DoD. Beginning in FY04 all investigations will
be conducted by OPM.

¢ During FY03, Defense Security Service (DSS) averaged the
following case completion times:
v Secret and Confidential - 150 days
v' Initial Top Secret - 300 days
v" Top Secret Periodic Reinvestigations - 385 days

During FY03, OPM averaged the following case completion times:
v Secret and Confidential - 250 days

v’ Initial Top Secret - 374 days

v" Top Secret Periodic Reinvestigations - 477 days

The FY04 DoD goal is:

v" Secret and Confidential - 75-90 days

v Initial Top Secret - 90-120 days

v" Top Secret Periodic Reinvestigations - 180 days

e There are currently approximately 416,000 DoD investigations
pending

¢ With regard to the nuclear/restricted data priority investigations:
v' DSS currently has 632 nuclear/restricted data priority
investigation pending. The average lapse time for FY03
ranged from 93 to 512 days for these cases.

f .
11-L-055%@5D/19526



v" OPM currently has 638 initial Top Secret investigations pending
for which 35-day processing was requested. The average FY03
case completion time was approximately 100 days.

COORDINATION: Tab B

Prepared by: Charleen Wright, ODUSD (CI&S) [*®)

11-L-0559/0SD/19527
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COORDINATION SHEET

Lt ) K
General Counsg, DoD

Date

Y.2.03

Director, Administration and
Management

*As revised (see attached)

Date
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Snowflake

o>

September 15, 2003 o\,zo

&
N ;
TO: Paul Wolfowitz 0
CC: LTG John Craddock “n ‘
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (w\ ©
SUBJECT: Responsibilities
Here is a redo of the paper on who does what.
John, let’s set a meeting to talk about it.
Thanks.
Attach.
9/15/03 version of responsibilities
DHR.:dh
091503-37
Please respond by
N
o
i
o
O
\n

U21874 /03
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DRAFT

September 15, 2003

10:27 AM
Order Secretary Deputy Both
1 End Strength Acquisition Iraq
2 Contingency Plans Comptroller Public Affairs
3 Afghanistan PA&E Legislative Affairs
4 SRO Air Force SLRG
5 Deployment Orders/ | Navy / Marines Outreach Meetings
Force/Rotation/Morale
6 Army Medical Defense Policy
Board
7 Special Ops/SOLIC C2 Personnel
8 Footprint SROC OMB
9 Intel — Steve Cambone | Mil. Commissions
10 | PC with Doug Feith as | Detainees
+1
11 General Counsel Inspector General
12 | Defense Business Defense Science
Council Board

DHR/azn
9/8/03-TS

11-L-05659/0SD/19530




September 15, 2003 C

EF- 0944 =

03 [ 012910
TO: Doug Feith

SUBJECT: Peacekeeping etc.

Your folks are working on peacekeeping, reducing long-term commitments and
international police. Here is a note from Barry Blechman saying his folks have
some ideas on that. Would you please connect with him and see that we know
what he knows?

Thanks.

Attach
8/26/03 Blcchman memo to SecDef

DHR:dh

091503-35

Please respond by 12fiof03 / {
— w dﬁ

oY ¢

U21875 /03

17-09-03 29:29 1IN
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UsoAKHA0CT 15 2003

INFO MEMO
EF-6864
1-03/012910

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Thomas O’Connell, Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special
Operations and Low Intensity Conflict €. fpfte[ss

SUBJECT: DFI Studies on Peacekeeping

¢ Inresponse to an August 26 letter from Dr. Barry Blechman at DFI, you asked
that we contact him to exchange ideas on peacekeeping, reducing long-term
commitments, and intemational police (Tab A).

e (COL Dallas Brown, Director for Peace Operations within SO/LIC, met with
Dr. Blechman and two of his staffers on October 7 to exchange ideas. They
described DFI’s capabilities and gave him copies of the following products:

o “Toward an Operational Strategy for Peace Enforcement,” December

1995

o “Effective Transitions from Peace Operations to Sustainable Peace,”
September 1997

o “Civilian Policing in Peace Operations,” June 2001
o “Foreign Military Participation in Peacekeeping Operations,” May 2001
o These studies were all commissioned by SO/LIC"s Office of Peacekeeping and

Humanitarian Assistance in the previous Administration. They have been part
of our library and collective data base.

o DFI has a wealth of talent and experience in the Stability Operations field, and
we will examine ways to work with them as we move forward with the Global
Peace Operations Initiative and other initiatives.

Attachment:
As stated

DASD Stability Operations w0 z
Prepared by: COL Dallas Bfdwn, SO/LIC Stability Operations)'> "

A=1n=0% 16031 IR
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DF1 INTERNATIONA:

Barsy M Blechman
L R B

August 26, 2003
The Honorable Donald H. Rumsfeld
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon
Room 3EB80
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Rumnsfeld:

Thanks very much for your lenter of August 19 and the atiached draft working paper on
end-strength. 1agree completely that given the endless costs of adding to uniformed strength, it is
a step best avoided if at all possible. And I agree further that much could be done to utilize
Defense manpower more efficiently, making possible additiona) strength in combat and combat
support forces without adding to overall totals. The working paper of course has an extensive list
of ways to improve manpower efficiency, covering most of those with which I am familiar. 1'd
stress restructuring the active/reserve mix and finding innovative ways to uiilize reservists on a
more selective and purposeful basis among the most important of these ideas, along with getting
uniformed personmel out of jobs performed more efficiently by government civilians or
confractors.

Among the :deas that [ didn’t see in the drafl are: (i) reducing the amount of time military
people spend in formal training and educational institutions by increasing on-the-job training,
particularly with the help of computerized lcarning techniques; and (ii) lengthemung typical tours
of duty to reduce time lost in transitional billets.

The Sunday New York Times account of the paper and the process surrounding it
suggested that you are going to direct the Service Secretaries and Chiefs to find greater
efficiencies in manpower. It is the Services, of course, who know better than anyone where the
inefficiencies can be found. Given the nght incentives, they might be more cooperative than
under other circumstances. One ides, perhaps apocryphal, has been attributed to Jim Schiesinger
when he was Secretary. The idea is to offer additional combat units for the delivery of a muitiple
number of reductions in non-combat slots. For example, the Army could be offered an additional
brigade (and the budget necessary to equip it), if it could reduce certain categories of manpower
by a multiple of the number of people required to man an incremental brigade. It's tricky to
execute such a strategy, but it at least gets everyone’s interests aligned more closely.

I also notice in the paper a variety of policy-related changes that could reduce manpower
requirements — e.g., more use of intemnational police and peacekeeping forces, reductions in
certain Jong-term commitments, etc. This is an area in which we've done a variety of studies and
would be happy to provide some inputs if you could point me in the right direction.

Sincerely,

DFI]

~

@
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September 15, 2003

TO: Gen. Dick Myers

’Lb..ij:

CcC: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ‘(7L'
SUBJECT: Jessica Lynch

I just read Joe Schmitz’s Inspector General report on the Jessica Lynch rescue. 1

wonder if we ought to go back at the BBC on this. What do you think?

Thanks.

Attach.
9/2/03 IG memo to SecDef re: Jessical Lynch Rescue

DHR:dh
091503-33

Please respond by q)2efe3

£0 25 5/

u21876 /03
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INSPECTOR GENERAL 2y een Lr A 4 S
DEPARTMENT DF DEFENSE S R

400 ARMY NAVY DRIVE
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22202-4704

INFO MEMO

.....

™

y  SUBIECT: Allegations Conceming the Rescue of Private First Class Jessica Lynchy™
[l
t\'* U.S. Amy

A,

e We recently addressed allegations that the rescue of Private First Class Jessica
Lynch at a hospital in Iraq was a “premeditated fabrication” and that Service
members involved in Private Lynch’s rescue may have acted dishonorably.

& An inquiry conducted by the Inspector General, U.S. Central Command, under
our oversight did not substantiate the allegations. No evidence was found to
indicate that the rescue was conducted improperly. We concur with results of
that inquiry.

o We initiated the inquiry in response to requests from Congresswoman Louise
Slaughter and Congressmen Rahm Emanuel and Pete Stark, who referenced
media reports that criticized the rescue operation as “one of the most stunning
pieces of news management ever conceived.”

» Anunclassified summary that we provided to Members of Congress is
attached.

COORDINATION: NONE

Attachment:
As stated

—

b)(6)

Prepared By: Joseph E. Schmitz

GPL ASGISTANT DI RITA | & [/
SAMACRADDODK | £ AN
MA BUCC! Sl
EXECSEC MARRIOTT
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Office of the Inspector General of the Department of Defense

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ALLEGED PREMEDITATED FABRICATION AND INAPPROPRIATE CONDUCT

OF U.S. MILITARY PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN THE RESCUE
OF PRIVATE FIRST CLASS JESSICA LYNCH, U.S. ARMY

1. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

We initiated a preliminary inquiry to address allegations that the rescue of former
Prisoner of War (POW), Private First Class (PFC) Jessica Lynch, U.S. Army, may have been a
“premeditated fabrication” and that “our armed forces involved in Private Lynch’s rescue acted
dishonorably . . ..” The allegations were referred to this Office in a joint letter dated May 21,
2003, from Congressman Rahm Emanuel and Congresswoman Louise Slaughter, who cited news
articles published by the British Broadcasting Corporation as the source of those allegations.

The Members of Congress indicated that an investigation was necessary *“to ensure that their
[referring to Service members who participated in the rescue] selfless act of heroism is never
questioned again.”

Based on the results of a preliminary inquiry conducted by the Inspector General (1G),
United States Central Command (USCENTCOM), we concluded that the allegations were not
substantiated and that no further investigation was warranted,! During the inquiry, the IG,
USCENTCOM, reviewed numerous classified operational documents that were not available to
the media and interviewed over 30 witnesses, many of whom had first-hand knowledge of events
atissue. The results of the USCENTCOM inquiry were provided in a classified report dated July
17, 2003. The information set forth in this Executive Summary is unclassified.

We reviewed the USCENTCOM report using standards established by the President’s
Council on Integrity and Efficiency as set forth in the publication, “Quality Standards for
Investigations,” dated September 1997. With respect to investigative reporting, the publication
states that *‘reports must thoroughly address all relevant aspects of the investigation and be
accurate, clear, complete, concise, logically organized, timely, and objective.” In addition, we
examined whether the preponderance of evidence supported the conclusions drawn by
USCENTCOM. We concluded that the USCENTCOM preliminary inquiry met established
standards for such work and that the evidence supported its conclusions that the allegations were
not substantiated.

! Following our policy and standard practice, we requested the Inspector General (IG), Joint Staff, to initiate a
preliminary inquiry into the matter. In tumn, the Joint Staff requested that the IG, USCENTCOM, conduct the
inquiry under our oversight.

11-L-0559/0SD/19536




II. BACKGROUND

PFC Lynch was captured outside Nasiriyah, Iraq, on March 23, 2003, afier her company
convoy was ambushed by the Iragi military. U.S. Special Operations Forces (USSOF) rescued
PFC Lynch on April 1, 2003, at a hospital in Nasiriyah, Iraq. The successful rescue of PFC
Lynch was the subject of intense media coverage and on May 18, 2003, the British Broadcasting
Corporation broadcasted allegations that the rescue of PFC Lynch was a “premeditated ‘
fabrication” produced by the U.S. military for television audiences and that the U.S. military
- exaggerated the danger of the mission.

III. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS.
A, Was the rescue of PFC Lynch a “premeditated fabrication?”

Short Answer: USCENTCOM found no evidence that the rescue mission of PFC Lynch
was a staged media event but determined that the rescue operation constituted a valid mission to
recover a U.S. POW under combat conditions.

The USCENTCOM inquiry found that U.S. military personnel planned and executed the
rescue of PFC Lynch in accordance with all pertinent military procedures. Many factors
influenced the planning and conduct of the rescue mission including: the ever-changing situation
on the battlefield, an incomplete knowledge of enemy force disposition, the concem about being
lured into a trap, and the time needed to marshal the forces necessary for the mission. Taking
into account all the planning factors used by U.S. Special Forces (USSOF) during the rescue
mission, there did not appear to be any unnecessary delay in the execution of the mission nor did
there appear to be any inappropriate influence exerted on the planners or executors of the
mission.

The rescue was filmed by a combat cameraman and a member of USSOF in accordance
with standard procedures used by USSOF. The filming of the mission followed standard
procedures used by task force personnel during the conduct of Operation Iraqi Freedom. USSOF
routinely films high priority missions per verbal order of a USSOF leader; however, no public
affairs personnel were involved in the planning or filming of the operation.

USSOF anticipated facing 200-300 Baathist/paramilitary forces in the hospital. Several
enemy units were also located near the hospital complex and could reinforce the units in the
hospital with an estimated 2000-3000 soldiers in a matter of minutes. These units had armor,
artillery, air defense, and infantry available to respond to a Coalition attack.

The forces selected to conduct the mission were based on the anticipated enemy threat
and had to be able to counter all enemy capabilities within and near the hospital complex. The
level of force used by USSOF to perform the mission was consistent with the anticipated
resistance and established doctrine. USSOF received conflicting information regarding the
number of enemy personnel in the hospital but fully expected to meet stiff resistance including
guards on PFC Lynch’s room.

11-L-0559/0SD/19537



No member of the rescuing force camed or used any blank ammunition duning the
mission. The task force members carmed standard munitions for this type of operation.

USSOF personnel initially breached locked doors in the hospital compound by using the
shotgunning technique (shooting the hinges with a shotgun) or linear charges. Later during the
mission an Iraqi doctor offered keys to some of the rooms to members of the task force. After
they reccived the keys from the doctor, USSOF did not breach any doors that could be unlocked
using keys.

B. Did Service members exhibited inappropriate or dishonorable bebavior during
the rescue mission?

Short Answer: The USCENTCOM IG found no evidence that any U.S. military member
exhibited inappropnate or dishonorable behavior in connection with the PFC Lynch rescue
mission.

USSOF conducted a personnel recovery mission, during wartime, in a nonpermissive
environment, to rescue a U.S. POW from a hostile enemy location. During the mission USSOF
received enemy fire from the hospital building, the surrounding complex, and nearby areas.
They successfully engaged the enemy forces they encountered, neutralizing them without
sustaining any casualties of their own. USSOF members entered the hospital complex fully
expecting to meet further enemy resistance.

During the conduct of the mission, members of USSOF followed the Tactics, Techniques
and Procedures (TTP) and Rules of Engagement (ROE) relevant to the mission. None of the
USSQF personnel saw or heard of any mistreatment of Iraqis during the rescue. USSOF
personnel could have used more force than they did and still have been in keeping with their TTP
and ROE.

USSOQF found no indication that any service member was “acting for the camera” duning

the rescue mission. In fact, all USSOF members were offended when questioned about such an
accusation.

11-L-0559/0SD/19538



Snawflake

September 15, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita
L.TG John Craddock

CC: Col. Steve Bucal

as 44.'660

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ,—\) :

SUBJECT: Omaha

[t may be that we ought to do an Omaha regional media. Also, we might want to

go there sometime and do an editorial board.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
09150330

Please respond by

£o 0% 51

U21877 /03
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September 15, 2003

EF- (o4
TO: Doug Feith 703 /0) 2¢35

SUBJECT: City/Town Councils

Please find out how many city councils there are for villages, towns and cities all
across Iraq. We are able to say that 90 percent of the Iraqi people are living under
a locally representative governing coungcil, but I don’t know how many there are

numerically.

Thanks.

DHRdh
091503.24

sNEnNSswesbvubTusoNanipuany I.'I]..-I'....I...'.l.'.'..'l.........--'...-.

Please respond by a { 2|03

L

COMPLETED
a2 Saao 03

U21878.-703
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INFO MEMO

FOR:  SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

FROM: Douglas J. Feith, Under Secretary of Defense for Policyk% g ( (4 \“ 3
SUBJECT: Local {Municipal and Provincial) Councils in Iraq

You asked how many city councils there are for villages, towns, and cities across Irag.
o There are 266 administrative units (municipalities and villages) in Iraq.

- The preponderance of those councils are elected or otherwise locally
representative. CPA does not have a precise count.

— Based on CPA data, we estimate that at least 75% of Iraqgis live under such
councils.

e At the governorate (province) level, all but one of Iraq’s eighteen governorates has an
elected or representative council or legislature. A council selection process is planned
for the last governorate, Al Muthanna.

o Therefore, with the exception of some residents of Al Muthanna (a small province
containing about 2% of Iraq’s people), all Iraqis live under an elected or
representative local or provincial council.

COORDINATION: None

Prepared by: C. Straub|(®)(©)
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MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FROM: Douglas J. Feith, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy (Tl ’1 ,0
SUBJECT: Iraq City/Town Council Data

My staff is collecting data on city and town councils in Iraq. For
instance, in Baghdad, there are 88 neighborhood councils, 9 district councils,
and 1 city council. Together, this represents 100% of the Baghdad
population.

We are working on getting you nation-wide data. Right now, we only

have data on 15 of the 18 provinces. (We are missing data on the three
Kurdish provinces.) We will get this to you ASAP.
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Snowflake

540
September 16, 2003

TO: Gen. Pete Pace
CC: - Gen. Dick Myers

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld ’/‘-ﬂ

SUBJECT: Reserves

With respect to Reserve elements, there was no mention of when the last time
Reserve elements that might have to go into Iraq had been previously called up—

was it one year, two years, four years, six years, ten years?

My understanding is we were going to try to use the ones who had not been called

up recently. Is that the case?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
09160317

Please respond by ___ 4 5 2, [03

11-L-0559/0SD/19543 |o-1°
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Snowflake

>

September 16, 2003

TO: Gen. Dick Myers
Paul Wolfowitz
David Chu

CcC: Powell Moore
Pete Geren
Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld r}]?\

SUBJECT: Reserve Health Benefit Issue

Here is a memo from Bill Winkenwerder on a potential new benefit for the
reservists that may be getting a lot of interest in Congress. We need a plan to

engage early on this.

Thanks.

Altach,
9/12/03 ASD(HA) memo to SecDef re: Reserve Health Benefit Issue

DHR:dh
(91603-13
Please respond by a2 / 22

U21880 /03
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THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301-1200

HEALTH AFFAIRS INFO MEMO
FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE SEP 1_2 2003
FROM: W!ﬁi’a‘;gi%'awerﬁerﬁ ir.d, % Assistant Secretary of Defense (Health
Affairs)

SUBIJECT: Reserve Health Benefit Issue

¢ Groups of lawmakers (a significant number of Democrats and some Republicans)
want to expand the Defense Health Program, creating a new health benefit
entitlement for Reserve and National Guard members.

¢ One proposal, just announced by Sen Daschle (D-SD) and Sen Graham (R-SC)
(Tab-A) is planned for attachment to the $87 billion supplemental to pay for
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan.

e This proposal follows other action to expand the reserve health benefit in May
2003 when the Senate, against the wishes of Sen Warner (R-VA), passed an
amendment to the 2004 Defense Authorization Bill (Tab-B, page 3). The House
had no such legislation. House Armed Service Committee Chairman Hunter was
supportive of the DoD position of no further benefit expansion.

¢ You sent a letter to Congressional leaders in July saying this reserve benefit
expansion would cost $5.1 billion per year and force cuts in other areas. You also
said you would recommend the President veto the authorization if it included
TRICARE for non-activated Reserve and Guardsmen.

o The Daschle-Graham proposal would:

o Require DoD to pay for continuation of civilian health plan coverage for
reservists and their dependents that are called or ordered to active duty or

during periods of war or national emergency.

o Activated reservists could elect continued coverage under their civilian
health plan, or coverage under TRICARE.

o Permit any non-activated reservist and his/her dependents to enroll in
TRICARE with a monthly premium equal to 28% of the amount for such
coverage.

11-L-0559/0SD/19545



¢ Irecommend that you strongly oppose this legislation, and make the following
points with Congress and others:

o CBO cost estimate $4.7B/5 years; DoD estimate $35B/5 years.

o Defense Health Program already facing a $14.2B shortfall through FY-09.

o Would force DoD to create a large new bureaucracy to pay thousands of
private health insurance plans across the country.

o Creates unique entitlement for family members of Reservists unavailable to
families of Active Duty and Retirees.

o Govemment funded windfall to employers now providing insurance
benefits to reservists. It replaces private insurance!

¢ The current reserve benefit is excellent. The argument by Daschle that, “There
is no difference between active-duty personnel on the front lines in Iraq or Guard
and Reserve personnel on the front lines,” is correct. We agree. When Guard and

Reserve are activated, they, and their families, receive the exact same TRICARE
benefit as active duty,

e The current reserve health benefit is commensurate with service required by
reserve personnel and their family members relative to that of active duty
personnel.

» Bottom line...the proposed increase of reserve health benefits creates an inequity
with active duty personnel, would be very costly, and would have the effect of, for
hundreds of thousands of reserve personnel, replacing existing private insurance
plans, thereby putting the federal government in the business of subsidizing
private business.

cc.
USD (P&R)

Attachments:
As stated

Prepared by: Ed Wyatt, PD OASD (HA)|®)®)
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* . Lawmakers Will Tie Guard, Reserve Health Care To Iraq Payment Page ]l of 1

ArmyTimes.com
September 11, 2003

Lawmakers Will Tie Guard, Reserve Health Care To Iraq
Payment

By Mike Madden, Gannett News Service

A bipartisan group of lawmakers who want to let National Guard and Reserve troops buy into the
Pentagon’s health care system will try to attach their proposal to an $87 billion bill to pay for operations
in Iraq.

More than 170,000 Guard and Reserve members were serving on active duty Wednesday, and the Army
announced this week that call-ups for service in Iraq would now last as long as a year.

But reservists and Guard members don’t have access 10 the same benefits as regular military personnel, ol l'o1
and advocates for the citizen-soldiers say they need them. A recent General Accounting Office study '
found that 20 percent of Guard members don’t have any health coverage at all, except when they are

serving on active duty.

“There is no difference between active-duty personnel on the front lines in Iraq or Guard and Reserve W&
personnel on the front lines,” said Senate Minority Leader Tom Daschle, D-S.D., a co-sponsor of the a au; J
measure.

The health care proposal passed the Senate overwhelmingly earlier this year, but the Bush
administration, concerned about the cost, threatened to veto a Pentagon budget bill if it was included in
the final version.

Attaching the proposal to the Iraq bill might give it a better shot of becoming law. The administration
wants to pass that bill as quickly as possible, and lawmakers think the urgency will give them more
leverage for putting some of their own projects into the measure.

!
The $400 million per year plan would let Guard members and reservists buy health coverage for we L T
themselves and their families through the Pentagon’s TRICARE system, which covers active duty ¢ yea/
forces. Participants would pay a premjum of 28 percent of actual health care costs — the same rate P“““"l" cost

federal employees pay for their insurance. Full <o 54 4 4.1 b ”{bn

Supporters said the program would cost less than one-tenth of 1 percent of the Pentagon’s overall oor f“"r .
budget, calling it a pittance compared with the massive cost of President Bush’s budget request for Iraq.

“We need them more than ever, and now we need to support them more than ever,” said Sen. Lindsey
Graham, R-§.C., who met dozens of reservists serving on active duty while visiting Iraq and
Afghanistan Jast month.

Lawmakers are still working out the details of the $87 billion bill Bush requested Sunday to pay for
operations in Iraq and Afghanistan. Supporters of the health care proposal said they hoped to sce it
included in the original draft of the Iraq legislation. Lawmakers from both parties are negotiating with
the administration over the proposal.

_ 11-L-0559/0SD/19547
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September 16, 2003

TO: - Marc Thiessen
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld Dlﬂ

SUBJECT: More Info for Op-ed

Here is another paper on the subject of the historical record on these two countries

for that op-ed piece you are working on. Please see if you can weave it in.

Thanks.

Attach.
9/8/03 USD(P) Milestones -
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DATE: September 8, 2003
SUBJECT: ) Milestones _
Please have somebody promptly, that is t6 say within flive. woﬁdné days, getback
| 10 méiwith a piece of paper that ;hows ten or twelve key indicators, auch as Jerry
Bremer's put on the left side of his paper, and then show how long it took to
, #ehieve thcﬁ in Germany, in Japan, in Bosnia, in _KoSovo, in Afgﬁam’stan and in

Iraq. Itis tmportant that this get done accurately and promptly.

Thanks.
S )
Response. Atirciad
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INFO MEMO

FOR: SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
FROM: Douglas J. Feith, Under Secretary of Defense for Policy
SUBJECT: Milestones in Afghanistan, [raq, Germany, Bosnia, and Kosovo

¢ You asked for a table comparing milestones in the reconstruction of Germany, Japan,
Bosnia, Kosovo, Afghanistan and Iraq. Attached is our initial response.

o The matrix summarizes the milestones with three caveats:

— Japan was excluded from the comparison because General MacArthur held near-
absolute authority and kept the entire Japanese government and bureaucracy in
place. Thus, Japan was not considered comparable to the other cases.

— Endnotes explain subjective decisions and missing entries.

—  We will continue to research and refine the data.




Iraq and Afghanistan Compared with Historical Reconstruction

(The data within refers to the length of time from cessation of mujor combat operations)

Afghanistan Iraq Germany Bosnia

Training of
new military 8 months | 3 months 10 years -
begins
Local police | month> | 2months | 14 months | In place®

atrols begin
Local
governance 1 month® | 2months | 8 months® | In place
established :
National Pending Pending 4 yrs 10 months’
elections :
New Pending Pending 4 yrs 6 yr1s
constitution
Cabinet 1 month’ | 4 months |13 months" -
seated
Independent In place 2 months 3 years | 21 months
central bank
New 11 months | 2.5 months | 3 years 3 years
currency

11-L-0559/0SD/19551




OSD Policy
12 September 2003

Endnotes

! Separate militias in placc within Muslim-Croat Federation and Republika Sprska when Dayton Accords concluded.
[FOR/SFOR mandate did not include establishing a unified military force.

* Kosovo is formally an autonomous province of Serbia, and thus it is not entitled to a separate national mililary.

* Local militia-based forces began performing some police functions almost immediately after the Taliban was displaced.
The impartiality and cffectiveness of thesc forces were highly questionable.

* Local, ethnically-based, police resumed patrolling immediatcly after the Dayton Peace Accords. However, the UN
International Policc Task Force (IPTF) charged with reforming the Bosnian police was still struggling to influence local
policc forces after more than four years in operation.

3 Village Elders selceted groups of electors, who met in late May and carly June 2002 on a regional basis to choose district
represcntatives for the loya jirga.

® Elections for communitics of less than 20,000 occurred in J anuary 1946, with elections for larger communities occurnng
over the next few months. In French and British zones local elections occurred more slowly, but active local political life
had resumcd by late 1946,

7 Early nation-wide elections in Bosnia resulted in the retum to office of ethnic scparatists responsible for the 1992-1995
war, and thus were widely perceived as a failure.

% As an aulonomous province of Serbia, Kosovo docs not have a separate constitution. However, by the end of 2000,
Kosovo had its own commercial code, and a criminal and civil code different from those of Serbia.

? The Bonn Agreement in December 2001 created an Afghani Governiment.

' The Office of the Military Government of the United States (OMGUS) set up a Council of Ministers-President
{Lédnderrar) in November 1945, which did not begin to perform substantial executive functions until June 1946.

" Bosnia remains two scparate ethnically derived entities, each with its own government and military, with few joint
institutions.

2 The KLA quickly installed its own chosen ministers, mayors, and other officials throughout Kosovo. These individuals
were gradually, and with difficulty, replaccd by UN-appointed successors.
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TO: LTG John Craddock
FROM; Donald Rumsfeld/\}\

SUBIECT: FBIS

Y)“G\wo]OD

Q

This FBIS report says that these folks work for the $tats Department. 1 thetight CUIC TUUA%
they were DoD contractors. What is the truth?

Thanks.

Attach. ;
“Colombia: Cromos Magazine Reveals Photos of US Citzens Held by FARC,” September 12,
2003.
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BIS Text

Colombia: Cromos Magazine Reveals Photos of US Citizens Held by FARC - PHOTOS
LAP20030912000086 Bogota Caracol Television in Spanish 1730 GMT 12 Sep 03

[Corrected version: Adding closing bracket in jpg image notations; last minute news report; from
the "Caracol News" program]

[FBIS Translated Text)

Good afternoon. Pay attention: Cromos magazine has disclosed the first proof of life in
Colombia of the three US citizens who are in the hands of the FARC [Revolutionary Armed
Forces of Colombia)] after their plane fell in Caqueta on 12 February.

Photo of US hostages

Photo of US hostages

11-L-0559/0SD/19554



The photos show the three US citizens dressed in fatigues. They appear to be in good health
condition.

Photo of US hostages

Photo of US hostages

The US citizens workgd ssion of reconnaissance. The journalist
who traveled to the afga where they are being held cagftive said that the US citizens regularly send
messages to their relatives.

11-L-0559/0SD/19555




Photo of US hostages

The US Government is preparing to make a pronouncement on this topic this very afternoon.

[Description of Source: Bogota Caracol Television in Spanish -- private television station owied
by Bavaria Group and Santodomingo family]

THIS REPORT MAY CONTAIN COPYRIGHTED MATERIAL. COPYING AND
DISSEMINATION IS PROHIBITED WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE COPYRIGHT OWNERS.
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September 16, 2003
TO: Larry Di Rita 6
»)

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld’%. O
SUBJECT: L. Jean Lewis g
What about this Whitewater hire? Please let me knoiw,
Thanks.
Attach.

“Defense’s Whitewater Hire,” Newsweek, September 22, 2003.
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downtown museum between
April ¢ and April 12 as US.
forces entered Baghdad in the
waning days of the war against
the government of Saddam
Hussein. The looting was a
public relations disaster for the
United States, which was
sharply critivized for ignoring
the pillagers as they charged
through the museum.

Bogdanos, however,
defended U.S. actions, saying
the soldiers were being
atacked even as mobs
breached the museum's gates.
He said his team found an Iragi
spiper  posiion  in a
second-floor museum
storeroorn, as well as two firing
positions in the front and back
of the mam building and a
tocket mount -- along with twe
boxes of unexpended
rocket-propelied grenades -
atop the nearby children's
museum.

"This was  combat,”
Bogdanos said in an interview.
“It's remarkable that 19-, 20-
and 2l-year-old young men
exercised such restraint in not
returning fire.”

Critics of U.S. handling of
the looting as well as reponters
who covered it at the time,
however, have said that the
museum area was clearly under
U.S. control when the looting
took place. "Absolutely, they
could have stopped it," said
McGuire Gibson, an Irag
specialist at the University of
Chicago's Oriental Institute,
who visited Baghdad in early
May w0  help with the
investigation,

Gibson did not fault the
soldiers, however, but the high
command, which had been
wamed before the war that the
musenm would probably be a
prime looting target. "The
people doing the fighting had
another task,” Gibson said.
"They didn't know about the
museum,”

Bogdanos's team,
composed of four military
members  and  nine  U.S.

Customs  agents, arrived in
Baghdad on April 21. Museum
staff members, still incensed at
the initial wmilitary response to

the looting, were standoffish,
he said.

"There wasn't antagonism;
there was a lack of trust,” he
said. "You have to let people
know youre conducting an
investigation and you're in
control, but you have to do it
slowly, because this isn't your
culture.”

Gibson said that by the
time he arrived, the staffers
knew Bogdanos “was an honest
guy,” and they had started o
come clean, It was not as bad
as it looked, they said. Weeks
before the war, the staff had
emptied the display cases of
8,366 mostly priceless artifacts
and had taken them to a "secret
place.”

It took the staff another
month 1o tell Bogdanos where
the cache was and take him for
a visit. The material was intact.
Instead of thousands of items
missing from the display
collection, there were 40. Also
intact were the museum’s
39,453 manuscripts, stashed in
a bomb shelter in westemn
Baghdad.

Bogdanos and the team got
all the information they could
from the staff and visiting
volunteers such as Gibson, but
the test was police work. The
Warka Vase was reumned after
step-by-step negonations with
a "friend of a friend” of s
possessor, Bogdanos said.

“Youre sitting there,
tying not to let on that you
know what he's got, and you
can hear the museum folks
breathing next w you,” he said.
Although the vase was recumed
in pieces - as it had been
discovered in the 18805 --
Bogdanos said it can be fully
restored.

Ninety items were
recovered when "an informant
told us he knew a house where
a guy's selling antiquitics along
with weapons," Bogdanos said.
"We did a drive-by, checked it
out, picked a ume when there
was nobody on the street and
hit the building from all four
sides.”

The greatest piece of luck,
and the greatest misfortune,
occurred when thieves with

kmowledge of the museum's
catacombs broke into a
basement storeroom during the
looting and went straight to a
line of cabinets filled with
cylinder seals and the world’s
finest collection of Greek,
Roman, Islamic and Arabic
gold and silver coins.

They had a set of keys
they had stolen ftom elsewhere
in the museum, “but they
dropped them” in the dack ,

Bogdanos said: "lts the
Keystone Cops. Boxes are
thrown in every direction.

They lit the foam padding so
they could see. Can't you
mmagine two or three of them
screaming  at  each  other,
Where are the keys?' "

The cabinets were intact,
but the thieves emptied 103
plastic boxes containing beads,
pieces of jewelry, cylinder
seals and glass bottles worth a
fortune -- and, unlike the
world-famous artifacts from
upstairs, almost impossible to
trace.

"It would all fit in a large
backpack,” Bogdanos said.

Newsweek 2
Sepiember 22, 2003
Reriscope (
17, Defense’s ~
Whitewater Hire

The Bush admunistration
has  quietly installed a

surprising figure in a high-level
Pentagon post: L. Jean Lewis,
the former federal fraud
investigator who kicked up
major controversy in the "90s
over her allegations about the
Clintons’ Whitewater dealings.

Although there’s been no
public annmouncement of her
retum to govemnment, Lewis
has been given a
$118,000-a-year job as chief of
staff in the traditionally
nonpartisan Defense
Department’s inspector general
office. With 1,240 employees
and a budget of 3160 million,
this office is the largest of its
kind in the government. It
investigates fraud and audits
Pentagon contracts, including
the billions of dollars being
awarded in Iraq 10 companies

11-L-0559/0SD/19558
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like Halliburton and Bechtel.

As an investigator for the
now defunct Resolution Trust
Corp. in 1993, Lewis drafted a
criminal  referral  alleging
illegal Whitewater dealings
that eventually became the
basis for Ken Starr's probe.
Republicans praised Lewis s a
whistle-blower; Democrats
blasted her as a partisan. (In a
private lerter on her computer,
she omnce called Bill Clinton a
“lying bastard.”) Lewis told
NEWSWEEK she got her new
job last year after interviewing
with top administration
afficials at Defense. Although
they were aware of her
background, she says, “I would
prefer to think it was my ability
and skills they were interested
m')v

— Michael [sikoff

Washington Post

September 14, 2003

Pg. 1

18. Iraq Takes A Toll
On Rumsfeld

Criricism Mounts With Costs,
Casualties

By Thamas E. Ricks and
Vemon Loeb, Washington Post
Staff Writers

Since he returned to the
Pemtagon three years ago.
Donald H. Rumsfeld has been
one of the most activist
secretaries of defense 1 a
generation, challenging the
uniformed brass to modemize
the nation's military into a 21st
century fighting force and
leading the ammed services
through two major wars in 18
months.

Along the way, Rumsfeld
has rapkled many in the
military with his aggressive
style and far-reaching agenda
for “ransforming” the military,
even as he has won acclain for
his leadership of the Pentagon
through the trauma of the Sept.
11, 2001, attack on the
building and ensuing conflicts
in Afghanistan and [raq, and
the war on terrorism. Now, less
than five months after he
helped formulate and execute a
bold plan in which a US.
invasion force drove to



September 16, 2003

TO: David Chu
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld a\

SUBJECT: Sex Offenders

Is it true as this article suggests that the military has sex offenders?

Thanks.

Attach.
Jaspin, Elliot. “Military Has Sex Offenders,” Atlanta Journal-Constitution, September 14,
2003.
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efforts by the 122,000 troops
deployed there.

"I suspect he will be saved
by the sirong backs and the
creanvity of the Army soldiers
in Irag,” one White House aide
said, "And that's an incredible
rony.”

New York Times
September 13, 2603
19. Wolfowiiz Retreats

On Al Qaeda Charge
By Associated Press

WASHINGTON, Sept. 12
-~ The second-highest official
at the Pentagon rewreated today
from his assertion that
high-ranking lieutenants of
Osama bin Laden are plotting
with remnanis of Saddam
Hussein's govemment 10 kill
Americans in Iraq.

In a television interview
on Thursday’s anmiversary of
the Sept, 11 actacks, Deputy
Defense Secretary Paul
Wolfowitz said "a great many”
operatives of Al Qaeda were
working to link up with Iragis
loyal to Saddam's regime to
attack Americans,

But today Mr. Wolfowitz,
an architect of American policy
in Iraq, said he had misspoken.
He said American military
forces were still trying to
identify  foreign  fighters
flowing into lraq and whether
they are collaborating with

Iraqis 10 resist the
American-led occupation
forces.

On the subject of bin
Laden deputies, Mr. Wolfowitz
said today that he was referring
10 only one man, Abu Musab
al-Zargawi, one of the few
people that Bush
admimistration officials have
cited previously to assert links
between Al Qaeda and Iraq
before the war.

Mr. Zargawi allegedly
helped train Iraqis in the use of
poisonous chemicals and once
received medical care in
Baghdad, American officials
have said.

Atlanta Journal-Constitution
September 14, 2003

)

20. Military Has Sef
Offenders

By Elliot Jaspin, Cox
Washington Bureau

Washington -- Registered
sex offenders are serving in the
U.S. ammed forces, in some
cases in the Middle East, law
enforcement records show.

A reporer's check of sex
offender registries in five states
tumed up eight men listed as
serving in the Army or Marine
Corps. One was pictured on the
Web site of the Texas registry
in his Army uniform with the
notation "deployed to Kuwait.”

The four service branches
say they bar the enlistment of
convicted  sex  offenders.
Military officials
acknowledged the presence of
sex offenders and said
screening procedures are being
tightened to prevent such
enlistments.

The Army said it was not
cerain  how many  sex
offenders are in its ranks. The
Army issued a staternent
saying "preliminary inquiries”
indicate the number s
“"relatively small.”

In its statement, the Army
said any enlisted sex offenders
who conceal their convictions
could be dismissed from the
service or charged with
fraudulent enlistment under
military law.

However, Martha Rudd,
an Army spokeswoman, said
that if a person were added 10 a
sex offender registry after
enlistment, the soldier would
not be automatically dismissed.
She said decisions were made
on a "case-by-case” basis.

The Army said it had
granted 2,379 felony waivers
since 2001. A spokesman said
none of the waivers involved
s€x crimes.

Citing privacy concerns,
Army officials said they could
not comment on the cases af
any of the men found in the
newspaper check of sex
offender registries in Georgia,
Florida, Texas, Ohio and New
York.

Alonzo Wilson, a police
detective in Xenia, Ohio, said

that as part of a sting operation
in 2000 he came across Sgt.
Benjamin Schroeder, 27, in an
[nternet chat room used by
pedophiles 10 swap
pomography.

After Schroeder, who lives
in Texas, sent himm a movie of a
gyl about 10 years old
performing a sex act, Wilson
said he notified Texas police.
Schroeder's home in Copperas
Cove was raided, and he
pleaded guilty to the
possession and promotion of
child pomography.

Still, Schroeder continues
to serve in the military. On a
Web registry of sex offenders
maintained by the Texas
Department of Public Safety,
he is shown in his Amy
uniform with a notation that he
has been "deployed to Kuwait."

Loni Hix, a detective with
the Copperas Cove police who
handled the Schroeder case,

said her department
immediately notified the Army
that Schroeder had been
arrested.

The Army statement says
that in situations in which it
becomes aware “that a soldier
has been convicted of a sex
offense while a member of the
Army ... appropriate action will
be taken." It could not be
determined whether the Army
took any action with regard 10
Schroeder.

Besides Schroeder, (wo
other registered sex offenders
found in the newspaper survey
are hsted as serving in the
Middle East.

Georgia's  sex  offender
database says thai Douglas C.
Lawson, 27, of Thomasville, is
"in Iraq gone to war.” Lawson,
who pleaded guilty in North
Carolina in 1997 to indecent
liberty with a 14 year-old girl,
was a Marine at the time of the
incident and part of his
sentence was to be confined 10
barracks for six months,

A Marine Cormps
spokesman said Lawson was
discharged in 2000. It was
unclear whether he had since
enlisted with another branch of
the service, or whether the
Georgia database listing was

11-L-0559/0SD/19560
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SIMoneous.
Flonda  records  say
Thomas Collins, 31, of

Marianna was convicted in
Jackson County in 1995 of
lewd and lascivious behaviar
with a child under 16.

The Flonda Department of
Law Enforcement said there is
a note in Collins' file dated last
March that says he was being
deployed 10 Turkey with the
Army.

New York Times

September 15, 2003

21. Army Pushes

Human (And

High-Tech) Spying

By Thom Shanker
WASHINGTON, Sept. 14

—~- Violence against American

forces and the nascent
govemment in  lrag s
prompting the Army to

consider new, more efficient
ways 1o use specialists who
gather information from Iraqis
and scour intercepted
communications among
attackers, the Army's top
officer for intelligence says.

The emphasis on
high-resolution images of Iraqi
military positions collected by
satellites and spy planes to
guide the war effort has shifted
o human intelligence
gathering,  communications
intercepts and analysis, the
officer, Lt. Gen. Keith B.
Alexander, said in a recent
interview,

But the need for more
specialists  in  human and
communications  intelligence
"doesn't mean we need a
greater force structure,” said
General Alexander, who was
promoted in July to become the
Army's deputy chief of staff for
intelligence.

As part of an effort under
way throughout the Pentagon
to relieve the strain on ground
forces by assigning woops in
units more carefully tailored to
individual assignments,
General Alexander said, Army
intelligence 15 asking, “Can we
build it more modular, to get
teams that we can send in



September 16, 2003

TO: Paul Wolfowitz

FROM: Donald Rumsfel@t

SUBJECT: Weekly Standard

Please do something about the Weekly Standard. They seem to be on a weekly

campaign against our work in Irag. Why don’t you 1alk to them.
Don’t wait. Do it soon.

Thanks.

Attach,
Kagan, Frederick. “Now You See [t, Now You Don't,” Weekly Standard, Seplember 22, 2003.
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military contract, Mr. Forgeard
said Airbus would need to
team with 2 major American
defense company. He said talks
are omgoing,” but 1o
agreements have been reached.
Under such a deal, Airbus

would supply an aircraft, to
which the U.S. company would
such  as

add equipment,
electronics. In A

working
credibili

Weekly Standard -
September 22, 2003
46. Now You See It,

Now You Den't
Resorting to magical thinking
aboiit defense obligations.
By Fredenck W. Kagan

It's odd: A secretary of
defense in charge of vital
COUNtEriNSurgency,
counterterrorism,
peacckeeping, and
nation-building operations that
have stretched the armed forees
to the breaking point is fiercely
fighting increases in the size of
those forces. Despite calls for
more troops from senaters John
McCain, Xay Bailey
Hutchison, Joe Biden, and
many others, Donald Rumsfeld
has developed plans that rely
on magic 10 cover over the
reality that our armed forces
are too small.  When,
inevitably, the magic fails, the
United Siates may find itseX in
a temible position in Irag and in
the world.

At first, Rumsfeld
appeared to accept the premise
that there were not enough
combat troops available for the
missions in Iraq, Afghanistan,
and elsewhere. He proposed a
plan to increase the number of
soldiers in combat formations
by ‘“civilianizing” Defense
Department jobs currently held
by active-duty soldiers. At the
same ime, he proclaimed that
larger forces really are not
necessary because supetior
intelligence capabilities  will
allow the United States
predict our eneries’ actions
and enable us to send precisely

tailored forces to threatened
areas just in time. Both of these
proposals conceal the nisks and
costs that they entail.

Uniformed personnel
whom civilians might replace
come from two categories: the
intellectual parts of the armed
forces devoted to long-range
planning, concept
development, education, and
wraining, and the logistical
system that is one of ow
greatest advantages over allies
and  enemies.  Excluding
uniformed personnel from the
intellecual activities of the
armed forces would exacerbate
a mend toward
anti-intellectualism  in  the
services. In the worst case, it
would leave the United States
with  uniformed  military
technicians executing plans
and concepts designed by
civilian contractors.  Given
Rumsfeid’s interactions with
the military to date, there is
reason to suspect that this is,
indeed, his goal. The Defense
Department, moreover, has
atready gone far toward
entrusting its military thinking
to civilians, as the proliferation
of projects run by outside think
tanks attests. This unfortunate
development  should  be
reversed, not reinforced.

Tuming the multifarious
logistical  positions = now
occupied by uniformed
personnel over to civilians is
even more misguided. Civilian
personnel differ from military
personnel  in  two critical
respects. First, they are bound
by contracts that specify
precisely the duties they are to
perform and the circumsiances
under which they are 1o
perform  them.  Military
personnel are on call 24/7 and
their duties are whatever their
superiors order them to do.
Second, civilians are not
expected to face personal
danger and do not have the
same protection as mulitary
personael. It is  neither
reasonable nor just--nor in
many cases legal--to expect
them to place themselves in
harm's way.

These differences have

consequences for  military
activities. When  things
absolutely have to get done at a
certain time, ft is possible to
order uniformed personnel to
do  whatever it takes (o
accomplish them.  Civilian
conmractors cannot  be  s0
ordered--their supervisors are
legally obliged to abide by the
terms of their contracts. Even
at cafical times, then, civilian
contractors may not get things
done, and the military
personnel relying on them may
have no recourse.

This problem is acute in
theaters of war, where
contractors  may  become
targets of enemy missiles and
bombs. Civilian contractors
may be no less brave or willing
to bear risks than soldiers, but
they are neither trained nor
equipped to do so. Nor do they
have the health care and
insurance benefits that help
make facing those risks
acceptable to the uniformed
military or the family support
structures that make prolonged
deployments tolerable for their
families.

One could design contracts
for these personnel, to be sure,
that put them on call 24/7,
provide training and
equipment, supply medical and
insurance benefits and access
to family support stctures.
But when one has done all of
that, one has simply created
soidiers without uniforms, and
eliminated all of the cost
benefits that Rumsfeld sees in

"civilianizing” the armed
forces.

Further  reliance  on
technology and s supposed
efficiencies is equally

unacceptable. The notion that
U.S. security should depend on
the ability of our intelligence
technology to wam us of
atiacks or threats suggests
bankruptcy of thought at the
senior levels of the Pentagon. It
should be enough to list the
most  recent  inielligence
failures--notably the September
11 anacks and the failure to
find weapons of mass
destruction in Irag--to show the
absurdity of this idea,
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More  important,  this
proposal completely misses the
current crisis facing the U.S.
military. American forces are
not overstreiched by the danger
from potential new crises,
forcseen or unforeseen. They
are stretched to the breaking
point by aur  current
requirements in frag alone.
Even complewly eliminating
the US. deployments in
Bosnia, Kosovo, and
Afghanistan would not save
enough troops to make the
current deployment in Irag
sustainable. It would free up
pethaps 4 of the 12 combat
brigades needed to maintain
our current force levels in lrag
for more than a year. Perfect
clairvoyance  about  future
crises would neither alleviate
the current situation nor, for
that matter, help us meet new
crises, for which we have no
forces availahle,

Recently, Rumsfeld and
others have begun to argue that
American forces in Irag can be
largely replaced by toops
drawn from the international
community and by Iraqis
themselves, thus obviating the
need for any change in the
American military structure at
all. Considering Rumsfelds
focus on the need for perfect
intellipence, this notion is
amazingly shonsighted. The
single most important source of
intelligence in Irag--as in any
peacekeeping, nation-building,
or counterinsurgency
situation--is the wroops on the
ground. Those troops interact
with the local population, learr
which sources they can trust,
and are trusted in tum by the
locals w0 act promptly and
ntelligently on £
information. Replacing
American troops with Iragis
will reduce the amoum and
accuracy of the intelligence we
receive,

For one thing, the Iragis'
traditional solutions to internal
disorder involved torture and
exccution more than the
painstaking  gathering  of
intelligence for surgical raids.
It will take more than the few
months Rumsfeld and others
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TO: Marc Thiessen

b YT

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld J

SUBIECT: Op-ed |

We have to get an op-ed piece or something that responds to all these allegations
that the planning was imperfect. They have taken a series of items here and listed
them—that oil would fund reconstruction, that Iragi troops would help keep the
peace, that resistance would fade quickly, etc. I think we ought to get a decent

piece that goes at their allegations hard.

Let’s do it fast; let’s not wait. Put some real beef on it. Please try to get back to

me by Thursday or Friday with a draft. ;

Thanks.

Attach.
Early Bird articles
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from Karbala. His employer is
not paying his salary and with
what he is eaming for his
miljtary service, he estimated
the couple was losing $2,000 a
month. His wife had to leave
their aparument and move in
with her father, he said.

“They told us when we

first got deployed it would be
six months -— the whole
thing," he said. "I thought I
could handle that, 1 wasn't
aware of my wife's situation
and I thought 1 could suck it up
and drive on, as the soldiers
say.”
But Mr. Preston said he
felt ill-prepared for his
assignment with the &70th,
never having been trained for
military police work — riot
control, arrest procedures, how
to convoy and how to protect
the convoys — receiving only
two months training at Fort
Lewis before being sent to
Iraq. He said he would leave
the National Guard as soon as
he could.

“I'm trying to do a job that
I'm not qualified o do,” he
said. "But when you tell your
superiors, they're looking at
you like none of that matters.
They just need the bodies, they
just need the numbers.”

Of his wife, he said, "] feel
like 1 owe her the complete rest

of my life."
As the leader of the
870th's  “family  readiness

group,” — each company has
one under a program that
General Monroe enhanced
before his troops were sent to
Iraq — Mrs. Gorski is dealing
with a lot of the frustrations
that the families are enduring.
Leading the group was a job
her husband had planned to do
until he was deployed io Iraq,
she said.

Her  telephone  rings
constantly, and she has an
$11,000 credit card bill, from
charges for postage, care
packages, telephone calls to
Iraq and food for the family
support meetings and dinners,
she said.

"I'm in a way fighting my
own war on the home front,"
she said. “I don't know what

day it is. I wake up and there
are phone calls that need to be
made, meetings need 1o be
planned, people need help or if
they don't have questions they
need 10 be consoled. 1 have io
tell them everything is going to
be O.K.°

Mrs. Gorski said that
while the E70th and its four
sister companjes were in Fort
Lewis, there were five
divorces, two  atempted
sujcides, several bankrupicies
and a lot of depression among
soldiers and their spouses. Her
central mission now, she said,
is to make sure that “nobody
dies on my watch, nobody ends
up in the loony bin, that all the
heads stay above water.”

Even when, she sa
she feels like doing is
in bed or staring at te distant
San Francisco skyline from her
bedroom, even when she is so
unable to concentrate that the
study guide for her real estate
test "might as well be in
Swahili,” she forces herself to
be a cheerleader for the others.

Mrs. Gorski encourages
them to go to counseling, and
has started going herself, she
said. She organizes potluck
dinners and picnics and has set
up a phone tree t0 keep the
families informed about the
soldiers, using 10 volunteers,
including her mother and her
mother-in-law.

On Tuesday, when the
news broke that reservists and
National Guard troops would
probably stay longer, she asked
the volunteers to activate the
phone tree, telling them that
she did not know how that
would affect the 870th but to
ask the families how they were
holding up.

It was still unclear over the
weekend if the 870th would
have to stay for the full year.
For the families, it was a
roller-coaster  week. On
Tucsday, Mrs. Gorski heard
that the company was in limbo.
On Thursday, she heard that
the company would have to
stay, and she planned a
meeting with the other families
to talk about taking their case
to elecied officials, Then, on
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Friday, Mrs, Martin said she
heard from her husband that
the 870th was not staying, but
on Sawrday she said be told
her that they were.

Through it all, Mrs. Gorski
sajd she was forcing herself to
believe that her husband would
return safely, whenever thai
might be.

T couldn't be one of the
women who could deal with
lasing their husbands, so God
can't do that to me,” she said.
"Whether it's irrational, that's
the way my brain reasons it,
and I feel like wekave way too
many, - guardian angels who

411 Time
September 22, 2003
Pg. 26
7. Facing Reality
George Bush gambled that
overthrowing Saddam without
the U.N.'s help and boxing out
Arafar would pay big
dividends. Now all bets are off
as the Administration adjusts
its strategy. Here are the new
calculations — and risks.
By Michzael Elliott

Just before 8:46 a.m. on
Sept. 11--the moment that, two
years ago, American Airlines
Flight 11 crashed into the north
wower of the World Trade
Center — President George W.
Bush, Vice President Dick
Cheney and their  wives
stepped onto the lawn of the
White House for a moment of
silence. During that long day of
remembrance, the President's
only public engagement was at
St. John's Church on Lafayetie
Square, across the street from
the White House. A year ago,
Bush spent 14 hours visiting all
three sites of destuction and
death — downtown Manhattan,
the Pentagon and Shanksville,
Pa. He ended that pilgrimage
with a speech at Ellis Island —
the Statue of Liberty and the
wounded New York City
skyline providing a backdrop
both poignant and uplifting.
This year, by contrast, a White
House aide said before Sept.
11, “the message is low key." It
could hardly have been lower.

page 14

In brief and halting
remarks afier the service at St
John's, the President
remembered those who lost
their lives two years ago, and
the heroism, decency and
compassion shown by
Americans on that “sad and
terrible day.” Sept. 11 is worth
remembering for all those
reasons and for one other,
which is now proving
impossible to forget. In his
response to the attacks, Bush
launched the U5, on an
unprecedented and  hugely
ambitious campaign to rid the
world of terrorism, 10 remove
those regimes that - aided
terrorists in the past or might
do so in the future, and to
ensure that weapons of mass
destruction do not leach into
the hands of terrorists or their

- sympathizers. But to do that,

Bush set out an even grander
effort to pacify an arc of crisis
running from Marrakesh
Bangladesh. Hence, two wars
5o far — in Afghanistan and
Iraq — plus a concerted U.S.
effort 0 set Israelis and
Palestinians on a road map io a
peaceful setilement. In  the
most hopeful version of the
Administration's strategy, these
objectives come iogether in a
virtwous circle -~ and peace
breaks out all over. Having
scen that the U.S. was a "strong
horse" in Afghanistan and Iraq,
Palestinian  radicals  would
realize — by some process
never quite explained — that
there is no point continuing to
use violence as a way of
advancing their political goals,

All this may yet come lo

pass. The Bush Administration -

remorselessly reminds anyone
who will listen that it never
promised a quick and easy
consummation of its policies.
But it has not come to pass yet,
and Bush was forced to reckon
last week with the reality of the
enormous task he has set
himself and to acknowledge
that it is messier, more
daunting and more complicated
than he ever imagined. Bush
needs help, and he has
admiteed as much by calling on
the U.N, Security Council to



pass a new resolution to
encourage the flow of more
money and armed forces into
Iraq. How he copes with the
new reality on the ground and
whether he gets the help he
seeks will determine the fate of

his presidency.

The Big Picture

For a few weeks, as the
anniversary of Sept. 11

approached, the White House
was thinking how best to
advance the Administration's
goals. Aides kmew the news
from lraq was unsetiling the
public, and they knew too that
it would take more than a few
presidential homilies to calm
everyone's nerves. "There was
a time,” said a White House
aide, "when we could just give
a speech, and that would take
care of an jssue. We can't do
that now.,"” The new strategy
was to “hig-picture Iraq” and
place the struggle there in the
larger context of the global war
on terrorism. Bush was pleased
with his reception at the
Vewerans of Foreign Wars
convention on Aug. 26, and it
was on that day that the idea of
giving a televised speech to the
nation began to take shape. So
on Sept. 7, after the NFL
games, Bush, the go-it-alone
ranger, twumed  reluctant
multilateralist. He called on
other countries, whatever their
“past differences” with the
US., to step up to their
“present duties" in what the
Admimstration likes to call the
“central front" in the war on
terrorism.  "Members of the
United Nations,” said Bush,
"now have the opportunity —
and the responsibility — to
assume a broader role in
assuring that Irag becomes a
free and democratic nation.”
Bush said he would ask
Congress for $87 billion in the
curent fiscal year for the
military and for reconstruction
of Iraq and Afghanistan. That
breathtaking figure constitutes
11% of the entire discretionary
spending in the federal budget.
But the grim reality in the
arc of crisis was unchanged by
his speech, Two days after the
President  spoke,  suicide

bombers from Hamas, the
radical  Palestinian  group,
killed 15 Israelis in Jerusalem
and Tel Aviv. The Israeli
government  responded by
announcing that it had made a
decision to expel Yasser
Arafat, chairman of the
Palestinian Authority, from the
West Bank. Then al-Jazeera,
the Arab satellite-TV channel,
showed a videotape of Osama
bin Laden and Ayman
al-Zawahiri — the leader and
ideologist,  respectively, of
al-Qaeda — strolling arourd a
boulder-strewn  mountainside
with the insouciance of a
couple of friends hiking in the
Adjrondacks, a  sobering
reminder that those who lead
the network responsible for the
worst  terrorist aftacks in
history remain at large. On
Friday U.S. forces in Iraq were
involved in a fire fight at
Fallujah in which they killed
eight Tragi policemen, and the
same day, two American
servicemen died in another
battle. “The forces of reality
have set in," said Senator
Chuck Hagel, a Nebraska
Republican and member of the
Senate  Foreign  Relations
Committee, in what may be the
year's finest understatement.
Looking for Leverage
When it comes to Israel
and Palestine, it seems as
though the U.S. can do litde
more than hope for the best. A
senior  State  Department
official grimaced last week as
he watched TV pictures of
Palestinians rallying to Arafat’s
compound in  Ramallah.
"Ignoring him is better than
making him the center of
attention,” said the official.
There was little the State
Department could do. After 2
1/2 years of wying — and
failing — to pressure Israeli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, a
glum official admitted, "We
have no weight with the
Israelis." Yet Sharon still fears
the White House, so on
Thursday  night  National
Security Adviser Condoleezza
Rice called a senior Israeli
official to try to get Jerusalem
to back down from its pledge

o eject Arafat. Washingion has
kept in constant touch with
Ahmed Qurei, better known as
Abu Ala, appointed Palestinian
Prme Minister by Arafat on
Sept. 7. A Palestinian official
claims that the U.S. has told
Abu Ala, "Dont worry, the
Israelis won't kick Arafat our.”

But if the White House
still has some muscle with the
Ksraelis, it has less and less
with the Palestinians.
Washington pressed Abu Ala
to appoimt an emergency
Cabinet that would take control
of the Palestinian security
apparatus and crack down on
Hamas and other radical
groups, but Abu Ala backed
down under presswe from
Arafat and others. Some in the

Administration wondered
whether the new Prime
Minister was already

compromised. "The U.S. has
made it pretty clear,”" says this
official, "that we won't support
someone who is the voice of
Yasser Arafat.”

Iraq: Help Wanted

In the case of Irag, the
administration is dealing with
the new reality by wying to
intenationalize the task of
reconstruction. Inevitably,
given the scarcely disguised
disdain that some in the
Administration have shown for
the U.N., the decision to seek a
new Security Council
resolution was branded a
reversal of policy. And
inevitably, members of the
Administration, who would not
admit to ervor if the Inquisition
pat  them  through am
auto-da-fe, scoffed at the very
idea, stressing their flexibility,
reminding skeptics — how
could anyone have thought
otherwise?--that they have
been multilateralists all along.
"We've been making course
comections virtually om a
weekly basis," said Deputy
Secretary of Defense FPaul
Wolfowitz last week.
Surprisingly,  given  the
animosity between Washington
and Paris this year, that view is
endorsed by a senior French
diplomat. "They very
pragmatically see that the
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situation has got to change,”
this diplomat says, “and they're
trying to fix it."

It was plain that Irag
needed fixing months ago.
With continued attacks on U.S.
troops and mounting pressure
to bring them home, the
Administration started looking
for ways to bring in more
foreign soldiers. They first
sought o get iroops from India,
Pakistan and Turkey, among
others, into the theater of
operations. But since none of
these nations would commit
without a new Security Council
resolution, desultory
discussions took place in July
on the possibility of a new
U.N. mandate. They didn't get
very far. Bush left for his
vacation in Crawford, Texas,
calling for a  pgreater
international presence in Irag

but avoided saying whether the
UN. would have more
authority there.

It was not until the
bombing of U.N. headquarters
in Baghdad on Aug. 19 that an
interagency group in
Washington began working on
a draft resolution. On Sept. 2,
Rice and Secretary of State
Colin Powell met with Bush to
discuss the broad outlines of a
proposal that would reinforce
an intemational pledge to Iraq's
security and encourage other
nations to commit funds to the
country’s recomstruction. (A
donors’ conference to rustle up
money for Iraq has already
been scheduled for Madrid in
October) Powell told Bush
that under the terms of the draft
resolution, the U.S. would
continue to run the military
operation in Imaq. “This
works,” said the President as
the meeting ended.

It may - but there's hard
pounding to be done before
that's certain. Detailed talks
started on Saturday, when
Powell met in Geneva with
UN. Secretary-General Kofi
Amnan and the Foreign
Ministers of China, Britain,
Russia and France — the other
permanent members of the
Security Council — to discuss
a new U.N. mandate for Irag.



that haven't panned out.

Oil Would
Reconstruction

Although war planners
knew that  Irag's oil
infrasructure would  need
fixing, they  drastically
underestimated just how much.
In March, Wolfowitz 1old
Congress that Irag would
generate anywhere from $50
billion to $100 billion in oil
revenues over the first two to
three years. Now it tums out
that the ramshackle oil industry
(much of its technology dates
back to the 1970s) will make
bardly any money this year
from exporting oil, and only
$12 billion next year. From
2005 onward, oil revenues
could pull in $20 billion a year,
but that would require buoyant
oil prices and a halt to the
widespread sabotage of wells
and pipelines.

Qil production isn't the
only problem. The Pentagon's
plans assumed that Irag's
industrial base and utilities
were in working order, Instead,
they're in a sorry state. And
without basic utilities, factories
aren't generating very much of
anything — including badly
needed jobs that would help
win hearts and minds. The new
Electricity Minister, Ayham
al-Samaraie, estimates it will
cost $18 billion just w fix the

Fund

power grid.

Iragqi Treops Would
Help Keep the Peace

A large American

peacekeeping deployment in
Iraq was the last thing Defense
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld
wanted when he was planning
the war. He and his deputy,
Wolfowitz, hoped to bolster
postwar security by
redeploying elements of Irag's
400,000 troops to supplement
the relatively small invading
force, With Saddam gone, the
plan was for Irag's civil
servants and police to step in to
help run the country while a
U.S.-chosen governing coungil
handled the nitty-gritty of
administration vntil democracy
blossomed.

The first miscalculation
was based on another faulty

assumption — that Iraqi ooops
would stick amound to
surrender. As it tumed out,
only a tiny fraction of Irag's
military sumrendered 10
coalition forces. The majonty
simply melted away. But the
plan to use the few remaining
Iraqi troops for peacekeeping
was scrapped, and the way it
was done boomeranged on the
occupying  authorities.  Soon
after amiving in Irag, Paul
Bremer, head of the Coalition
Provisional Authority (CPA),
ordered Irag's military
dissolved. He argued that this
was merely a symbolic act, but
it infuriated Iragi troops who
had put up little resistance to
the invasion - as encouraged
by leaflets dropped by the
U.S.-led coalition. Some of
those ex-soldiers are
presumably among those who
continue w0  aftack  the
Amenican occupiers. Bremer
agreed 1o keep paying roughly
half the troops he had
dismissed, and he is now
training volunteers to staff the
new Iragi military, which
should have 12,000 soldiers
within a year. A new police
force is being trained, but those
currently working for the CPA
are targets for harassment and
even assassination. The Iragi
Governing Council, appointed
by the U.S., has little authority,
and its members are seen by
many Iragis as collaborators
with the occupying power.

Resistance Would Fade
Quickly

The Pentagon did
anticipate a centain amount of
postwar resistance — a small
amount that wouldn't last long,
But the Pentagon didn't
envision that thousands of
American troops would be
under almost constant attack by
guerrillas or that so many of
the fighters would be
foreigners who regard the U.S.
occupation of Iraq as the Super
Bowl of jihad. The Pentagon
appareatly calculated that as
the country settled down and
its oil spigots opened and
helped finance reconstruction,
resistance would quickly be
marginalized. Even after it

became clear this summer that
attacks on allied troops were
intepsifying, Rumsfeld
described them as the exertions
of a few Baathist
"dead-cnders.” Yet a pair of
Armmy studies published before
the war cautioned that the
goodwill of Iragis would be
fleering and violent
nationalism rife --that things,
in short, could quickly become
messy. "There were a lot of
people in the Army who were
aware of what the occupation
might require,” says Conrad
Crane, an Army War College
scholar who co-wrote both
reperts on lrag’s postwar
challenges. "Thai message
didn't seem to pet to Ceniral
Command or the Defense
Secreiary’s staff.”

By Unmesh Kher.
Reported by Mark Thompson
and Douglas
Waller/Washington and
Vivienne Walt/Baghdad

USA Today
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9. Soldier Killed 2 Days
After 'Friendly Fire'
Incident

fragis say U.S. apology is not
enough

By Glen C. Carey, Special for
USA Today

FALLUJAH, Imq — A
U.8. soldier was killed and
three were wounded Sunday in
an attack cutside a city that two
days earlier was the scene of
one of the most serious
“friendly  fire"  incidents
involving U.S. forces in Iraq,

Soldiers with the 82nd
Airbome Division stationed at
a nearby base said a Humvee
was  destroyed by an
improvised explosive device.
Sunday's death brings to 155
the number of soldiers killed
since President Bush declared
an end to major conflict on
May 1.

Fallujah is a city of
200000 in the “Sunni
Triangle," an area known 1o
harbor supporters of former
Iragi Jeader Saddam Hussein.
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The US. ilitary was
subjected to nearly daily
attacks over a two-month
period beginning in April when
US. soldies fiued on
protesters, killing 18 and
injuring 78.

Now, residents of this
town 30 miles west of Baghdad
are seething with anger again
over the deaths of eight Iraqi
policemen and a Jlordanian
security guard.

The incident occurred
early Friday when about 25
uniformed lragi policemen in
two pickups and a sedan were
chasing a white BMW known
to have been used by highway
bandits near Fallujah, said
Asem Mohammed, a police
sergeant who was wounded.

The police tumed around
after losing sight of their
quarry at a 1.5, checkpoint
near the Jordanian Hospital, A
nearby American patrol opened
fire, Mohammed said. At least
nine people were injured.

The U.S. military issued a
statement Salurday expressing
regret and offering condolences
to the victims' families.

But the apology didn't
satisfy many residents, some of

whom called for revenge
attacks against the U.S.
military.

Angry moumners marched
through the city on Saturday.
They brandished Kalashnikov
machine guns and
rocket-propelled grenades as
they = followed the
Iraqi-flag-draped coffins of the
eight policemen who died.

“The mourners passed by
the mayor's office out front
here,* Adnan Jumaili, 35, a

Fallujah police force
commander, said  Sunday.
"They were armed with

machine guns. We felt that we
would be shot at because we
work with the Amenecans, but
it was more a display of force.
They were protesting the
American presence.”

Firas Najib, 20, a resident
of Fallujah who sells cold
sodas and cigarettes at a stand
on a highway that runs from
Fallujah to Baghdad, also said
the city was in an uproar over



Snowflake

September 17, 2003

TO: David Chu
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld /QIL

SUBJECT: Recruitment of Hispanics

1 announced today, as you requested, that you are in charge of the effort to recruit

more Hispanics. [ want to know what you are doing, so I can have a sense of it.

Thanks.
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Snowflake

September 16, 2003

TO: Larry Di Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W

SUBJECT: DACOWITS

Joyce tells me that three people are leaving DACOWITS and we need more

S;i-f""o“’- Q h{,f

people. 1 want to get involved in it before people have been interviewed and
talked to. One of the people | think ought to go on is Margaret (Muggy)

Hoffmann, Marty’s wife.

Please don’t let it get so far down the track as it did last time with a lot of people

selected when I don’t have a voice in it.

Thanks.
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TO: Larry Di Rita O
-+

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld

SUBIJECT: Pelosi and Murtha Press Briefing

Someone said that Pelosi and Murtha have called for my resignation. Please get

the text. [ haven’t seen it.

Thanks.
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9/1/7/03
11:25am

Sir,

Congressman Duke Cunningham called to speak with you. He simply wanted you to
know, with all the Pelosi talk going on, you have him as a staunch warrior...and damn
the torpedos!

He would like to talk to you for 15 seconds, when you have time.

I can connect you in the car if you wish.

Cell: [©)(6)

Vi,

(b))

s>
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PRESS CONFERENCE WITH HOUSE MINORITY LEADER NANCY PELOSI (D-CA) AND
REPRESENTATIVE JOHN MURTHA (D-PA) RE: POST-WAR IRAQ LOCATION: ROOM H-206, U.S.
CAPITOL, WASHINGTON, D.C. DATE: TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 1€, 2003

Copyright {c) 2003 by Federal News Service, Inc., 620 National Press Building,
Washington, DC 20045 USA. Federal News Service is a private firm not affiliated
with the federal government. No partion of this transcript may be copied, sold
or retransmitted without the written authority of Federal News Service, Inc.
Copyright is not claimed as to any part of the original work prepared by a
United States government officer or employee as a part of that person's official
duties. For information on subscribing to the FNS Internet Service, please
email to info@fednews.com or call (2021824-0570

REP. PELOSI: 1I'm pleased to be here this morning with Congressman Jack
Murtha of Pennsylvania, the ranking Democrat on the Defense Appropriations
Subcommittee.

Mr. Murtha is a decorated Vietnam veteran. Among his awards is the
Purple Heart. For 30 years in Condress, he has championed the interest of our
military men and women. TI‘ve seen the esteem in which Mr. Murtha is held by our
military when I had the oppoartunity of joining him on a visit to our troops at
the beginning of March, just before the beginning of hosrilities. We visited
the theater. I saw the respect, esteem, regard that our troops had for him, as
well as the generals.

During that wvisit, Mr. Murtha raised guestions about the military's
ability to sustain this force for an extended period of time. I've also seen
firsthand the personal concern that Mr. Murtha has for the brave Marines and
Naval personnel when we visited Bethesda Naval Hospital. He has visited, of
course, the Walter Reed Hospital, as well. But I saw firsthand at Bethesda his
personal concern that he'll tell you about.

Under Mr. Murtha's leadershlp, Democrats in Congress will be sure that
cur troops will have what they need to successfully accomplish their mission and
to return home safely.

I'm pleased to present Mr. Murtha for some comments. Thank you for
your leadership. Jack Murtha.

REP. MURTHA: Thank you.

Let me say that Nancy and I went to the jumping-off place three or four
days before the war. And we saw the troops -- and she wanted to go con her first
foreign trip to make sure that even though she was against the resolution, that
the troops understood she was for them, and she would do everything she could as
a Democratic leader to support the troops that are overseas.

We got as good a briefing as I['ve ever seen: detailed, comprehensive,
about the war itself. The planning, even with the contingency of not getting
through Turkey, worked out well. [t was well-planned and well-executed. And we
learned that there was a red line. And that red line, if we crossed that red
line, they would attack us with biological and chemical weapons. We also heard
from the commanders that if Saddam Hussein was cornered, they would fire these
weapons at us. I believed that. And since that time, I believe we have been
discredited internationally because of that misinformation.

11-L-0559/0SD/19571



I don't care what they find now when they talk abcut these programs.
and I think they'‘re making a big mistake when they try to change the direction
they’'re going and the justification for going to war.

There's 587 billion in front of us right now as a package.

They miscalculated the opposition after the war -- when I say "after the
war® I use the defining moment as when the president said the war was over.
There was a miscalculation of opposition, there was a miscalculation of the
infrastructure, And I think we were overly optimistic nationally. or
internationally, about what we were going to do, and how we could do it. So the
Iragi people had to understand we got -- you know, they're going to come in here
a wave a wand, this thing's going toc be all over. and, of course, they
miscalculated in what they needed.

Two years ago, cone of my staffers asked the Army "Do you have encugh
kevlar inserts for the flak jackets?" We all understand what the flak jackets
are that they wear when they're in combat. The kevlar are the heavy ceramic
inserts that protect them. Every single wounded person I met at Bethesda or
Walter Reed after Afghanistan or after Irag, if they were wounded, said the flak
jackets with kevlar saved them. One fellow said, "If I'd had a kevlar in my

flak jacket" -- his stomach was opened up, and I was trying to kid with him. I
said, "You know, there's some guys like -~ shaped like Mark Shields that -- they
would pay for an operation like that -- pay big money.® (Laughter.} And the kid

started to laugh, and then it hurt him to laugh. And he said, "I can't laugh.®
But, at any rate, he said, "If I'd had kevlar, this wouldn't have happened to
me_ﬂ

Now, that is unconscionable. 1It's only the Army. But they should have
ordered these things before -- every single person -- and you know what the Army
told us, just a year ago? They said, "All the front line troops will have
kevlar in their vests.” But there’s no blank-blank front lines in Irag. You
see that there are so many of them that are being hurt that aren't -- being
wounded that aren‘t in the front lines.

Second thing they didn't have is a jammer. A jammer is a little device
that jams the signal between the telephone that they're using to detonate the
bombs. And, of course, they had one in the first -- in the brigade that I
visited, and they needed a lot more. I think they needed 70 or 80 of them. Aand
in the division they only had nine. In other words, what I'm saying is, you ride
down the road and there's a bhomb on the side of the road, and it's detonated by
a jammer -~ or detonated by a telephone, and the jammer will stop that signal.
And they deon't have them.

Tracks for Bradleys. One-third of the Bradleys are deadlined
because of lack of spare parts, and a hig part of that are tracks. I mean, this
is things you think about before you go. These Bradleys are traveling a
thousand miles a month, and they normally travel a thousand miles a year. It
costs $22,000 to refurbish these Bradleys, every single one of them. All these
costs were miscalculated.

The spare parts problem. Wwhen General Schwarzkopf, in the '81 war,
sald -- when he introduced General Pagonis, he said, "This is the guy that wen
the war, the logistics guy." He did a phenomenal job, Pagonis did, and he gave
him complete credit for what happened.
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This time we've had all kinds of problems, not necessarily because of
the Army logistic system; because of the bureaucrats back here took it upon
themselves to say they don't need them; the frontline troops only need them.
They don't need this egquipment.

We put money in -- and I see that they have put money in the
supplemental, in this $65.5 billion, which is the military part of the
supplemental, they've put money into this program.

Now, miscalculation. Now, let me read something that Bush One said
after the war; he says it in his book. Bush One says, "Trying to eliminate
Saddam, extending the ground war into the occupation of Irag would have violated
our guidelines about not changing objectives in mid-stream, engaging in mission
creep, and would have incurred incalculable human, political costs.

Apprehending him was probably impossible.”

This is George Bush talking about Saddam Hussein.

"We had not been able to find Noriega in Panama, which we knew
intimately. We would have been forced to occupy Baghdad and, in effect, rule
Iraq- i

Bush One said this.

Now, don't tell me they didn't know there was going to be a problem.
General Abizaid said to Nancy and myself, when we were in Irag, “Indications are
the military problem will not be as tough as the aftermath.®

Semebody has to go. Somebody has to be held responsible. I went out
to Bethesda not long ago. I see a young fellow without a hand. He has a thumb
and a finger missing. He's going to lose his foot, probably. He's blind --
he's been blinded in one eye. He was defusing bomblets. We dropped the
bomblets; the bomblets -- a percemtage of them don't go off. I've heard
anywhere from 10 ko 25 percent don't go off. He defused thousands of them.

Beverly Young, Bill Young's wife, angel of mercy, she goes to the
hospitals all the time to minister to the wounded, to help them with morale and
talk to them, and raises and money and does everything she could. As a matter
of fact, they presented her with a medal because she's done so much.

She called me and said, "We've gct this one young Marine who's
losing hope. You've got to talk to him." This is the young fellow I'm talking
about. 8o I went in to talk to him. He said to me, he said, "Do you think what
happened to me is worthwhile?" 2And I explained to him, I said, "Let me tell you
something. You defused" -- after he told me he was a demolitions expert. He
had defused thousands of mines. He saved thousands of lives, this young fellow.
2nd I told him that, and I hope that he felt better about what had happened to
him.

The other fellow that was doing this same -- well, another fellow was
killed right behind him, so, you know, this is a sericus business, and he paid a
heavy price. And some bureaucrat in Washington has to start paying the price
before we can get this thing straightened out. We can't allow the bureaucrats to
get off while these young pecple are paying such a heavy, heavy price.

Internaticonally -- I get a progress report almost every couple days
about what's going -- well, I read in the paper how well things are going.
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Well, internationally, I don'‘t see this -- the perception is, and if perception
is reality, this is not going well. The perception in Iraq is 1it's not going
well. The perception in the United States, 60 percent of the people are against
the $87 billicn.

Now, what can change this? The first thing you got to do is hold the
people responsible that were responsible for not having the equipment cut there,
for miscalculation of this post-war -- when I say paost-war, a guerrilla war is
the most difficult kind of war to fight. Now, you can talk all you want to about
the progress you're making. Can anybody believe when Russia went into
Afghanistan that the Afghanistan guerrillas would drive them cut, one of the
most powerful nations in the world? Would anybody believe we were going to be
driven out of Vietnam eventually, cut of Beirut? I mean, this is what a
guerrilla war is all about.

There is an X factor, an X factor in the spirit of the enemy. Until you ‘
overcome that X factor, you're not going to win the war. For instance when
somebody fires an RPG and they disappear into the crowd, does that look like
that 80 percent of the people in that area are in favor of you? They're either
afraid -- and cbviously, because there's no security, and because the police
chief was killed -- the last time I was in Irag, they told me that one of the
most important things they had done was they had one of the Shi'ite leaders who
was all for them, and he was a moderate leader and he was talking far them. A
couple days later, he was killed.

I kept telling Bremer, every time I went, "Well, you've got to ask for
more money. You've got to put more money up front." And that's the crux of
this news conference. I believe we're sitting on our fat backsides here in the
United States, going on vacation, working twe, three days a Joddamn week and we
ought to be funding this program the way it should be funded! They have less
electricity than they had before we went in there. We've got 60 percent
unemployment; they used to have 40 percent unemployment. All these problems, . !
{(where all ?) of them could be solved by money, and we've got to put the money
up front early, or we're not going to win it. We're not going to avercome the X
factor, because when you've got €0 percent unemployment, when you've got people
that are on the street and they're afraid because of the security problems,
you're not going to win this war.

I support 100 percent what they're trying to do. It's going to take
more money. This is just a down payment. But my feelings are so strong that I
would hope -- ockay, you have hearings. But you work, for crying out loud! You
work, and you have the hearings, get them over with, and get the damn money out
there to these troops so that we can change it. We're not going to change it
until we overcome the X factor. And the X factor, as Mac Tse Tung knew, as Chou
En-Lai knew, they knew one damn thing: that you've got to have the people on
your side. And if they’re not on your side, you're not going to win; you're not
going to prevail. And I'm 100 percent for it, but I want to get the thing done
as quickly as we can.

And I'd be glad to answer any questions that you have.

Q {Inaudible} -- you saying that someone -- somebody had te go?
Could you tell us specifically who you would like to be held accountable for
this?

REP. MURTHA: The architect of this post-war planning has to go.
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Q Put a name ¢on that for me, sir. The secretary of Defense?

REP. MURTHA: I've never known the secretary of Defense to set the
policy. T mean, he recommends the policy.

0 But you have a name inside your head, sir, is that correct? REP.
MURTHA: 1I'm just saying the policy's set by the White House; always is. The
administration sets it. So, they've got to decide. They've got to say -- they
made recommendations, but we made the decision. And who made the
recommendations -- I had one guy call me, and he was upset because I had made
some commentg, And he said he had nothing to do with it.

So, you know, this is up to the White House. The White House has to
make that decision. This -- the administration is ultimately responsible. The
secretary of Defense just carries out the policy. 1 mean, that's the way 1've
always known it.

Q Condi Rice?
REP. MURTHA: Well, I'm just saying -- you know, I can't tell you who.
I'm just telling you that they've got to make a decision -- until this happens,

we're not getting international support. Yeou know, they said they're going to
get $55 billion one day. Next day, they say we'll get 10 (billion dollars}.
Then, they say we're going to have thousands of troops to replace our troops.
Now, they say it will be less than 15,000. You're not golng to get cooperation
from the international community.

T was chairman of the committee during the '91 war. Sixty billion
dollars came from the coalition forces, It want through our committee, is the
reason I know the figure. George Bush I was one of the finest foreign pelicy
presidents we ever had. And he built a coalition. And 1 remember asking
Schwarzkopf, "Do you want a declaration of war?" He said, "No, no. T just want
you to support the U.N. resolution, because this is a coalition. We don't want
to be out there by ourself." Now, this was 10 years ago, 12 years ago, for
crying out loud.

Yes, wa'am,

Q {Off mike) -- the 87 billion (dollars} wasn't necessarily enough.
I mean, how --

REP. MURTHA: It won't be enough. 1It's a down payment.
o} How much is enough?

REP, MURTHA: Well, T don't know if I have a figure. 1It's going to --
it depends on all kinds of things. It -- the infrastructure --

Let me tell you about the GDP. The GDP in Iraq is either 25 or 35
billion. I don't think anybody can give you an exact figure. But having said
that, we put $6 billion in at first: completely inadequate. Completely
inadequate. And then we said the o0il revenues would make up the rest. Well,
even if you add up a billion dollars a month, you still only get 318 billion.
So you're completely inadequate from the GDP, whether there's 25 (billion
dollars) or $35 killion. So, you know, we're talking about $16 billion to take
care of the electricity alone.
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and let me tell you, every person in their district's got problems with
sewage and water. So, this is no easy decision for members of Congress. But
we're in this thing. And we’ve got to put the money up front.

Q Is it impertant for the U.S. to win this war, and 1s it winnable?

REP. MURTHA: Well, I'll tell you, if they don't get the money up front
goon -- John Hamre and we -- we got copies of the Hamre report and the Lugar
report. You cught to read those. You ought to get copies of those when you go
out. John Hamre gave them three months. I give them six months. If they
don't face up to the fact that we've made some mistakes -- and I'm part of it.

I mean, I admit it -- we are not going to win this thing. You got to win
internaticnal support, and you have to win, you have to restore hope for the
Iragi people. That's what it's all about. And --

Yes, sir.

Q Ere you saying that poor planning by the administration put the
lives of American troops in jeopardy?

REP. MURTHA: That's exactly what I'm saying.
Q Could you elaborate on that just a little bit more?

REP. MURTHA: Well, let me put it this way. When you go into an
cperaticn, you should realize after what George Bush I said, and what Abizaid
said, that when this thing ends, you still got a problem. And if you got 40
percent unemployment before the war, you're going to have people cut in the
street. And you fire -- you get rid of all the military, and prisoners are
released, all these kind of things, and you don't get it under ccntrcl security-
wise, you encourage a guerrilla war.

Q Congressman, how does sending more money win the X factor?
REP. MURTHA: Well, it's simple; you put people to work.

You fix the electric gird. Ninety percent of the GDP came from the
government, from oil revenues. We've got to put people to work. We've got to
get people off the street so that they have confidence that -- you know, the
Lugar report says that 80 percent of the people favor this in Irag. I don't
knoew where he got the figures, but let's say it is B0 percent. But they're not
helping us any, and they‘re not helping us -- these guys are firing and
disappearing into the crowd. And until you convince them that they've got to
help us, we aren't going to win. That's all there is to it. So we've got to
turn this thing around right now.

Q Mr. Murtha, President Bush is responsible to the voters, and that
policy most probably won‘t change until the next election --

REP. MURTHA: No, no. I think you're wrong about that. I think it's
changing right now. Let me tell you, I've bheen screaming about international
policy. I think now he's starting te go in the right direction. No, no, I
don't think -- I think he's gonna make a change; I think he's gonna see that
there were some mistakes made, some recommendations that failed. So no, you're
seeing a change in the policy right now. They won't admit it, but you're seeing
a change in the policy.
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Q But you're -- if I could follow. You're obviously very upset
about this. You want somebody's head to roll.

REP. MURTHA: Well, I mean, I don't think you're going to convince the
international community that we're serious until somebody goes. 1It's like
anything else, if you've got a miscalculation, and this is -- a miscalculation
that's costing us a lot of lives, you got to held somebody respeonsible.

You know, what did they say before -- right before the war started?
We're going to be liberators; they're geing to run to us. T don't think they
said roses, but they said we're going te be liberators and it's going to be --
nothing to it. That's what they were saying.

Matter of fact, Shinseki was trashed because he was saying we need more
people. Zinni -- Zinni was called unpatriotiec. I talked te Zinni not long ago.
There was nothing -- he sald, *Here I am spending my whole life in the military,
trying to tell them the truth, and they trash me, say I'm hurting the war
effort.* That's what they say when you bring up an objecticn, they say you're
hurting the war effort. Well, I mean, how are you going to dget these things
done if you don't say what you think and try to get something done by publicly
accusing them of they've got to make a change? And I think they‘ll make a
change. I think you'll see it change. aAnd I think, hopefully, they won't have
a constitution and electicn, as I've heard, and then get out of there. I mean,
this is not a short-term thing.

Yes, sir?

Q S5ir, when you say you were part of this, as you did, what exactly
do you mean? I mean, what mistakes do you think you Democrats --

REP. MURTHA: Well, I was one of the ones that said I think -- I didn't
say there was imminent danger, but I thought there was danger and I thought it
was -- we should have gone to war. And I don't -- I don't see any justificaticn

that T believe was true come to reality.

In other words, I thought that there was some possibility of our trcops
being attack. I thought there was destabilization the Middle East, all those
kind of things. Can you imagine if we leave there now -- whether I was right or
wrong, whether we leave right now, the disaster we would have? We guffered from
Vietnam for 10 years when we left there, and we were in there for 20 years, 1if
you take the period of time where we put money in it. It would be an absolute
disaster to our foreign policy if we were to leave there now.

S0, this thing's got to be solved. We're in there now. Whether I was
right or wrong, we're in there now; whether Nancy was right or wrong, we got to
get this thing solved, and we got to do it now, as if it's serious, for Christ
sakes.

Q To follow up though, when you say that people need to be held
accountable, you were speaking specifically of the planning, the reconstruction
of Irag. But what about holding people accountable for who made this case that
you now think was wrong?

REP. MURTHA: Well, that's part of it. That's ~- I said there were
three -- there were three mistakes. One mistake was that we didn't realize what
the opposition would be, and part of that came because maybe we didn't have
enough troops to immediately get it under control. Second was the
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infrastructure’s much worse, which means you've got to have infrastructure,

electricity to put people to work. You can't put them to -- then we were s0
optimistic about how it was geing tc -- they were just going to fall in place,
that the government would -- there were reports that they would find people to

run that government, and we would be able to get out of there right away. That
was the optimistic predictions that they were making.

Q But don't you think that it was Secretary Rumsfeld who was
primarily responsible for building the case?

REP. MURTHA: (Let me tell you ?), the administration is the cne that
is responsible for foreign peolicy. They're the ones that tell the Defense
Department -- in a2ll the 30 years that I've been here, I've never known the
Defenge Department to run foreign policy, I‘ve never known the Defense
Department to make policy. It's the president of the United States and the
people in the White House that make the foreign peolicy.

Q Congresswomen, do you agree that there should be high-level
resignations of some sort? REP. PELOSI: Yes, I do. I don't think that you're
ever going to have the appropriate change in policy unless you have the change
in thinking. 1It's the president's decision to make. It's his policy, his
advisers, his miscalculaticns, and I think that it falls to him to decide whose
heads should roll.

Mr. Shields, I think, has a guestion.

REP. MURTHA: Let me ~-- let me just say, you remember Somalia? Who went
in Somalia? They made 2 decision. That was much less miscalculation than this,
because -- and Garrison, the commander in the field, teock complete
responsibility, and still the secretary of Defense went. I don't know who's
responsible. I'm just telling you, somebody -- the architect should be held
responsible.

Q S0 do you think Mr. Wolfowitz should be on that list?

REP. MURTHA: Well, the White House has got to make that decision.
They're the ones that ultimately make the decision. Welfowitz can make the
recommendation; they make the decision.

Q Mr. Murtha, this -- (off mike} -~- is the equivalent of firing the
third-base cecach, I mean, for the team just collapsing. I mean, basically you
could say we have been discredited internationally by misinformaticn. That
misinformation came right from the top. The president of the United States, the
vice president of the United States, the secretary of Defense, the secretary of
State, they were the ones whe made the case. They made it to you, they made it
to the American public.

REP. MURTHA: W®Well, you can't fire the president, unless you're in
California. (Laughter.) I mean, what I'm saying is we're not going to turn
this policy around unless the president -- somebody reccmmended this policy to
him. He tock the recommendaticn. So somebody has to be held responsible, and
he's got to make the decision who it was.

REP. PELOSI: I might say further to that point, earlier this year,
before the summer, the administration made a request of $79 billion, $65 billion
cf which was for military support in Irag. Whatever their plan was, it hasn't
worked. That $65 billion has ncot adequately provided force protection or
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mission success. So there has to be an accountability for why that did not
work.

We certainly are going to provide the resources for cur military as we
go forward, but we cannot pile tens of billions of dollars more onto tens of
billions of dollars without some better plan on how to go forward. And that's
why we have to have accountability, and that's why there has to be a change of
policymakers, because this has failed.

I think Mr. Murtha has given us a master class on this issue, and I'm
grateful to him for it. Our members will be expecting accountability from the
administration and an accounting of the 65 (billion dollars} we just spent, the
89 (billion dollars} they're asking for, and that's not the end of the day.

They will be asking for more. Mr. Murtha says it's going to ccst more to end
this, but it will be endless unless there's a real plan and a realistic approach
to bringing stability and security to Irag. ©Q Ms. Pelosi, how do you get
that accountability without slowing the process down? From Mr. Murtha's
comment, it sounds guite urgent that the military money get over there. Are you
going to try to strip out the military money from the overall --

REP. PELOSI: That may be one approach, that we would do that, or we
may make the appropriation contingent upon getting the plans.

REP. MURTHA: Let me just say this reconstruction money is just as
important. If you want to overcome the X factor, you've got to get people tc
work. You've got to energize; in other words, get the electric grids going.
You've got to show them that there's scmething -- there's less electricity than
there was before. Sixty percent unemployment now, versus 40 {(percent) before
this happened. So this is just as important. So, you know, T want a plan, tco.
I want to see a plan. But it is imperative that we do this guickly.

REP. PELOSI: Mr. Murtha has spoken to our caucus about this issue and
said we've got to internationalize, and he spoke to those issues now. We've got
to Iragqitize; we've got to bring many more Iragis into the process for the
transition for our eventual exit strategy.

And you have to energize, because without the energy, the lights, the
water, et cetera, the country is not gocing tc be able to function.

Mr., Murtha has made a compelling case about what is going wrong in
Irag. For too long the Bush administration approach to bring stability has
relied on U.S5. troops taking almost all the risk and U.S. taxpayers paying
almost all the bills. 1It's clear that whatever plan existed for dealing with
post-war Irag, that plan has failed. That failure is the result of
miscalculations, as he said, and faulty assumptions by the administration.
These miscalculations have been extremely costly -- yes, in lives, and certainly
in dollars.

One week into the war Deputy Secretary of Defense Wolfowitz told Mr.
Murtha's Appropriations subcommittee on Defense, "We're dealing with a country
that can really finance its own reconstruction, and relatively soon." How long
that was. The administration, while our military men and women prevailed in
battle through their exceptional courage and skill, bringing stability and
security to Irag is far from accomplished.

ks we have seen in recent weeks, there are enormous problems in Irag.
The condition of Iraq's infrastructure is worse than expected, as was indicated.
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Unemployment is much higher, and cpposition is much more intense. On September
7th the president presented American taxpayers with another bill for his
miscalculations: 587 billion in additional spending. Tt's only a matter of a
short time before more money will be required; we know that. We are already
facing nearly a half a trillicon dollar deficit, and the American people deserve
to know how this spending will affect our ability to address the unmet needs of
our own country. Congress will not hand the president a blank check. President
Bush and the architects of this failed policy must tell the American pecple the
truth.

Having said that, on behalf of my caucus, T fully subscribe to Mr.
Murtha's contention that we are -- time is running out for us in Irag. If we
don't get a plan and get the resources to match the plan to accomplish the
mission and protect our troops, matters can only get worse. So whether it's a
question of dealing with President Bush in the next election, thatfs a year
away, over a year away. Too many lives will be lost, too much money will be
squandered, too many opportunities will be foreclosed for the American people
unless the policy and the personnel who recommend it are changed.

Any other questions for Mr. Murtha? Any other guestions? Yes. Q
Mr. Murtha, do you intend to try to amend the $87 billion reguest to address
some of these shortcomings that you see?

REP. MURTHA: What I said was I think in the end it will cost more,
but I think $20 billion will take care of the early stages of it. I don't think
-- we should have -- the difference between the former GDP and the amount of
money they're getting from oil revenue are way short. Even now it's short. But
I think that $20 billicn will -- it will take -- the first couple vears, and it
will take some time, but you get the Corps of Engineers in there, you start
spending this money, we'll get -- the electric grid is the most important thing
to get back because that puts people to work., And $20 billicon i1s encugh for the
first six months or so.

0 what happened to the ¢il? I thought this was all going to be
self-financing.

REF. MURTHA: You -- you heard what Wolfowitz; he said it was going to
be self-financing. And there's a lot of problems happened with the oil. One
is, 1t took a lot longer than they anticipated. Another miscalculation. Bnd the
other, they're interrupting the pipeline.

Q Excuse me, but I'm still a little confused abcut how do you
reconcile doing this quickly and getting the kind of accounting you want to get?
I mean, I don't see how you accomplish both of those things.

REP. MURTHA: Let me tell you this, if we don't do it quickly, it’s not
going to be able to be turned around. So you don't have to worry about
accounting. Tt has to be done quickly. We have to do a little goddamn work up
here. I mean, instead of talking about it, we've got to do the work; have the
hearings, if they want to have hearings. Get the money out to the field to get
pecple back to work to get the X factor overcome to get them on cur side so we
quit killing American young people over there. That's what I'm saying.

You cught to go cut to the hospital. You'll see why I want to get the

money out there. See these young people who have been hurt so badly -- a
thousand people wounded or injured in this conflict.
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Q But there does seem to be some difference in your views, then.

REP. PELOSI: No, there's no difference in our views. Mr. Murtha has
pointed out very clearly that the miscalculations by the administration have E
cost the American people in many terms, in mwany respects. What we expect from
the administration, and what the American people deserve is an accounting for
what happened to the money that we just spent all summer, so that we know what's
going to -- what -- the money they're asking for is going to be well spent in
the future. That shouldn't take very lang.

So, when we talk about this, our process is moving. We come in on
Tuesday night and leave befare Thursday at lunch. This can be done. The
information should exist. We are appropriators -- well, T used to be -- and
justification is what the administration always presents for an appropriation
request. So, this information is available to them. We would like to see it.
My colleagues, who represent the American people, want to be able to answer for
that.

So this isn't a matter of taking time to get the informaticn, that
figure came from someplace.

End we want tgo see what that 1s, because we need to know that our forces
will be protected, and our Democrats will support our men and women in uniform
to accomplish their mission and to protect them. But we are serving notice to
the administration that that's what we expect this money to do. Now show us the
report.

S0 there's nothing about anything that is -- thar happens
consecutively. This can all happen right away, and we can get this information,
we can move, because as Mr. Murtha said, I think if there's something you take
home from this is, time is running out.

REP. MURTHA: Yeah, let me mention cne thing tocc. Sustainability. We
have a third less troops than we had during the former Gulf War. We can't
sustain this deployment. We have a couple hundred-thousand Reservists. The
Reservists' families are writing to all of us saying, you know, this is a draft.
We're supposed to be drilling., and we're called up and we're drafted to stay a
year now because the regulars -- there's not enough regulars. Forty-eight
percent of the regular force is deployed worldwide right now; 30 percent of the
Reserves and Guard are deployed right now. So we've got a sustainability
problem. We are we going to replace these people with? That's why we have to
get international help and we have to go tov them with a plan. Aand the first
thing is, you got to change the team.

REP. PELOSI: This amount of woney that they're regquesting and Mr,
Murtha's insistence that we move quickly, in my view, is not an endorsement of
the policy and of the spending that has gone before. It is a recognition that
what has been happening has in some cases made matters worge, and we must
expeditiocusly address that problem or more lives will be lost, more
opportunities will be lost, and ultimately, the cost to the taxpayer will be
greater and the threat to our security will be increased.

0 Should the $87 billion move before the Defense appropriations
bill, or does that matter? |

REP. MURTHA: Well, we suggested that the other day, and of course
that's a decision the leadership has to make. I'm not sure what they anticipate
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there. We'd like to see it move right with the Defense bill. We hope to finish
the Defense bill this week. But we hoped that they'd move together, but there
obviously got to be hearings, and people have to hear what they're going to use
the money for. To me, I want to get it out there. REP. PELOSI: Well, I would
have hoped that it would have been part of it, because, you know, we're going
into a half-a-trillion- dollar deficit without the cost of Irag -- a half-a-
trillion-dollar deficit. 8o it should be part, in my view, of the formal
appropriations process.

You've been wenderfully attentive. Thank you all for very much for
coming. I hope that you appreciate that we have received a master class today
from a master on our defense issues and on meeting the needs of our men and

women in uniform. I once again want to thank Mr. Murtha -- a great patriotic
American, as they say, a decorated Vietnam purple heart --{laughs} ~-- he's
leaving the room -- (laughter) -- for his leadership, and thank you all for your

participation toeday. Thank you.

END.
END

11-L-0559/0SD/19582



September 17, 2003

TO: Doug Feith
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld (Da

SUBJECT: Colombia and the Supplemental

Here are your talking points on Colombia. The basic decision was made to keep
the Supplemental totally limited to Iraq and Afghanistan. It was the right decision.
You cannot add Colombia. That will have to be something in FY05. It's too bad,

but that’s life.
Thanks.

Attach.
0/17/03 Talking Poinis on Colombia for VP/C/C lunch

DHR:dh
091703-24

e —e——

Please respond by

21896 /03
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OUSD(P)
17 Sept 2003

Talking Points for Cheney, Rice 11 Lunch
on FY04 Supplemental Fundin te Support Colombia Initiativ

» ~EEeid Colombia is a critical partner in the Global War on Terrorism.,

o =guadmiee\y e included $90 million in our FY04 Supplemental request to pay
for additional assistance that the Principals beheve 1s necessary to help

Colombia in its War on Terror.

MOMB rejected our $90 million request.

— iy

o =@ It is extremely important to continue assisting Colombia in its
fight against narcoterrorists. “

o B@EO President Uribé’s aggressive leadership.and Colombia’s recent
military successes provide a window of opportunity to deal a crippling
blow to the narcoterrorsts.

B il T L PV
ot g T TR

-(IFOUO) Prcs1dent Un bé only has a few years left to complctfm

N Al Lalotutl

o @@ Maintaining US support to Colombla is cons1stent with the
administration’s position on Colombia and the war against terrorism.

» «aigiE@r] request your help in influencing OMB to restore the $90 million

to the President’s Supplemental request.

VY e
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Snowflake

TO: LTG John Craddock
Larry Di Rita

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld W

SUBJECT: Annual Defense Report

Who in the building is responsible for the Annual Defense Report? Let’s assign

somebody, probably Ken Krieg.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091703-14

September 17, 2003

1S G /|
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Please respond by

U223
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t snawfake

September 15, 2003

TO: LTG John Craddock
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld )
SUBJECT: Defense Annual Report

What happened to the Defense Annual Report? Did it ever get sent in? 1 never

saw the final draft. Isn’tit late?

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091503-14

Please respond by 9{t9/0®
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September 17, 2003

TO: Doug Feith 0 l’
\l
FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld D\ \“

SUBJECT: Jordan

V‘b}g __]Gi

When I met with King Abdullah, he said Jordan wants to help with a lot of things.

Please get the list from Peter Rodman—he was in the meeting.

Thanks.

DHR:¢h

091703-12

Please respond by —

g0 J’S ra

Uu21898 /03
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Snowflake

September 17, 2003

L
»N

TO: Gen. Dick Myers O

CC: Paul Wolfowitz »

Doug Feith

FROM:  Donald Rumsfeld ;.

SUBJECT: Pulling Out

Let’s get a list of all the places we would like to pull out of around the world and

then apply the appropriate multiplier figore. Let’s get it over to the President,

Condi and Colin, and tell them we need help getting these folks out—Bosnia,

Kosovao, Sinai, Iceland, Korea, etc.

Thanks.

DHR.:dh

091703-11

Please respond by lo j iOf o2
.
C.-,
)

™%

O
W

u21899 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19588



Snawflake

o®

70
September 17, 2003 ﬁz

TO: Larry Di Rita
FROM: Donald Rumsfeld W\

SUBJECT: Midge Decter’s Book

People have advance copies of Midge Decter’s book, apparently for the purpose of
writing book reviews. Why don’t you see if you can get a copy, so we can have
someone read it and see if there are any issues or problems we have to be attentive

to.

Thanks.

DHR:dh
091703-19
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Please respond by 4 / 24 / 37

U21900 /03

11-L-0559/0SD/19589

| 9h

g o g 21



Snawflake

September 17, 2003

TO: Ken Krieg
CC: LTG John Craddock
Larry Di Rita

FROM: Donald Rumsfeld Q‘\

SUBIJECT: Annual Defense Repart

Ken, each year the Annual Defense Repon has been due in March and delivered in
September and October. [ w<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>