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/ EDOLPHUS TOWNS, NEW YORK DARRELL E. (5S4, CALIFORNIA
CHAIRMAN RANKING MINORITY MEMBER

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS

Congress of the Enited States

Bouse of Representatives

| COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM
2157 Raveusn House Orrice Bunomg
WasHingTon, DC 205158143

Mafority (202) 2255051
Minority 1203) 226-6074

January 22, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary

United States Department of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301

Dear Mr. Secretary:

Today, with our colleagues in the Senate, we are releasing the most recent Government
Accountability Office (GAO) listing of the federal government's high risk arcas. GAO has
issued this product at the start of every new Congress since 1990. As has been the case in many
past editions, the Department of Defense (DOD) is, unfortunately, well represented.

This year's report describes eight areas in DOD operations that are at high risk of fraud,
waste, abuse, and mismanagement and scven others for which DOD shares responsibility. More
than half of the areas GAO has identified involve DOD, Many of these areas have been on the

* list for almost two decades. €

With the country facing its most serious financial and economic problems in decades and
fighting two wars overseas, we cannot afford for the Department to get less than the maximum
value from the resources the Congress and the American taxpayer provide it. The risks DOD -
faces cut across most areas of its operations and include DOD's longstanding inability to deliver
‘ its major weapon system acquisitions on time and at promised costs and capabﬂmes, modernize
5 its business systems, protect critical technologies, and manage its contracts, its supply chain, its
| property and its people, among others.

The Oversight and Government Reform Committee intends to make DOD’s high risk
areas a significant focus of its oversight agenda. Accordingly, we request that you mest with us
at your earliest possible convenience to discuss why the Depariment has not been able to resolve
these serious and costly problems, and to discuss a concrete plan with specific time frames to
implement GAQ's recommendations. Waste and mismanagement in the Deparunent reduce the
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much needed support our military needs to effectively cary out its mission. We look forward to
the discussion with the spirit of cooperation that will be needed to achieve lasting improvements.

Sincerely,

) deei oD

Edolphus*Towns Darrell E. Issa
Chajrman Ranking Member



Congress of the Enited States

Waghington, BL 20510
January 30, 2009
The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000
Dear Secretary Gates:

We write regarding the OMB Circular A-76 review of installation management functions
under the Defense Logistics Agency Enterprise Support organization (DES). It is our
understanding that the Department of Defense’s Competitive Sourcing Official is
disindﬁ:edwappmVeamquestbyﬂwDefenscLogisﬁmAgmy(DLA)mundamkem
internal re-engineering effort as an alternative means of ensuring workplace efficiency
and cost savings.

Upon reviewing the recent concerns raised by the General Accountability Office
regarding the level of savings achieved under OMB Circular A-76, and the information
provided to our offices regarding DLA’s alternate approach, it appears the latter offers a
visble alternative that would result in savings more quickly.

Given our mutual interest in ensuring the DES mission is accomplished in an efficient
and cost-effective manner, we respectfully request the Department to give all due
consideration to the internal re-engineering effort developed by DLA,

We look forward to your response.

Sincerely,
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MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO
Guam

427 Cannon House OrRce Buoing
‘WasHmnaToN, DC 20815-8301
{202) 2281188
Fax: (202] 226-0341
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House of Representatives
February 3, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20301

Dear Secretary Gates,

I write to respectfully request your assistance in supporting efforts that I am
coordinating in the United States Congress to provide for greater infrastructure funding
for Guam in the economic stimulus package. Funding in this legislation is important to
improve critical water, wastewater, power, solid waste disposal and port infrastructure on
Guam.,

A September 2008 Government Accountability Office (GAO) report entitled,
“Opportunity to Improve the Timeliness of Future Overseas Planning Reports and
Factors Affecting the Master Planning Effort for the Military Buildup on Guam” outlined
the need for support of civilian infrastructure projects in order to facilitate and sustain the
military build-up on Guam. Moreover, officials in the Department of Defense (DoD) on
multiple occasions have indicated in testimony before Congress and public reports that
civilian infrastructure on Guam needs improvement and that they will pursue
opportunities to assist the Government of Guam in meeting these needs. If funding is not
provided in the economic stimulus package that was requested by President Obama, the
timeframe for the military build-up will be compromised. The stimulus package is an
opportunity to spur economic and job growth as well as ensure that the military build-up
on Guam remains on schedule and is successfully executed.

Currently, the House-passed version of the stimulus bill, H.R. 1, the American
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, does not contain funding that would address
Guam’s most critical infrastructure needs. However, the Senate substitute amendment to
H.R. 1 that is being debated on the Senate floor this week proposes funding in several
accounts that could address Guam’s infrastructure needs. In particular, Title XII contains
$5.5 billion in discretionary funding for the Secretary of Transportation to offer grants for
a varicty of national surface transportation system needs, including but not limited to,
port improvements. It also includes a mark of $62 million as a baseline for the Office of
Insular Affairs in the Department of the Interior for Capital Improvement Projects (CIP)
grants to the territories and report language specifically cites the needs of the Guam
military build-up as a reason for these funds. Both the House and Senate bills will need
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to be reconciled in a conference committee, While $62 million is a good mark, needs on
Guam require substantially more funds in order for the military build-up to progress on
time. We hope that you will agree with us that these funds are important, and that you
will communicate your support for increasing the appropriation to Congressional leaders.

In addition, as the DoD finalizes its plans for military construction in the
President’s Fiscal Year 2010 Budget, it is critical that civilian infrastructure on Guam is
enhanced to facilitate the military build-up. I would request that you work closely with
Senate and House leadership and conferees to impress upon them the importance of
flexible funding to Guam that will support its immediate critical infrastructure needs.

At this point in the process, I am appealing to you to honor your commitments as
a partner in this military build-up process for Guam. I ask you to work with us in
achieving Chairman Skelton’s vision that what is good for the military must be good for
Guam. Towards this end, I recognize that this is a critical moment for you and other
DoD leaders to communicate directly to Senate and House appropriators in writing your
support for appropriating funds to meet civilian and joint infrastructure needs of Guam
through H.R. 1 and the forthcoming Fiscal Year 2010 appropriations process.

If you have any questions regarding this matter plea;e have your staff contact

Matthew Herrmann, of my staff, at matthew herrmann@mail.house.gov or at 202-225-
1188,

Enclosure: S. 336, American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009,
“Assistance to Territories” provision and report language

cc: The Hon. Donald C. Winter, Secretary of the Navy
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@Congress of the United States
Washington, BE 20515

February 5, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates

Secretary of Defense

Department of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Mr. Secretary,

We write in support of Dr. Solomon Passy’s nomination for the position of Secretary
General of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). We respectfully request that the
United States lend its support to Dr. Passy during the diplomatic discussions to select
NATO’s next Secretary General as the current term of Secretary General Japp de Hoop
Scheffer expires later this year.

We are informed that Prime Minister Sergey Stanishev of Bulgaria proposed Dr.
Passy as a candidate for the Secretary General position during a meeting with President Bush
on June 18, 2008.

For nearly two decades, Dr. Passy has demonstrated a clear vision and solid
leadership in international relations, particularly in regard to NATO. As a member of
Bulgaria’s parliament he authored legislation in 1990 to withdraw Bulgaria from the Warsaw
Pact and to join NATO and the European Union. That year, Dr. Passy also founded the '
Atlantic Club of Bulgaria, an NGO in Bulgaria to strongly support NATO membership. -
Years later, Dr. Passy’s vision was achieved when, while serving as Bulgaria’s Foreign
Minister, he negotiated and signed the two accession treaties that made Bulgaria a full
Member of NATO in 2004 and the EU in 2005.

International circumstances present a window of opportunity for advances in both
intra-European and transatlantic relations. We believe that the selection of a Secretary
General from Bulgaria who is as superbly qualified as Dr. Passy, would strengthen ties
between NATO and the United States as well as serve the important cause of continued
European integration.

Thank you in advance for your kind consideration.
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February 11, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Galm:

The National Security Personnel System (NSPS) of the Department of Defense (DOD)
made wholesale changes to the cutrent federal employee system, resulting in widespread distrust -
and discontent within the ranks of the hundreds of thousands of dedicated DOD employees, both
among those who have been converted and those who have not yet been converted to NSPS.

Recent reports from both the Government Accountability Office and the Congresswnal
Budget Office highlight concerns over the cost of NSPS versus its benefits as well as the lack of
transparency in the new system and the negative impact on employees. Questions also have
arisen over the last minute issuance of regulations (in the final weeks of the Bush
Administration) which go beyond the intent of Congress when it enacted revisions to NSPS in
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008.

During the campaign, President Obama indicated that he would consider either a repeal
of NSPS or its complete overhaul. Because it will take some time for a review and a

. determination of the best course of action to occur, we urge you to immediately halt the

conversion of any additional employees to NSPS at any level or any location until the
Administration and Congress can properly address the future of the Department’s personnel
system.

. We request a prompt response to this letter.

Gt " Jlovf

IKE SKELTON SOLOMON P. ORTIZ

House Armed Services Committee Readmm Subcommitiee
OSD 01545
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Congress of the Wnited States
Youse of Representatives
Washingtan, PEC 20513

February 11, 2009

The Honorable Donald C. Winter
Secretary of the Navy

1000 Navy Pentagon
Washington, D.C. 20350-1000

Dcar Secretary Winter:

We write to express our concem regarding the significant cost overruns associated
with the VH-71 Presidential Helicopter Replacement Program. As you know, the
Department of Defense announced that the total acquisition cost is projected to increase
frem §6.5 billion to S11.2 billion, raising the cost per helicopter by 50 percent above the
original estimate. We respectfully request detailed information on this recent Nunn-
MeCurdy breach, including various options to modify or re-open the contract for bidding,
as mandated in the FY2009 National Defense Authorization Act (P.L. 110-417).

We are very supportive of the Defense Department’s initiative to ensure that
programs are held accountable to their projected budgets and timelines. Secretary Gates
specifically mentioned the VH-71 as a “big ticket™ item experiencing contract or program
performance problems. Likewisc, Peesident Obama noted that the program’s cost
represents, “a lot of money, even for Washington,” and promised to “take a close look at
it,” identifying this program as emblematic “of some of the systematic problems we have
in Pentagon procurement.”

As you know, Lockheed Martin was awarded the contract without any experience
building helicopters, winning the contract over the incumbent contractor, Sikorsky.
Sikorsky has manutactured Marine One since President Eiscnhower first utilized
helicoptees tor presidentjal ransport in the 1950s. The company fulfilled these contracts
without exceeding the projected budget or failing to meet required timelines and
milestones. Sikorsky is a tested and proven prime contractor for the Marine One flcet.

In addition, Sikorsky maintains the most stringent security requirements for its Marine
One aircraft and facilities, with minimal reliance on foreign components and designs.

We therefore respectfully request a thorough report, coupled with a briefing, on
the development plans for this program, including an analysis of the potential advantages
of either rc-opening the contract for bidding or requiring split-production between
Lockheed Martin and the incumbent contractor. ‘'We believe that such an analysis of
alternatives will present a clear optiun for the Department of Defense to eventually
develop Marine One aircrafl on lime and on budget.
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Rep. Rosa DeLauro

We thank you in advance for keeping us apprised of the Navy’s decision-making
process and look forward to receiving a detailed report, as well as a briefing on the
matter, as soon as possible. Like you, we believe that there are few more sensitive and
more important national security concerns than the safe transport of our nation's chief
executive. When the President travels on this aircraft, it becomes a critical information
node, with vital data coming in, and the most important decisions being meted out. We
hope that you will provide us with a workable plan for delivering the highest quality

aircrafl with the highest security standards. Our Prasident and our nation deserve no less.

If you have any questions regarding this or any other issue, please do not hesitate
to contact us or our staff: Lindsay George of Senator Dodd's office at (202) 224-1730 or
Dan Zeitlin of Representative DeLauro’s office at (202) 225-3661. Thank you for your
consideration,

~ Sincerely,

9

@sm L MM"(

ROSA L. DeLAURO
United States Representative

CHRISTOPHER 1. DODD
United States Senator

JOHN B, LARSON JOE COURTNEY l
nited States Representative United States Representative

éz./ f
CHRISTOPHER S. MERPHY

United States Representative

AMES A. HIMES
ited States Representative

Cc:  The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

The Honorable John Young
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics

Mr. Sean J. Stackley '
Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Research, Development & Acquisition
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LINCOLN DAVIS COMMITTEES:

41 DisTRICT, TENNESSEE APPROPRIATIONS
SENIOR WHIP RuraL Devestzm::?osjoo:‘ugegzgmmynﬂm.
AND RELATED AGENGIES
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT
Congress of the United States
Bouge of Wepresentatives
Waghington, DL 205154204
February 12, 2009
The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary
Department of Defense
1400 Defense Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301
Dear Secretary Gates:

First, let me congratulate you on the continuation of your service under the new administration. I
believe it to be a testament to your exceptional competence, common-sense approach, and devotion to
protecting and preserving the United States of America. At a time when we face a variety of foreign and
domestic challenges and threats, we are fortunate to have someone of your skill at the helm of the
Department of Defense.

I write today to respectfully request an update on implementation of funds already authorized
under H.R. 2638, the Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance, and Continuing Appropriations Act,
2009, which was passed in the 110™ Congress. Specifically, Section 8116 appropriates funds for the use
of special pay for members of the armed forces whose period of obligated service is extended, or whose
eligibility for retirement is suspended, due to the President's authority to extend such service or suspend
such retirement. This is commonly referred to as stop-loss authority and the increase is capped at five-
hundred dollars per month. Under H.R. 2638, no funds are to be allocated uatil the Secretary of Defense
submits a provisional plan for the distribution of such payments to the Committee on Appropriations. It
has recently been called to my attention by a constituent that these funds have not yet been allocated to
this group of soldiers.

As you know better than most, our soldiers and their families are making enormous sacrifices as
they continue to perform admirably. The toll of service is particularly difficult on the families of those
whose service is extended. I feel that the modest increase in pay for this group of dedicated service men
and women is just and equitable. Fully understanding the enormity of your responsibilities, I respectfully
urge your aftention to this matter. Thank you for any updates you may provide and for your commitment

to this great nation.
Sincerely,
Lincoln Davis : :
Member of Congress | OSD 01636-09
410 Canvon House OFaice Bullomg 629 NORTH MAIN STREET 477 NORTH CHANCERY STREET 1064 NORTH GATEWAY AVENUE 1804 CARMACK BOULEVARD
WasHINGTON, DC 20515 JAMESTOWN, TN 38566 Suire A-1 Rocxwoob, TN 37854 Surte A
(202} 225-6531 {931) 879-2361 McMINNVILLE, TN 37110 (865) 354-3323 CoLumeia, TN 38401
Fax: {202) 226-5172 Fax: {931) 879-2389 (931) 473-7251 Fax: |865) 354-3316 " (931) 490-8629
FAx: {931) 473-7259 Fax: (931} 490-8675

www.house.govilincalndavis




Congress of the Enited ﬁtatcﬁ

Washington, BC 20515
Febmary 11, 2009
The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary
Department of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1000
Dear Dr, Gates:

We are writing to express our strong support for the E-2D Advanced Hawkeye
program and request your consideration of a reprogramming of funds for Fiscal Year
2009. We are aware of significant undesired consequences for the E-2D program as a
result of the enacted funding levels for Fiscal Year 2009, and we urge your personal
attention to this issue.

. As you know, the E-2D Advanced Hawkeye program continues to perform
satisfactorily on both cost and schedule. Since enactment of the appropriations bill, an
Operational Assessment has been completed and the program remains on track to receive
Milestone C approval in Spring 2009, After reviewing the final appropriated levels for
this program in Fiscal Year 2009, however, we are concerned that current funding will be
inadequate to sustain this program in transition from development to low rate production.
We believe there are negative impacts to both the cost and delivery schedule of these
aircraft. '

Therefore, we request that you reprogram funds in Fiscal Year 2009 to support the
procurement of the third Low Rate Initial Production (LRIP) Lot I aircraft in Fiscal Year
2009, and provide advance procurement for the third Lot II aircraft in Fiscal Year 2010.
Furthermore, we urge you to ensure that the Fiscal Year 2010 request includes
procurement funding for all three LRIP Lot I aircraft.

We thank you for your consideration of this request, and we lodk forward to your
strong support for prioritizing reprogramming of Fiscal Year 2009 funding for the E-2D
program.

Sincerely,

ETER T. KING % —

Member of Cbngress Member of Congress

OSD

0164409

MR IR RENSHERUM



CAROL cCARTHY ( . GARYL. ACKERMAN .

Member of Congress Member of Congress

-~ ‘ 42 Z 2: *
et /‘od(
TIMOTHY H. KISAOP MICHAEL A, ARCURI
Member of Congress ~ Member of Congress

cc:  The Honorable Donald Winter, Secretary of the Navy
ADM Gary Roughead, Chief of Naval Operations
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Congress of the Hnited Siates
Washinaton, ¢ 2031

February 23, 2008

The Honorable Rabert M. Gates
Secretary of Defepse
Department of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washingron, DC 20301

Dear Mr. Secretary:

We are writing to request that you promptly and fully distribute authorized compensation to members of
our Armed Forces whose service hias been extended by the Department of Defense's stop loss policy.

Over the past seven years, over 160,000 military personnel have had their service-duty contracts
extended due to stop loss orders. Today, there are over 12,000 soldiers in the active Army, Army Reserve and
Army National Guard who remain on active duty beyond their scheduled separation date as a result of stop loss.
This policy especially impacts the National Guard and Reservists, many of whom have already been deployed
much longer than they expected. This is why we introduced legislation in the 110" Congress to provide
payments to service members for cach month they ere extended as a result of stop loss. ‘

On Septamber 30, 2008, the Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance, and Continuing Appropriations
Act, 2009 was signed into'law (P.L. 110-329). The bill provided that all military personnel that have had their
service duty contracts involuntarily extended due to stop loss orders, during Fiscal Year 2009 will receive
" compensation. The bill aiso allocated $72 million for the compensation, thus providing enough to compensare
each soldier with the full $500 amount.

It has been nearly five months since the bill was signed into law and stop loss compensation payments
have yet to be distributed. We urge you to work with the House and Senate Appropriations Defense
Subcommittees to develop a thorough and appropriate disbursement plan as quickly s possible o fulfill the
Department's obligations under P.L. 110-329. Qur soldiers are heroically and bravely defending our country
abroad, and they are awaiting the much-deserved recognition and compensation for the unforeseen sacrifice so
many have been called on to perform.

Thank you [or your prompt atrention aud your consideration of this important request.

Sincerely,

‘ Bg}' Sutzon Frank Lautenberp 20‘1 :
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CAROL SHEA-PORTER

FIRST DISTRICT, NEW HAMPSHIRE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

READINESS
MIUTARY PERSONNEL

1330 LonGwoRTH House OFFicE BUILDING

WAsggzs)rg;é_lgfszeoms COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR
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ebruary 17,
- The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense
The Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301-1000
Dear Mr. Secretary:

We are writing to express our concern about recent reports that the Department of
Defense has awarded KBR a $35.4 million contract that includes major electrical projects
and request that you review the contract award and report to us explaining why the
contract award was made to KBR, given its long record of deficient electrical work in

Iraq.

As you are aware, KBR has held a contract for building maintenance for U.S. military
facilities in Iraq since 2003. During this time, there have been numerous investigations
into the dangers KBR’s faulty electrical work is creating for our military personnel. The
Department of Defense Inspector General is currently investigating the electrocution
deaths of 18 Americans (16 soldiers and 2 contractors) in KBR-maintained facilities.
KBR is under criminal investigation for the electrocution deaths of several U.S. soldiers
inIraq. The House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform conducted an in-
depth investigation into the problem of electrocutions in U.S. facilities in Iraq and the
death of Staff Sgt. Ryan Maseth, 24, a decorated Green Beret electrocuted in his shower
on January 2, 2008. The Committee’s investigation showed that KBR was alerted to the
deficiencies in this and other cases, but failed to take corrective action. In 2008, the
Defense Contract Management Agency (DCMA) issued a “Level III Corrective Action
Request” to KBR, indicating that the contractor was in “serious non-compliance.” This
action request, the final warning before a contract is terminated, points to KBR’s
continuing failure to ensure electrical safety for our troops. With this history, it is not
surprising that Capt. David J. Graff, commander of the DCMA’s International Division,
was quoted in an Associated Press article, stating that “many within DOD have lost or are
losing all remaining confidence in KBR’s ability to successfully and repeatedly perform
the required. electrical support services mission in Iraq.”

Despite these serious, ongoing concerns, the Department of Defense has awarded KBR a
new contract that includes the type of work that KBR failed to perform adequately for
years. Threats to the safety and lives of soldiers or others because of known hazards and
negligent performance of work are not acceptable.

OSD 02173-I0
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We would therefore appreciate a thorough review of the recent contract award to KBR.
At the very least, when our soldiers put their lives on the line for us in a war zone, we not
only owe them the assurance that they will not be electrocuted in the shower on their
return from a mission, but also that those who provide them with services put our
soldiers' safety ahead of their profits.

Thank you for your consideration, and we look forward to your response.

Sincerely, .
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Congress of the Enited States
Bashington, BL 20510

March 6, 2009

The Henorable Robert Gates

Seeretary of Defense
1000 Defenise Pentagon
‘Washingten, DC 20301-1300

Dear Secretary Gates,

We write today concerning Section 256 of the FY 2009 National Defense Authorization
Act (PL.110-417). As you know, this.section requires thie establishment of an executive
agent to oversee Department of Defense (DOD) activities related to.printed circuit board
techniologics. We would like to request that the DOD comply with the law and provide a
brief at your earliest convenience on department planning and implementation of
executive agent requirements.

Specifically, we are interested in learning about how the DOD plans to ge through the
executive.agent selection process, as well as whiere and when its office will be
established. What authorities, resources and responsibilities in. addition to what the
legislation prescribes will the executive agent have? How and when will the office be
funded and fully operational? By statute, designation was to have occurred by Jan 12.
Why was that delayed?

It is our understapding that the National Research Council's Board on Manutacturing and
Engineefing Design studied the issue of DOD access to legacy and future generations of
printed circuit board technologies.to support defense and other missions. The resulting-
2005 report made a:series of recommendations designed to ensure continued DOD access
to printed circuit board technology .and enable the development of new capabilities
neéded to. support emerging requirements.

In March 2008, a Principal Resporise Team convened by the Navy and Defense Logistics
Agency, and consisting of membership from the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the
National SecuntyAgency the military services, and the Departments of State and
Energy, reported to Congress that *“DOD concurs with comments on all NRC
fecommendations,’ and identified current and potential actions to address each otie.

Therefore, we believe that it is critical that an executive agent be established quickly to.
monitor and protect issues related to the U.S. printed circuit board industry. Safeguarding
the technology and manufacturing capabilities of printed circuit boards will protect our
national interests today and in the future. We strongly urge you to ensure that this office

iy



have access to start up funding in FY09 so that it can be fully operational as soon as
possible,

We also encouragé you to use the expertise already in place at Naval Surface Warfare

. Center (NSWC), Crane Division when you designate the executive agent for printed
circuit board technblogies, As you know, NSWC Crane has a long history of success in
theprmtedmcmtbtmdﬁeld 1t is one of the few facilities in the country that has printed
circuit board engineering and manufacturing capabilities. Crane’s state-of-the-art
manufacturing ability is supported by & superb technical staff that supports advanced
manufacturing and emerging technology development. Crane also servies as the DOD
executor to the Emerging/Critical Interconnection Technology (E/CIT) program for the
advancement of printed cirewit board technology and processes.

‘We have long supported this preject and urge you to tap into this wealth of experience
and knowledge as you select the executive agent and:develop this office.

Please do not hesitate to.contact Jon Davey of Senator Bayh’s staff (202-224-8726), Joe
O’Donnell of Senator Lugar's staff (202-224-0898), or Jed D*Ercole of Congressman
Ellsworth’s staff (202-225-4638) if you have any questions ot concerns.

Thank you for your contirmed service. We Iook farward to your response.

Sincerely,

Evari Bayh Richard Lugar
United States Senator United States Senatar
Brad Ellsworth

Uniied States Representative
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The Honorable Barack Obama
President of the United States
The White House '
1600 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

I am writing regarding the Iraqi plans to shut down Camp Ashraf in Iraq's Diyala Province. The
closing of this camp is a blatant violation of the rights of the residents of Ashraf.

Many distinguished scholars of Intemational Humanitarian Law, United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees, Office of the United High Commissioner for Human Rights,
International Committee of the Red Cross, Amnesty International, the European Parliament and
the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe have time and again underscored that
regardless of the status of the United States forces in [raq, the residents of Ashraf must continue
to receive the protection of the US forces so long as they remain in Iraq.

I respectfully urge intervention to ensure that the Multi-National Forces and Iraq continue to
protect Camp Ashraf as they have done consistent with their obligations under intemational law.

I appreciate your attention to this important matter.

Si ly,
B FILNER
Member of Congress
BF/sm
2503721
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Glnngtzma of the United States
Waskington, BE 20515

March 12, 2009

Dr. Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 203011600

Dear Secretary Gates:

We are acutely aware that the US Transportation Command and the US Air Force place a
very high priority on recapitalizing the flect of KC-135 Refueling Tankers. We agree with this
pnonty Unfortunately, as the Government Accountability Office concluded last year, the
previous source selection process for the KC-X Tanker was deeply flawed. We write to you
today to highlight several key points that we believe must guide a future source selection process
if it is to be successful.

First and foremost. a future competitive source; selection niust be fair to all parties while
delivering the-best value solution for the warfighter at a'reasonable cost for the taxpayer. 'In the
previous source selection, the competition was not conducted fairly on several levcls The
Department of Defense (DOD) must not- repeat past mistakes:

» Do not allow “competition at all costs” to distort the KC-X solicitation and source
selection process.’ In the months leading up to the release of the final Request for
Proposals (RFP) for the previous KC-X solicitation, the Air Force bent to the .
combination of external pressure for “competition at alt costs” coupled with refusal by
one potential offeror to compete unless the RFP was changed to its satisfaction. This led
to last minute changes in key elements of the Combined Mating and Ranging Planning
System (CMARPS) evaluation too] for the sole purpose of qualifying one offeror’s
proposal.

» Conduct the competition on a level playing field for all parties. In the previous
KC-X competition, the Northrop Grumman/EADS team benefited from unfair advantages
that derive from illegal government subsidies and waivers of regulations that apply to
products produced in the United States. Specifically, the United States government has a
complaint pending before the World Trade Organization (WTO) stating that the A-330
aircraft prochiced by EADS/Airbus benefitted from $5 billion in illegal government
subsidies.- Note that Sechon 386 of the FY2009 Natmnal Defense Authorization Act
requires DOD to conduct a review of the ampacis of subsidies on the aerial refueling
tanker competition upon completion of the proceedings of the WTO. The KC-X
competition also has highlighted the unequal treatinent that American producers face

-when.competing with products.from several allied nations. Our American producers
must abide by many regulations (Berry Amendment, Buy America Act, International
Traffic in Arms Regulations, Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, and cost accounting
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standards) that add cost for domestic products but are waived for items produced in other
countries.

» Take into account full and accurate life-cycle costs for proposals. According to
Defense Acquisition University studies, Operation and Support (O&S) costs constitute
approximately 72 percent of total weapon system costs. It is imperative that these costs
be a significant factor in source selection decisions, and that they be estimated properly.
DOD made a serious error in the previous KC-X Tanker source selection analysis when it
based estimates of Most Probable Life-Cycle Cost (MPLCC) on a 25-year interval rather
than the 40-year interval that was stipulated (and approved by the JROC) as the required
service life of the aircraft. Furthermore, GAO recommended that a future source
sclection give greater attention to the impact of fuel costs in its life-cycle cost analysis.
GAO concluded that “even a small increase in the amount of fuel that is burned per hour
by a particular aircraft-would have a dramatic impact on the overall fuel costs.” Well
established commercial data shows that the Airbus A-330 aircraft consumes 24% more -
fuel per flight hour than does a Boeing 767 aircraft. This would result in very significant
differences in operating costs.

> Insist that proposals fully comply with all key requirements of the solicitation. In .
the previous KC-X Tanker source selection evaluation, GAO concluded that in two
instances the Air Force disregarded the fact that the Northrop Grumman/EADS proposal
failed to comply with requirements of the solicitation. Specifically, GAO found that the
Air Force “improperly made award” when it “unreasonably determined that the
awardee’s refusal to agree to the specific solicitation requirement that it plan and support
the agency to achieve organic depot-level maintenance.” GAOQ also concluded that “the
record does not demonstrate the reasonableness of the agency’s determination that the
awardee’s proposed aerial refueling tanker could refuel all current Air Force fixed-wing
tanker-compatible receiver aircraft in accordance with current Air Force procedures, as
required by the solicitation.”

> Insist that source selection evaluation be accomplished in wcordance with the
evaluation plan that is established for the solicitation. GAQ found that the Air Force “did
not assess the relative merits of the proposals in accordance with the evaluation criteria
identified in the solicitation, which provided for a relative order of importance for the
various technical requirements, and where the agency did not take into dccount the fact
that one of the proposals offered to satisfy more “trade space” technical requirements
than the other proposal, even though the solicitation expressly requested offerors to
satisfy as many of these technical requirements as possible.” Furthermore, GAO
concluded that the Air Force “violated the solicitation’s evaluation provision that “no
consideration will be provided for exceeding [key performance parameter] KPP
objectives” when it recognized as a key discriminator the fact that the awardee proposed
to exceed a KPP objective relating to aerial refueling to a greater degree than the
protester »

» Carefully consider national security impacts and industrial base impacts. Given
the crucial role that air refueling plays in providing global reach for our military, DOD
must carefully weigh the importance of preserving domestic design knowledge and
production expertise. Furthermore, industrial base impacts must be assessed given the
fragile economic conditions and weak domestic employment environment. Federal code



(10 U.S.C. 2440) requires evaluation of technology and industrial base impacts in
conjunction with major defense acquisitions.

We also think that it is important to the successful progress of the KC-X Tanker
acquisition that DOD commence discussions with the potential offerors. Our understanding is
that for the last several months DOD has resisted discussions that would help the government
and industry exchange information, ideas and perspectives. If this program is to move forward
and yield a positive outcome, we recommend that DOD engage with industry.

Finally, we urge you to take the necessary time to allow the new Administration team to
thoroughly consider the framework for the next source selection process. As much as the Air
Force needs to begin recapitalizing the KC-135 fleet, we think it is essential that the solicitation
requirements and acquisition strategy have the input and support of the new DOD leadership
team that will be responsible for conducting the source selection and getting the program under
way. ;

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,
}1 7 o0 "1 eobit
NORM DICKS TODD TIAHRT

Member of Congress Member of Congress



| @ongress of the Hnited Siatexs
Washington, B 20515

March 20, 2009
The Honorable Robert Gates The Honorable Dennis C. Blair
Secretary of Defense Director of National Intelligence
3E880 The Pentagon Office of the Director of National Intelligence

Washington, DC 20301 : ' Washington, DC 20511

Dear Secretary Gates and Director Blair:

,Wemwnungtourgeyoulosuspendlmp' eritati duitiv i
Personnel System (DCIPS) and include this program in the Adnumstratlon 8 review of the
National Security Personnel System (NSPS).

- We have consistently expressed concemns about the implementation of pay-for-performance
systems, which would impose wholesale changes to the current federal employee system. We
are deeply concerned that these systems undermine collaboration, lack transparency, do not
ensure fairness, and may have an adverse impact on minorities. The implementation of these
systems has caused widespread distrust and anxiety across the federal government and, in
particular, among Intelligence Community employees. W¢ note with some alarm that human
resources personnel and supervisors in converting units have not received adequate training for
conversions planned within the next six months.

During the campaign, President Obama indicated that he would consider either a repeal or
complete overhaul of pay-for-performance systems in the Department of Defense (DOD), and
this week, DOD and the Office of Personnel Management (OPM) announced that it would
suspend further implementation of NSPS, pending review of this system. This review may take
some time, and until it is complete, the nnplementauon of such pay-for-performame systems like
DCIPS would be premature.

" We hope that you would suspend implementation of DCIPS until the Administration and
Congress can properly address the future of the intelligence community’s personnel systems.

We request a prompt response to this letter.

Sincerely,
Silvestre Reyes ¢ Skelton '
House Permanent Select Committee ‘House Armed Services Committee

on Intelligence
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Wnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC'20810

March 20, 2009

The Honosable Robert C. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defnse Pentagon
Washington, DC 203011000

Dear Secretary Gates,

As you know, last yéar's Department of Defense Am’upristwas&e!pmvidedm&al
funding for the third DDG-1000 and directed the Navy ta budget for the remaining funding
requirement in FY 10. Congress expects the Navy to-adhere 1o this direction; therefore, we write
to urge your support for full funding of the DDG-1000 program in the FY 10 Prosident’s budget,
and request that you cantinue a thorough and trassparent review and avaluation of the Navy's
propossl {0 fruncate the DDG- mﬂomoym and restart DDG-51 production.

We remain very concemed about the Navy’s fong-term shipbeilding phan. prm
several months of Congressional and Department of Defense requests for further snalysis, the.
Navy has yét to provide sufficient justification in- suppart of the proposal to trusicate the DDG-
1000 progranm and restart DDG-51 production. 'We continue to await an in-depth comparative
analysis of thé DDG-51 and DDG-1008. Thie Navy’s failnre to provide such a detailed cost
analysis strougly impties & Iack of supporting documentation of the Navy's.position and
undermines our confidence in the merits of the Navy' 's pian 10 truncate the DDG-1000 program.
Congress must have this information before ncquiescing to a change of this magnitude.

Supponting the DDG- 1000 program will énable the Navy to leverage $11 billion in
ﬂmdy!mmd reséarch and development funding. The ship has been designed with sigaificant
growth margins mc[rading power, cooling, space, and weight to enable rapid crhatwements to
meet evolving threats in the existing hull. We believe that continued production and detivery of
DDG-1000 class destroyery is essential to the long-term- stability of ovir shipbuilding program and
the timely delivery of needed capabilities to the Navy.

With respect and appreciation, and thank you for considering this request,

Sincérely,

Sheidon Whitehouse

OSD 03125-09
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Congress of tbz %Imteh States
PBouse of Repregentatibes

Waghington, DE 20515
March 18, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

We urge you to cancel the OMB Circular A-76 privatization review of public works at the United
States Army Garrison, West Point.

The A-76 program was shut down by Congress in the Omnibus Appropriations Act that the
president signed into law earlier this month because of longstanding concems. Two Government
Accountability Office (GAO) reports issued last year detail how poor guidance from the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) had resulted in systematically overstated savings and understated
costs as well as a disproportionately adverse impact on older, female and Afiican-American civil
servants. As GAO noted, even afier eight years, A-76 proponents are still unable to “reliably assess
whether competitive sourcing truly provides the best deal for the taxpayer.”

Moreover, the A-76 program raises concerns about compliance with the law. The Defense
Appropriations bill for fiscal year 2009 limits multifunction OMB Circular A-76 privatization
reviews, like the one of public works at West Point, to no longer than 30 months. The West Point
A-76 privatization review was formally announced in September 2006, 30 months ago. However,
an A-76 privatization review starts not at formal announcement -- but when preliminary planning
begins, when money is first spent on hiring consultants and reassigning civil servants from their
usual jobs. Indeed, this preliminary planning is actually required by the OMB Circular A-76. We
understand that preliminary planning for the West Point public works privatization review actually
began over seven years ago in 2002 and included at least five full-time civil servants.

We are also concerned about compliance with the provision in the fiscal year 2008 Defense
Authorization bill, which forbids the Department of Defense from carrying out competitive
sourcing-related direction from OMB. Less than two months after enactment, West Point tried to
utilize the prohibition by petitioning the Army for relief from carrying out the public works
privatization review. In its March 19, 2008 letter, the installation discussed a detailed plan for = -
internal reengineering of its public works functions that would be “less disruptive” than the A-76
privatization review, but yet “yield efficiency-and real savings,” and thus be “a win-win for West
Point and the West Point community.” Nevertheless, this petition was rejected. Even OMB dun'ng

OSD 03251-09




the previous administration acknowledged that the A-76 process should not be oons:dered_ t.he
exclusive process for generating efficiencies when officials in July 2_008 renamed competitive
sourcing, calling it “commercial management,” and emphasized business process reengineering
instead of contracting out.

This privatization review is already well past the 30 month limitation in_lposed in law, which means
that the actual costs likely exceed any savings. In addition, West Point is Prepared to achieve a
satisfactory resolution that benefits taxpayers and the West Point community. We in C.JOI'lgre.ss
have already recognized the failure of OMB Circular A-76 pxivati.zatxon reviews b)f eliminating
them. Today, we strongly urge you to cancel the West Point public works OMB Circular A-76
privatization review.

Sincerely,

MAURICE HINCHEY HN HALL
ember of Congress . ember of Congress
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President Barack Obama
The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

March 16, 2009

We have noted with some concern your announcement that an additional 17,000 US troops
would be sent to Afghanistan. As the goals of our seven year military involvement remain
troublingly unclear, we urge you to reconsider such a military escalation. ;

If the intent is to leave behind a stable Afghanistan capable of governing itself, this military
cscalation may well be counterproductive. A recent study by the Carnegie Endowment has
concluded that “the enly meaningfil way to halt the insurgency’s momentum is to start
withdrawing troops. The presence of foreign troops is the most important element driving the
mwmoflh'!’ahban.‘

The 2001 suthorization to use military foroe in Afghanistan aflowed military action “to prevent
any future acts of international terrorism against the United States.” Continuing to fight a
counterinsurgency war in Afghanistan does not appear to us to be in keeping with these
directives and an escalation may actually harm US security.

In a tape released in 2004, Osama bin Laden stated that al Qaeda’s goal was to “bleed... America
to the point of bankruptcy” in Afghanistan. He contipued, "All that we have to do is to send two
mujahedeen to the furthest point e2st to raise a piece of cloth on which is written al Qseda, in
order to make generals race there to cause America to suffer human, economic and political
losses without their achieving anything of note....” We would do well to pay attention to these
Ammmmmﬁhumngmysmhuapwmofwmithem '
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Mr. President, in reviswing the past history of Afghanistan and the nations that have failed to-
conquer it - Russia spent pine years in Afghanistan and lost many billions of dollars aod more
thaa 15 Ommmmmldam-weurgeyoutomonﬂderrhcdacisiontosmdmaddmow
17000toopsandtomstpummwmalmmﬁn&a

Sincerely,

Rep- Ron Pasl, MD, é ’ | é‘wmﬂn_ :ﬁ' '
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IKE SKELTON, MISSOURI. CHAIRMAN
JOHN SPRATT, SOUTH CAROLINA
SOLOMON P. ORTIZ, TEXAS

GENE TAYLOR, MISSISSIPP!

NEIL ABERCROMBIE, HAWAII
SILVESTRE REVES, TEXAS

VIC SNYDER, ARKANSAS

ADAM SMITH, WASHINGTON
LORETTA SANCHEZ, CALIFORNIA
MIKE McINTYRE, NORTH CAROUNA
ELLEN Q. TAUSCHER, CALIFORNIA
ROBERT A. BRADY, PENNSYLVANIA
ROBERT ANDREWS, NEW JERSEY
SUSAN A. DAVIS, CALIFORNIA
JAMES R. LANGEVIN, AHODE ISLAND
RICK LARSEN, WASHINGTON

JIM COOPER, TENNESSEE

JIM MARSHALL, GEORGIA
MADELEINE Z BOADALLO, GUAM
BRAD ELLSWORTH, INDIANA
PATRICK J. MURPHY, PENNSYLVANIA
HANK JOHNSON, GEORGIA

CAROL SHEA-PORTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE
JOE COURTNEY, CONNECTICUT
DAVID LOEBSACK, IOWA

JOE SESTAK, PENNSYLVANIA
GABRIELLE GIFFORDS, ARIZONA
NiKI TSONGAS, MASSACHUSETTS
GLENN NYE. VIRGINIA

CHELLIE PINGREE, MAINE

LARRY KISSELL, NORTH CAROLINA
MARTIN HEINRICH, NEW MEXICO
FRANK M. KRATOVIL, JR., MARYLAND
ERIC J.J. MASSA, NEW YORK

BOB8Y BRIGHT, ALABAMA

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

#.S. House of Representatives
Washington, BC 20515~-6035

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS

March 26, 2009 .

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

JOHN M. McHUGH, NEW YORK
ROSCOE G. BARTLETT,

MAC THORNBERRY, TEXAS

WALTER B. JONES, NORTH CAROLINA

W. TODD AKIY, MISSOURI

J. RANDY FORBES, VIRGINIA

JEFF MILLER, FLORIDA

JOE WILSON, SOUTH CARDLINA

FRANK A, LoBIDNDO, NEW JERSEY

ROB BISHOP, UTAH

MICHAEL TURNER, OHIO

JOHN KLINE, MINNESGTA

MIKE ROGERS, ALABAMA

TRENT FRANKS, ARIZONA

BILL SHUSTER, PENNSYLVANIA

CATHY McMORRIS RODGERS, WASHINGTON
TEXAS

ERIN C. CONATON, STAFF DIRECTOR

Since the Eisenhower Administration, it has been the policy of the gpvernment that it
should not compete with its citizens. That policy is outlined in the Office of Management and
Budget Circular A-76, which governs all public-private competitions to potentiaily outsource
work to the private sector. Originally, the A-76 process was intended to be nsed as a tool to

determine the most competitive and efficient source for performing “commercial’” work — either
in the public or private sector. However, it became almost a mandate in recent years for pushing
more and more work into the private sector, even work that is closely associated with inherently
governmental functions, in order to meet arbitrary competition goals.

The House Armed Services Committee has taken several steps to mitigate the undue
burdens on the Department of Defense. In response to a congressional mandate, the Department
of Defense Inspector General reviewed the military services’ A-76 programs. In its interim
report (April 22, 2008) the DOD Inspector General noted that:

= The Army is undergoing many efforts that impact competitive sourcing
planning, such as Base Realignment and closure, growing the Army, and the
war.
s The Air Force feels “pressure in the budget to conduct” privatization studies.
These findings were reaffirmed in the final report of December 15, 2008.

Furthermore, The Fiscal Year 2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act includes a one year
government-wide moratorium (section 737) on beginning or announcing any A-76 studies.

Many of the Department’s A-76 studies have dragged on far beyond the time limits
authorized in the 2003 revised Circular A-76, as well as those imposed by statute. This creates
an unfair strain on the federal employees whose jobs are being competed, as well as the
contractors who have submitted bids for the work. In many cases, an individual service has
requested a cancellation — either because the installation is seeking an alternative approach or
because the original study was not appropriate — only to be denied by the Department.
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Secretary Gates
March 26, 2009
Page 2

We are aware that the Deputy Undersecretary of Defense (Installations and Environment)
in a letter to many members of Congress, reaffirmed the competitive sourcing policy that was set
in place by the 2001 President’s Management Agenda; this is the same official who advocated so
strongly for competitive sourcing within the Department during the Bush Administration.

In light of the President’s memo (dated March 4, 2009), as well as concerns raised by the
military services, we urge you to immediately halt any pending A-76 studies as well as the
initiation or announcement of any A-76 study, and to rescind the 2008 competitive sourcing
policy memo. This will allow the Administration and Congress time to conduct a comprehensive
review of the Department’s A-76 program and to determine the best course for moving forward
with a sound competitive sourcing policy.

We request a prompt response to this letter.

Sincerely,
M %WMW
IKE SKELTON * SOLOMON P. ORTIZ

Chairman Chairman
House Armed Services Committee Readiness Subcommittee
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Congress of the Tnited States
1bouge of Repregentatives
aghington, BL 20515

March 23, 2009

The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

We are greatly concerned by reports that the Airborne Laser (ABL) program is facing
severe budget cuts or even termination in the Fiscal Year 2010 Budget proposal. The
ABL is America’s premier directed energy effort and represents not only a tremendous
potential for our nation’s warfighters, but also for maintaining America’s technological
edge. Itis critical to the future of our national security capabilities. For these reasons,
we urgently request the ABL remain a robustly funded program.

According to the Missile Defense Agency, the ABL provides a unique capability “fo
detect, track, target, and destroy ballistic missiles shortly after launch during the boost-
phase. Its revolutionary use of directed energy makes it unique among the United States’
airborne weapon systems, with a potential to attack multiple targets at the speed of light
with a range of hundreds of kilometers.”

Our military warfighters agree that the ABL is essential for addressing many of the
challenges facing our nation. General B.B, Bell, the former Commander of the United
States Forces Korea, wrote in 2007, “...from a warfighter's perspective, the ABL will be
an important ingredient in our much needed and required layered missile defense

capability for the Korean Peninsula.” This is a legitimate capability our nation needs.

As you know, the Airborne Laser began during the Clinton administration in the face of
an increasing ballistic missile threat. Since that time, the proliferation of ballistic
missiles has only grown. Today, outside of Russia, China and our Western allies, there
are 3,000 ballistic missiles around the world. That number is continuing to grow every
year. As threats proliferate around the globe, the relevance and importance of the ABL as
the nation’s only fully designed boost-phase missile defense system will continue to
increase.

OSD
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The ABL is performing well and is scheduled to shoot down a boosting ballistic missile
by the end of the year. Should the ABL be severely under-funded or canceled, the
promise of speed-of-light and extreme precision in the hands of the warfighter will
disappear, as will the fragile industrial base that supports it. In short, we will have
wasted the resources that have been well invested since the Clinton administration.

Again, we respectfully request your support for the Airborne Laser program.

Sincerely,

~ Norm Dicks : Todd Tiahrt
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Heinrich
Membkr of Congress Member of Congress
4
. (M A :
Todd Akin Buck McKeon
Member of Congress Member of Congress
) (4
Lo I
Kevin McCarthy

Member of Congress



Congress of the United States
Mashington, AE 20515

March 25, 2009

The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Secretary Gates:

In deciding how to allocate the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act’s funding, please give
consideration to the research conducted by Bell BioEnergy, Inc of Tifton, Georgia, which is
studying how to use bioengineered bacteria to convert biomass to biofuels.

Bell BioEnergy is producing renewable, domestically-produced, high-quality transportation
fuels. The process it has developed will enhance America’s independence from foreign oil in an
environmentally sound manner through the successful conversion of non-food biomass to
biofuels. Such efforts will also result in the creation of a significant number of new, green jobs.

Bell BioEnergy is presently conducting research through pilot projects conducted in :
collaboration with the Department of Defense (DOD) and the Defense Energy Support Center
(DESC) at seven military installations around the nation. The projects are located at Fort -
Benning, Fort Stewart, Fort Bragg, Fort Lewis, Fort Drum, Fort A.P. Hill, and the DESC facility
at San Pedro, California. At each site, Bell BioEnergy is working to:

1) Perfect the waste biomass to hydrocarbon fuels process;
2) Further refine the unique bacteria used in the process;

&
3) Produce sufficient amounts of usable hydrocarbon fuels (natural gas, gasoline, diesel
and jet) for laboratory tesnng

4) Test and certify the fuels generated by the process as a “drop in fuel” that is fit for its
intended purpose; and

5) Gather the engineering and scienfiﬁc data necessary to design full scale production
facilities. .

Bell BioEnergy is seeking additional funding to complete these pilot projects. The funds would
be used to 1) complete construction of the seven pilot projects, 2) perform university-level
research to determine the most viable bacteria for converting biomass to hydrocarbon fuels, and
3) construct the first research laboratory dedicated to the segregation and propagatlon of the
bacteria required to convert non-food waste biomass to biofuels. . - L

- “ ﬂmm
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Re: Bell-BioEnergy Funding
March 25, 2009

It is estimated that each test facility will employ five technicians. The research laboratory would
employ 25 to 50 scientists and technicians, with secondary employment of up to 400 people.
These efforts would support the underlying goals of the American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act, which is to create jobs and help transition our economy toward clean, renewable energy.

We thank you for your consideration of our request.

Sincerely,

u)» |

Ji Mar'r
mberjof Congress

A. Westmoreland

Sanford Bishop
Membet of Congress

# levis o
Lewis

Member of Congress

/,{W&JM@«.



Congress of the Tnited States
Washington, DL 20515

March 9, 2009
The Honorable Robert Gates Admiral Michael Mullen
Secretary of Defense ' Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
1000 Defense Pentagon 9999 Joint Staff Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-10000 Washington, DC 20318-9999

‘Dear Secretary Gates and Admiral Mullen:

We understand that the Air Force will be deciding soon where to base the new Global Strike
Command headquarters, and we know that you have been monitoring the decision process since
it began last fall. As part of our effort to inform senior defense leaders, it is our pleasure to
provide you with this copy of “Why Minot,” a comprehensive description of how Minot, North
Dakota, meets or exceeds all Air Force Global Strike Command headquarters basing criteria.
We have also sent this material to Secretary Donley, General Schwartz and General Corley.

“Why Minot” showcases the full array of benefits that the base and the city have to offer. We
want to stress in particular how Minot is the only location that offers the ability to bring direct
oversight to every aspect of the operational nuclear mission. Minot possesses the complete range
of Air Force operational nuclear expertise — a nuclear bomber wing, an ICBM wing, and a
nuclear weapons storage area. A major lesson of the past two years is that the Air Force must
increase command supervision at the operational level. Standing up a new major command
without doing so would be a major missed opportunity.

We also want to stress the incredible support the community of Minot offers the Air Force.
Strong support by the community will pay dividends for the Air Force by helping to ease issues
like the environmental assessment process and base expansion, When combined with our
delegation’s commitment to assisting the Air Force in its missien to restore confidence in nuclear
surety and regain its reputation as the world’s best nuclear steward, this support is unparalleled.

After reviewing ‘“Why Minot,” we believe you too will agree that Minot is indeed the best
location for Global Strike Command! Thank you as always for your service.

Sincerely,
W Pl
NT CONRAD YRON DORGA EARL POMERQY _
U.S. Senate U.S. Senate U.S. House of Repres ves
O 3681-0
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates,

Given the Department's experience with the initial F-15 and F-16 engine program beginning
_ in the late 1970s, early on in the Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) program, beginning in 1996, Congress
directed that an alternate engine be included within the JSF program.

The Department supported and budgeted for the altemate engine program within the JSF
program through fiscal year 2006, Because of internal budget pressures due to cost overruns within
other elements of JSF, the Department did not and has not subsequently included the alternate engine
in the annual JSF budget request after fiscal year 2006. -

However, in fiscal years 2007-2009, Congress added funding to continue the altemate
engine, And the Department hag obligated all of the altemate engine funding provided by Congress,
until this year.

Given the likely future expenditure of over $100 billion in procurement and sustainment
funding for JSF engines over the life of the ISF program, Congress continues o believe that
competition will provide a net benefit over a single-source procurement and sustainment model.
Studies done in 2007 by GAO and the Institute for Defense Analyses also support the competitive
moadel ds being a net benefit to the JSF program. :

* In a hearing on this issue before our Subcommittee on March 11, 2008, Undersecretary
Young made the following statement conceming the execution of funds for the continued -
dsvelopment and procurement of an alternate JSF engine: “1f Congress authorizes and appropriates
funds in fiscal year 2009, we will continue to execute the second source...the law requires us to -
obligate and expend funds, and we will certainly obey the law.” Yet, the Department’s Comptroller,
Robert Hale, is now withholding $35 million in advance procurement funding for the alternate

| 784.09
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engine that needs to be released in the April-May period to avoid impacting the altemate engine
M@.

Section 213 of the fiscal year 2008 National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) states that
“the Secretary of Defense shall ensure the obligation and expenditure in each such fiscal year of
sufficient annual amounts for the continued development and procurement of two options for the
propulsion system for the Joint Strike Fighter in order to ensure the development and competitive
procurement for the propulsion system for the Joint Strike Fighter.” Some inside the Department
have contended that funds cannot be obligated because there is no procurement for allemate engine
program programmed for fiscal year 2010. Continuing to withhold funding that was authorized and
appropriated for alterate engine advance procurement is unjustified. Section 213 of the fiscal year
2008 NDAA requires obligation and expenditure of alternate engine finds. And the Depariment’s
obligation of funds for F-22 advance procurement, belies any contention that obligation of funds
expressly authorized by Cornigress is inappropriate based on what may, or may not, be in the fiscal
2010 budget request.

Commitments mads to Congress by the Undersecretary for Acquisition, Technology and
Logistics should not be allowed to be subsequently reversed by another Undersecretary.
Furthermore, we request that you direct the release of the $35 million in advance procurement
funding for the alternate engine,

Sincerely,
E . Eé Ud : &4 w
.
Neil Abercrombie
Chairman,

Air and Land Forces
Subcommittee

»
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720 HaRT SENATE OFFICE BURDING
WasHmsGTON, DC 20510
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Wnited States Senate -
April 3,2009
The Honorable Robert Gates, Secretary
U.S. Department of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon

Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

On April 2, 2009, the U.S. Air Force announced that it had chosen Barksdale Air Force Base in Louisiana as the
location of the new Globel Strike Command to oversee the Air Force’s nuclear operations. In press reports
announcing this decision, T was greatly concerned to see allegations by a member of the Nebraska Congressional
delegation that military commanders have asserted that politics play a role in the decision of the location of

major new commands.

Yet the Omaha World-Herald reported on April 3, 2009, that “Rep. Lee Terry said that while military
. sommanders maigtain publicly that palitics are nat.involved in such decisions, they concede.in private.that: « v 1 e 2es: ¢ -
politics do play arole. Terry said those politics occur primarily at the Senate level.” This is a very serious’
allegation which I believe merits serious consideration and a response by the U.S. Department of Defense
(DoD). 1am greatly concerned by any accusation that DoD chose Barksdale Air Force Base as the location of
the Global Strike Command based on political considerations, particularly those in the Senate, rather than an
objective evaluation of the qualifications of the bases. Such allegations, if left unaddressed, seriously undermine
the credibility and integrity of our armed services and the men and women who serve to keep our nation secure.

1 ask you to immediately investigate and report on the allegations by Congressman Terry as reported in the
Omaha World-Herald that military commanders are basing their decisions on politics, in part in or in whole,

rather than the interests of DoD and the security of our nation.

Since Congressman Terry provided no specifics to back up his allegations, some could choose to discount them
as baseless. However, since Offutt Air Force Base scored highest overall of all the bases under consideration in
the criteria used, and rated the highest or tied for the highest in all six individual subcategories, it is difficult to
explain why Offutt was not selected and to argue that politics was not the basis for this decision.

The longer such an allegation goes unaddresséd, the greater the appearance of plausibility becomes. Therefore,
I am requesting an immediate and thorough-investigation of this matter and look forward to your response.

EBN:ceg

cc:  The Honorable Barack Obama

£40 NORTH 8TH STResT FELD REPRESENTATIVE
SuUMEe 120 PosT Orrce Box 2105
LincOLN, NE 68508 Keanney, NE 68848
1402) 441-4600 {308) 283-5818

Fax; (402) 476-8753

United States

enator
OSD 03788-09
FIELD REPRESENTATIVE FELD REPRESENTATIVE 7602 PACIFIC STREET
PosT OFFCE Bax 1472 PosT OrRce Box 791 Sune 205
ScoTrsBLUFF, NE 69363 SouTH Siaux Crirv, NE 68776 Ommé;e _;2: ;4
= 402) 209-3595
ey 8t 1-6“ el FAx: (402) 391-4726




@ongress of the United States
Washington, B@ a0515

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

March 30, 2009
Dear Secretary Gates:

We are concerned that vetetans who served in Iraq and Afghanistan may be ill, and some may
have actually died, as a result of exposure to dangerous toxins produced by bumn pits used to
destroy waste. The Military Times reports that scores of returning veterans who were exposed to
burn pits display similar symptoms: chronic bronchitis, asthma, sleep apnea, chronic coughs, and
allergy-like symptoms, Several also have cited heart problems, lymphoma, end leukemia. We
write to request that you direct relevant DoD personnel to fully comply with the VA's requests
for information needed to study the impact of these potential environmental exposures.

Our experience with treating illnesses caused by Agent Orange and Guif War Illness taught us
that we must be vigilant in monitoring and treating our veterans long after they have retumed
from the battleficld. Although the Department of Defense currently maintains that there are no
health dangers to troops from exposure to burn pits, we believe it is premature to dismiss
concems raised about burn pits after only a few years.

As you know, ajomt study of the bum pit at Balad Air Base found that toxins were present,
including carcinogens such as dioxin, but that they did not exceed military exposure guidelines
for those exposed to the fumes for one year. The Defense Health Board reviewed the study last
year. While the Board found that the study was generally adequate, it identified several
weaknesses in the study, including the lack of a comprehensive analysis-of the interaction of
various toxins and the failure to conduct a valid study of relevant health records. It identified
several ways in which the Army could improve its examination of dioxin serum sampling and
analysis of respiratory ilinesses.

Independent scientists:who liave reviewed the joint study of the Balad Air Base have informed us
that there is a significant danger that veterans may become ill as a result of exposure to fumes
emanating from such burn pits. They also noted that the underlying data supporting the study
was not included and that it will be difficult to ascertain the potential health care implications of
exposure to the fumes without this data.

For this reason, we request that you make this underiying data available to om'_staff and to the
Government Accountability Office for its review, in a classified setting if required.

Meanwhile, the real indicators of the dangers to veterans are the long-term health measures of

those exposed rather than less reliable environmental reports. Therefore, the study of those
known to be exposed by burn pits should be the primary focus.

O
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" Responding to a recent Congressional request along these lines, Veterans Affairs Secretary
Shinseki gave assurance that he is taking seriously our concerns about the dangers of burn pits.
In the enclosed message, Secretary Shinseki committed to take the following actions which relate
to the Department of Defense:

1. VA scientists have begun health studies on veterans of the current conflicts in Iraq and
Afghanistan, including requesting assistance from the Department of Defense (DoD) for
troop exposure and location data, .

2. VA is working with DoD to obtain al] relevant exposure data with the goal of
establishing potential correlations with health problems among affected veterans, To this
end, VA has established a data sharing agreement with DoD that grants access to this data
for separated veterans. VA scientists will also review data gathered from DoD's Post
Deployment Health Assessrent (PDHA) surveys, which ask about exposures to smoke
from burn pits, subsequent symptoms, and a variety of other health related questions.

Since time is of the essence and the lives of our troops and veterans are at stake, we are
requesting your expressed commitment that the Pentagon will fully cooperate with the VA in this
matter so that these analyses can be completed as quickly and accurately as possible. We also
request that you direct the relevant Department of Defense offices to fully cooperate with the

" VA’s studies.

Thank you for your attention and assistance in this matter.
” - /" . :

Senator Russ Feingold ] Represemam@.m Bishop

Senator Evan Bayh e Representative Steve Cohen

W,

Senator Ron Wyden




Congress of the United States /4/-3'57

Washington, DL 20515

March 3, 2009

President Barack Obama

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20500

Dear President Obama:

In two weeks the United States will mark the sixth anniversary of the launch of
the preemptive war and occupation of Iraq. Like you, we, the undersigned
Members of Congress, opposed the war and occupation from the start and have
spent the last several years working to extricate the United States from this
quagmire. We believe that ending the war and occupation in Iraq means
redeploying all troops and all military contractors out of Iraq. It also means
leaving behind no permanent bases and renouncing any claims upon Iragi oil.

The policy you announced last week in your speech at Camp Lejeune

the redeployment of U.S. troops from Iraq is a hopeful sign that the end of the
war and occupation in Iraq is in sight. We believe, however, that even more can
and should be done to hasten the day when all U.S. troops and military
contractors are redeployed out of Iraq and reunited with their families and laved

on% »

Specifically, while we welcome your embrace of a withdrawal timeline and your
commitment to the American people that all combat troops will be withdrawn
from Iraq by August 31, 2010, we are concerned that the plan you announced
contemplates leavmg up to 50,000 U.S. troops in Irag- nearly as large as the
force deployed in South Korea during the height of the cold war.

‘Accordingly, it would be extremely helpful to us, other members of Congress, and
the public if you would address the following questions:

1. What factors will be used to determine the size of the reserve force to be
left in Iraq?

2. What role do you envision for the United States after combat forces are
redeployed that requires nearly 50,000 U.S. troops to implement?

3. What actions have the Administration taken, or contemplates taking, to
comply with the congressional prohibition against the establishment or
maintenance of permanent bases in Iraq?

4. Will the role of the “transition force” be changed if violence flares back up
in Iraq?

5. How does the plan address the estimated 190,000 American contractors
currently stationed in Iraq?

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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We believe that our nation’s interests in Iraq and the region will be best advanced
by reducing the size of the military footprint and making greater use of our other
assets of national power, including diplomacy, reconciliation, commerce,
development assistance, and humanitarian aid. We are heartened that you
consider the deployment of these natlonal assets central to a viable Iraq strategy.

We look forward to continuing our dJalogue and strengthenmg our partnershlp in
the pursuit of our mutual goal: ending the war and occupation and redeploying
all American troops and military contractors out of Iraq and reuniting them with
their families and loved ones.

Sincerely,

Member of Congress Member of Co Member of Congress
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Congress of the United States /G023

. ‘ Washington, BE 20515

March 11, 2009

President Barack Obama.
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear President Obama:
We are writing to express our strong support for resuming Operation Jump Start.

As you know, this effort deployed National Guard troops to meet our Southwest border security
needs. Operation Jump Start was a tremendous success. Guardsmen built 37 miles of fence,
repaired 700 miles of roadway, assisted in confiscating over 298,000 pounds of drugs, offered
support in over 166,000 arrests and helped in 100 rescues. They were vital in securing the
border, enhancing border infrastructure, and improving border security and agent safety.

The main reason why the National Guard was deployed under Operation Jump Start was that
there were not enough resources on the border for effective security — both in the number of
“eyes and ears™ on the ground as well as infrastructure being built. The mission ended in July
2008.

As you know, the Mexican military's crackdown on drug cartels and corruption has increased
violence and decreased stability in the region. Last year, more than 6,000 people and this year
more than 1,000 have died as a result. On February 20, the State Department issued a trave} alert
as drug cartels are engaged in an increasingly violent conflict among themselves and the
Mexican government for control of trafficking routes along the U.S.-Mexico border.

Due to the current situation in Mexico, we believe that more resources are needed to ensure
additional border security. There are still significant security and infrastructure needs on the
border and the National Guard should be used as an asset in this regard.

At a time when drug viol.ence from Mexico threatens to spill over the border and expose our

communities and families to the consequences, we strongly encourage you to resume Operation
Jump Start. We look forward to working with you to ensure the security of our borders.

£20 Royez - \4& &
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Signed by Representatives:

Ed Royce

Brian Bilbray
Howard Coble
Sam Johnson
Gary Miller

Trent Franks
Todd Tiahrt
Kenny Marchant
Sue Myrick
Rodney Alexander
Bill Posey ‘
Dana Rohrabacher
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@ongresz of the Anited States
Washington, BE 20515

April 14, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary, Department of Defense
1400 Defense Pentagon
Washington DC 20301-1400

Dear Secretary Gates:

‘We write regarding the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) report
addressing the listing and oversight of Superfund sites at DOD facilities, S_l:p_zm
Greater EPA Enforcement and Reporting are Needed to Enhance Cleanup at DOD Sites
(GA0-09-278), urging you to rapidly take all steps necessary to remediate contaminated
DOD sites.

The GAO report reached several disturbing conclusions:

e While the number of DOD sites considered for placemeqt into the Superfund
program has declined over the past decade, DOD sites stil] account for 9 percent
of all Superfund sites.

» Despite years of negotiations, DOD and EPA have not finalized Interagency
Agreements setting out the terms for clean-up of 11 of the 140 DOD Superfund
sites, despite the statutory requirement to do so, reportedly because DQD
disagreed with the terms contained in the Agreement documents and simply
refused to sign the documents. These sites include (1) Air Force Plant 44
(Tucson, AZ) (2) Andrews Air Force Base (MD) (3) Brandywine Defense
Reutilization and Marketing Office (MD) (4) Fort Meade (MD) (5) Hanscom
Field (Bedford, MA) (6) Langley Air Force Base (VA) (7) McGuire Air Force
Base (Trenton, NT) (8) Naval Air Station Whiting Field (Milton, FL) (9) Naval
Computer Telecommunication Area Administrative Master Station (Wahiawa,
HI) (10) Redstone Arsenal (Huntsville, AL) and (11) Tyndall Air Force Base
(Panama City, FL).

¢ Despite the requirement for Interagency Agreements to be signed at all federal
Superfund sites, the Superfund statute (Section 120 of CERCLA) contains no
enforcement mechanism that could be used if a federal agency refuses to do so.
Although EPA may initiate administrative enforcement actions under other laws
(such as the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and the Safe Drinking
Water Act) to compel DOD to clean up contaminated sites, EPA chose not to
pursue enforcement actions until 2007, more than 10 years after these sites were
first placed into the Superfund Program. Currently, there are EPA
Administrative orders in place at 4 sites: Fort Meade (MD), McGuire Air Force
Base (Trenton, NJ), Tyndall. Air Force Base (Panama City, FL), and Air Force
Plant 44 (Tucsan, AZ).

We believe that the Department should immediately enter into the appropriate
Interagency Agreements and expedite the cleanup of these sites. We request that you
provide us with a detailed descnpnon of your plans to do so, including:

\
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¢ Specific timeframes for when Interagency Agreements will be signed at each of
the DOD Superfund sites currently lacking them, and the status of any
negotiations regarding their text, including who is participating in these
negotiations.

¢ Milestones agreed to by EPA and DOD that are expected for inclusion in Site
Management Plans for the cleanup of each of these sites;

e Any outstanding issues that may impact these schedules and milestones.

~ Thank you very much for your attention to this important matter. Please provide
your response no later than close of business on Friday May 1, 2009. If you have any
questions or concerns, please have your staff contact Michal Freedhoff (Rep. Markey,
52836), or Derrick Ramos (Rep. Green, 51688).

Clmmasl Wﬂ—ﬂ;m "’ | %f/ Z/

Rep. Edward J. Markey Rep. Gene Green
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Congress of the Hnited States
Bashington, BL 20515

April 14, 2009

The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary

U.S. Department of Defense
100 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301

Dear Mr. Secretary,

As you knéw, the-United States is currently facing a number of dauntirig national security
challenges. With our ongoing involvement in Iraq and Afghanistan, as well as our efforts
to combat terrorism, the need to recruit and retain qualified men and women for military
service is greater than ever. We are writing to request that the Defense Advisory
Committee on Women in the Services (DACOWITS) be restored as a meaningful
advisory body with authority to independently advise the Secretary of Defense on issues
concerning military women. Doing so would be a highly effective way to quickly
identify and address the obstacles to women choosing long-term careers in the armed
forces, and would ensure that the U.S. military is well prepared for today’s wartime
realities. _

DACOWITS was established in 1951 as a civilian boérd of individua]s appointed by the
Secretary of Defense for the purpose of providing advice and recommendations on
matters affecting women in the armed services. For half a century, the Committee served
as a vital link between the Department of Defense and the civilian community and gained
a reputation for conducting valuable and highly respected analysis on integrating women
mto the Imhtary makmg the anned services more effective overall. . :

Many in the security commumty were surpnsed and dismayed when the Bush
administration failed to renew the Committee’s charter shortly after taking office. In its
place, then Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld introduced a new mandate for
DACOWITS which cut members, staff, and funding, revoked the Committee’s
autonomy, and diluted attention to women’s issues. In addition, former Secretary
Rumsfeld imposed restrictions which made the Committee’s military installation visits
less frequent and less effective, and reduced its diversity and transparency in terms of
membership selection and policies. The broader effect of these actions has been to-
sideline serious study of women in the military, and depriving our armed forces of an
untold number of skllled and capable leaders. - ~

Former Under Secnetary of Defense for Personnel and Readmess Dr. Dav1d Chu pubhcly
stated his belief that DACOWITS’ work to increase the proportion of women in the
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military had “probably reached its natural limits.”! This statement does not mesh with
the abundance of studies and reports indicating that many women in the armed forces feel
they are coming up against a “brass ceiling” as they struggle to rise through the ranks and
demonstrate their leadership. Under its original charter, DACOWITS worked to address
women’s specific needs as they entered the armed forces in increasing numbers. Some of
the progressive changes made as a result of DACOWITS’ work include coed bootcamps,
the gender “norming” of fitness standards, programs to address sexual harassment, and
family friendly work policies. These institutional changes benefit both men and women,
and help the U.S. military maintain its reputation as the best in the world. Wheever is
appointed as the next Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel and Readiness should
have an in depth understanding of the need to consider the differing needs of servicemen
and women, and should appreciate the demonstrated benefits of reducing gender based
discrimination in the armed forces.

We believe that BACOWITS must be re-established under the Federak Advisory
Committee Act with the mission to advise the Secretary of Defense on a broad range of
matters relating to women in the military. Additionally, it must be restored to its former
status through an increase in its membership to at least 25, to be chosen from diverse
backgrounds, and this Committee should be supported with an adequate budget to carry
out the analysis and data collection which has proven so valuable in the past. We are
confident in your dedication to creating an enabling and supportive environment, so that
our servicemen and women can reach their full potential and contribute the best of their
skills and abilities to the protection of our country. The revitalization of DACOWITS
would greatly facilitate this goal. Thank you for your attention to this important issue.

Sincerely,
Wo Q'™
OL¥N B. MALONEY ERIC MASSA
Member of Congress Member of Congress

! Stone, Andrea. “Women Warriors Play an Essential Role in Military.” US4 TODAY. 11 January 2002.
http://www.usatoday.com/news/sepl 1/2002/01/10/warriors.htm. (Accessed 31 March 2009).
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@ongress of the fnited States
' Washington, BE 20515

April 24, 2009

The Honorable Dr. Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense

1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

This letter is to respectfully request your assistance in reinstating the National Guard
Joint Countexdrug Task Force’s Port and Highway Interdiction mission, This tasking
was terminated nearly 8 years ago and removed from the responsibilities of the National
"Guard Counterdrug Task Force. We are confident this mission set is both immensely
impartant to the national security of our country and provides outstanding training for our
soldiers and airmen.

As you know, the Drug Trafficking Organizations (DTO) along the US-Mexico border
have become an increased threat to our country. These criminal and terrorist
organizations control the avenues of approach to the U.S. and utilize these avenues to
smuggle humans and illegal narcotics. These same organizations then use the lack of
oversight on southbound cargo to transport money and weapons to the cartels- thus
fueling the violence and destruction,

During the period of National Guard support to Port and Highway Interdiction, Texas
guardsmen were credited with well over $1 billion dollars in drug seizures per year.
Texas also laid claim to well over $27 million in cash seizures in one year alone, These
statistics prove the viability and importance of having Guard men and women working
the secondary search areas along the border- freeing uniformed officers to be out in front
of the public.

The threat to Texas and the United States by drug trafficking organizations is clear. A
holistic approach must be taken to quell the violence, death and destruction caused by
these narco-terrorist organizations. Port and Highway interdiction is a critical aspect of
this approach and must be reinstated immediately.

Sincerely,

B Smiémx

. John Carter (TX-31) Rep. Sam Johnson (TX-03)

OSD 0462
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Rep. }jalph'He.ll (TX-04) /Rep. Joe Barton (TX-06)

Rép. ranger (TX- Rep. Lamar Smith (TX-21)

S Cullrense,

Rep| Jobn Culberson (TX-07)

Z' W Michad T ﬁz Coml
" Rep. Michael McCaul (TX-10)

Rep. Kenny Marchant (TX-24)
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Rep. Michfle] Conaway (TX-11) Rep. Téd Poe (TX-
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Rep. Louie Gohmert (TX-01) Rep. Pete Olson (TX-22)




Congress of the Pnited States
WMashington, BE 20515

April 9, 2009

President Barack Obama

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20500

Re: Funding for the Purchase of F-22s in the FY2010 Department of Defense Budget
Dear President Obama:

We are gravely concerned regarding recently announced plans to cap production of the F-
22A Raptor at 187 aircraft. Simply put, this number is insufficient to meet potential threats tp
America and to guarantee our nation’s air superiority decades into the future. Over 30 air
campaign studies completed over the last 15 years have validated a requirement for far more than
187 F-22 Raptors to replace the original force of 800 F-15 A-D Eagles. The decision announced
by Secretary Gates not only ignores these facts, but also the validated requirement of our very
own Air Force,

.. - Secretary Gates indicated his commitment to the F- 35, Joint Strike Fighter as America’s

L 5 generauon fighter jet. While the JSF is a very capable pla.t.form, u"is designed for multi-role

strike Mmissions and not optimized for the air dornmance ;;mssmns of the F—”'2 Moreover it is
severaI years away from full'scale production. . % '

, As discussed in the January 21 letter to you signed by. 194 House Members, the F-22
program annually provides over $12 billion of economic activity to the national economy. As
we face one of the most trying economic times in recent history it is imperative to preserve
existing high paying, specialized jobs that are critical to our nation’s defense. Over 25,009
Americans work for the 1,000+ suppliers in 44 states that manufacture this aircraft. Moreover, it
is estimated that another 70,000 additional Americans indirectly owe their jobs to this program.

Mr. President, in light of these concerns and in consideration of the importance of the F-

22 program to both American national and economic security, we strongly urge you to
reconsider this decision and to certify that continued productlon of this vital asset is indeed in the

national interest of the United States.

David Scott Phif Gingrey
Congress Member of Congress

Sincerely,

L
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: Johnson

MemHer of Congress Member of Congress
k Kingston Jipd Marshall

Member of Congress ember of Congress

Tom Prige Westmoreland
__-Metiiber of Congress Member of Congress

Rob Bishop Dan Boren

Member of Congress Member of Copgress

Allen Boyd ichael Burgess

Membeg of Congress ember of Congress

John Carter . : Eljah Cummings
Member of Congress Member of Congress
Raiph Hall Dean Heller

Member of Congress Member of Congress
Sam Johnson Michael T. McCaul
Member of Congress Member of Congress -

Re: Funding for the Purchase of F-22s in the FY2010 Department of Defense Budget.
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Patrick McHenry Kenny Marchant
Member of Congress Member of Congress
endrick Meek Richard Neal
Member of Congress Member of Congress
Carol Shea-Porter Bill Shuster
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Paul Broun

Don Young
Member of Congress

Member of Congress

Gabrielle Giffor
Member of Congfess

Member of Congress

Re: Funding for the Purchase of F-22s in the FY2010 Department of Defense Budget
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates
" Secretary of Defense
Department of Defense

Washington DC 20301-1000

We wish to make you aware of an intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR}
program in which over $250 million has been invested, and was called an “‘unprecedented
capability,” only last October in a letter to our Chainman, by the Under Secretary of Defense for
Intelligence, but yet appears to have been orphaned by the Department of Defense.

The Air Force developed and the Marine Corps employed a turbo-prop based wide area,
day-only, electro-optical surveillance system called “Angel Fire” in Iraq from September 2007
until March 2009. Four King Air 90 aircraft were used in Anbar Province. Five additional
aircraft (“spival two”), with infra-red night capability, have been funded and are planned to be
delivered from July through November of this year.

Responses to inquiries from mid -- March through yesterday to the Commander, Central
Command; Commander, Multi-National Forces- Iraq; Commander, International Security
Assistance Force; Central Command staff; the Joint Staff; the Under Secretary of Defense for
Inteltigence; the ISR Task Force; the Air Force; the Army; the Marines and your office indicate a
lack of awareness of the capability of the system; its status; and/or who has the responsibility to
ultimately determine the disposition or use of the assets.

As an example, General Petracus, signed a letter dated 17 April 2009, in response to
inquiry from another Member of Congress, which indicated: “The Ange! Fire system you
mentioned, which was nsed by the Marines in Anbar Province in Iraq, was redeployed back to
the States and is currently being reviewed for possible deployment to Afghanistan.” In reality,
well prior to 17 April, the contractor had been directed to dismantle the podded-capability on the
“Angel Fire™ system contract aircraft, which was “used by the Marines in Anbar Province.” The
first aircraft had its sensors removed last week; the second aircraft is scheduled for this week;
with the remaining two aircraft to follow in the subsequent two weeks. Further, the Air Force
indicated earlier this week that there is no funding or plan to use the spn‘al one or two “Angel
Fire™ assets in overseas contingency operations.

s




Given your priority on making ISR available to support our troops in overseas
contingency operations, the “unprecedented capability” provided by “Angel Fire” and “Angel
Fire’s” capability and earlier availability compared to similar systems like “Constant Hawk,”
which are being fully supported by the Department, the continued dismantlement of the spiral
one capability and no plan for use of the spiral two capability is inexplicable.

While “Angel Fire” has operational limitations for some areas of Afghanistan, over sixty
percent of recent IED activity has taken place in southern Afghanistan, where terrain elevations
allow “Angel Fire” operations, as well as in most areas in Iraq.

We recommend that your Programs, Analysis, and Evaluation office examine the “Angel
Fire” and “Constant Hawk" programs and provide you with a briefing, at your earliest

convenience. We would appreciate your views on “Angel Fire” and the planned use and
disposition'of the assets of the program.

W

Roscoe Bartlett

Chairtnan, Ranking Member,
Air and Land Forces ~ Air and Land Forces
Subcommittee Subcommittee

NA/RB: bg




Congress of the WUnited States
Washington, BE 20515

April 27, 2009

‘The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary of Defense

[ 000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, NC 20301-1000

Dear Secretary Gates:

We commend you for prioritizing the development and purchase of new airborne
intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (ISR) assets and light attack aircraft. We agree with
you that our warfighters in Afghanistan and Iraq require a robust mix of manned and unmanned
platforms to accomplish their counterinsurgency and counterterrorism missions. Given the
relevance these capabilities have across the services — as well as the continued development of
your Projeet Liberty initiative ~ we hope you will organize and resource additional airbornc ISR
and light attack aircraft programs on a joint basis.

The urgent need to provide these capabilities to our warfighters has spawned a number of
separate development cfforts inside the Department of Defense.  For example, for more than a
year, the Navy has been assessing the capabilities of small light attack aircraft with significant ISR
capabilities. The Air Force recently studied the need for a similar capability. Based on input
from our commanders in the field, that study may grow into stated requirements for new assets.

Moreover. the Air National Guard (ANG) is preparing to demonstrate the capabilities of
the AT-6B later this year. We have strongly supported the AT-6B research and development
etfort inside the ANG for the past few years, and we hope that the Navy and Air Force will reap
some of the benefits of a project that appears to be maturing just at the moment such capabilities
are most needed.

Based on conversations with the Navy, Air Force and Air National Guard, however, we
remain concerned that efforts to develop a light attack and ISR platform remain uncoordinated.
We believe Dol should develop light attack aircraft capabilities on a joint basis. Only when the
services are working in a coordinated fashion can we expect to get this important capability to our
warfighters efficiently and expeditiously.

We hope you agree with our recommendation, and we stand ready to work with you to fund
a joint light attack aircraft program that draws together DoD’s multiple and ongoing programs.

Sincerely,

i) 04870
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The Honorable Robert Gates
Secretary of Defense

1400 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301-1400

Dear Mr. Secretary,

I am writing you today to express my concern with the cost growth and schedule delays
of the Navy Electromagnetic Aircraft Launch System (EMALs) program. The EMALSs system
is designed to replace the aircraft launching steam catapults in USS Ford class aircraft carriers
with the advantages of increased catapult capacity and lower overall maintenance life cycle
costs.

[t is apparent that the Navy did not aggressively manage this program over the last few
years. It was not until recently when the senior Navy acquisition official directed a complete
program review that the full scope of the cost increases and schedule delays became known. 1
understand this program review evaluated alternatives, including cancelling EMALSs and
reverting to steam catapults for USS Ford. Such change would require a significant redesign
effort for areas of the ship already designed and would delay delivery of the carrier for a least a
year and perhaps as long as a year and a half. Conversely, the decision to stay with the EMALSs
system also contains significant technical risk and has the potential to delay carrier delivery.
Testing of the fully integrated EMALS system will not begin until early this surnmer, yet
production of the operational system must begin immediately to meet construction schedules.
Any significant issues discovered during test will of necessity delay the construction of the
carrier and undoubtedly cause significant cost growth.

Because the implications of the failure of this system to deliver on time are so great, and
the associated cost impact to the CVN-78 contract could range in the billions of dollars, [ believe
this program needs additional and targeted oversight on an hour-by-hour and day-by-day basis. I
also believe this additional oversight will be required for a significant period of time, perhaps as
long as five years, while this system is tested, produced, delivered to the construction yard,
installed, and verified.

- In addition, I encourage the Navy to maintain transparent reporting to Congress on the
status of EMALSs. For example, although EMALSs does not meet the requirements for designation

| OSD 04913-09
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as a major subprogram of the CVN-78 program, the Navy should consider reporting separately
on EMALS in selected acquisition reports, unit cost reports, and program baselines.

It is my intention to hold an oversight hearing on this program in July. Iintend to call
Navy acquisition officials for this hearing but extend to you the invitation to provide a senior
official from your staff to discuss risk menagement as this program moves forward. The focus of
the hearing will be to understand what process is in place to maximize the chances of success
and to alert, at the earliest time possible, the risk of failure.

Thank you for your continued service to the country.

Sincerely,

GENE TAYLOR
Chairman,

Subcommittee on Seapower
and Expeditionary Forces

cc: Admiral Michae] Mullen, Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
Admiral Gary Roughead, Chief of Naval Operations
Honorable Sean Stackley, Assistant Secrstary of the Navy, Research Development and
Acquisition
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Congress nf the Hnited Bta&n

‘ Waslington, BE 20515
May 1, 2009 '
The Honorablc Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Peatagon
Washington, D.C. 20301

Wewﬁmbmmdeepcmabmtmmtmediaupmsmﬂmjoimpago
Aurcraft (JCA) program. Anmﬁclainl’hcﬂﬂLpubﬁshedonApﬁlZl,m,mdlcm_d
that the JCA program will be cut in half and the remaining planes allocated to the United

.States Air Force in the Department of Defense’s proposed Fiscal Year 2010 budget. We

believe that, if implemented, mohcuuwuuldbeimpedetlnabilityofthct{nitedSum

. Army, specifically the Army National Guard, to meet intra~theater lift requirements for

the “last tactical mile” as well a3 severcly constrain the Anmy and Air National Guard’s
ability to respond to a domestic disaster.

, The current intra-theatye airlift capability in the U.S. Army is insafficient to mest the

demands of the wars in Traq and Afghanistan, The Army has relied on the C-23 Sherpa,
an un-pressurized aircraft that cennot perform medical evacuation missions nor transport
modem cargo pallets. The lack of robust airtift over the “last tactical mile” bas also
forced the Army to press its Chinook helicopters, themselves agingsnd inneed of
Rales and Missions Review Report (QRM) assessad these concems and concluded that
“he option that provided the most valus to the joint fotce was to assign the C-27J ¢ both
the Air Force and Army.” The Pentagon’s proposed cuts und program changes ate in

e direct contradiction to the findings from this congressionally authorized report. The JCA
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will allow for more rapid delivery of larger cargo loads to shorter and mare remate
airstrips and belp fill the logistical needs of the war fighter on the modem battlefield.

The Air National Guard also has mmgmtmedﬁ)ttheJCAmﬁllﬁﬂhmnnlmdsgcmhy
missions. The termination of the National Guard’s postion of the JCA program will

. eliminate a critical capability in many Air National Guard units across the country that

lost their flying missions during BRAC 2005, Wi&:outmadeqwemphomnentm
the Air National Guard in several states will be unable to retain parsonnel and skills that

. have taken years to cultivate, The National Guard Bureau has a promised beddown plan

for the JCA in states affected by BRAC and the elimination of the program casts doubt
about the fatare of these units. Thiswonldha:mﬂwAirNatinnalGuatd’sahilitym_
respond to a domestic crisis. Whether the disaster is a burricane or large scale tervorist
attack, the JCA would allow the Air National Guard to deliver supplics to arcas that -
would otherwise be inaccessible to fixed-wing aircraft. The National Guard has boen

Jasked to play a larger role in homeland defense and disester recovery in rocent yoars and

the JCA will be a critical tool fir the Guard in fulfilling these missions. The JCA is

dexigned for the needs of the servicemen and women fighting on ssymmetric
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batlefields and is one of the few DoD programs that is ruaning on budget and on time.

Any changes to the JCA program will risk the readiness of our Army, Air Force and
National Guard to respond to the full spectrum of threats and requirements. We strongly
urge you to continue with the program of record for the Joint Cargo Aircraft Program.
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Washington, BE 205150606

April 15, 2009

President Basack Obama
1600 Peansylvania Avenue
Washington, DC

President Obama,

As you are well aware, piracy has become a serious threat to both American and international
shipping. The majority of these pirate attacks have taken place along the coastline of Somalia -
a coastline the same Iength as the United States castern seaboard — and in the Gulf of Aden north
of Somalia.

The recent kidnapping of Captain Richard Phillips following a raid on his commercial ship, the
Maessk Alabama, by Somali pirates proves more aggressive action is needed to combat piracy.
The incident involving the Maersk Alabama was a spectacular show of courage, good luck, the
extraordinary military skill of U.8. Special Forces and the smart decision-making by the Captain
of the USS Bainbridge, Commander Frank Castellano. Unfortunately, in the future, the pirates
may be unwilling to take a ship’s Captain hostage to protect the safety of the crew or the crew of
a merchant vessel may be unable to fight back. They were very lucky that the U.S. Navy arrived
béfore the pirates were able to make it back to land which would have made it extmnely difficult
10 track them down.

The piracy problem is not a law enforcement challenge because the pirates have mstricted
access to Somali port facilities and land bases that are sanctioned by the govering institutions of
Somalia irrespective of how dysfunctional they are. This is a military problem and these attacks
on U.S. meschant ships constitute an act of war on the United States,

A new course of action should be reviewed. Sending U.S. Warships to patrol these waters isn’t
enough to protect U.S. flagged merchant ships. This is an arca that is 1.1 million square miles
and the U.S. Navy, or any navy, has their hands full trying to protect this vital shipping Jane.

- The placement of small detachments of U.S. Marines or sailors aboard U.S. flagged merchant
ships would help bring an end 1o the piracy problem off of the coest of Somalia for U.S. -
compmercial shipping. This would be 2 much more cost effective way of ending any advantage
that the pirates have. New rules of engagement should give U.S. military personnel, assigned to
U.S. merchant ships, the authority to engage any small boat if it demonstrates hostile intent when
approaching a U.S. merchant ship.

FRINTSC ON RECYCLED PAER
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There is a precedent for using U.S. military persomnel on U.S. flagged merchant vessels. During
WWIL, U.S. military personnel were deployed on U.S. flagged ships to provide protection.
These detachments were called “The Naval Armed Guard,” and were established after the 1941
repeal of the “Nentrality Act of 1936,” which had outlawed the arming o U.S. merchant vessels.

It isn’t necessary to talk about military operations against the pirates along the Someli coastline
when we have the option to put small military detachments on board U.S. commercial ships,
These raids would not only put members of our military unnecessarily at risk but thece would
always be the potential for collateral damage causing harm to the inpocent hostages and civiliens
in the target areas. '

Mr. President, how many seilors and Marines are available for such actions and are you willing
10 temporarily station military detachment on U.S. flagged merchant ships?

Thank you for your time and I look forward to your response.
' Sinoerely.

Mike Coffman, M.C.

CC: The Honorable Robert Gates

TOTAL P.82
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@ungress of the United States |

. | Washington, BE 20515
March 26, 2009
President Barack Obama
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Ave

Washington, DC 20500 ; '

Dear Mr. President;

As co-chairs of the 52-member bipartisan U.S.-China Working Group, we are writing in
- regard to recent developments within the bilateral U.S.-China re!atiqnship.

Last week, the Working Group hosted Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense David
Sedney for an update on U.S.-China military-to-military relations. We are supportive of
your efforts to protect U.S. Navy reconnaissance vessels and your decision to send a
destroyer escort to the South China Sea. The harassment of U.S. interests by Chinese
ships is a violation of international law and we applaud your decisive response.

Additionally, we urge your continued support of increased U.S. - China military-military
relations. In our view, the U.S.-China diplomatic relationship will be the most important
of the 21" century. Strong military-to-military connections remain instrumental in
expanding and improving that relationship.

Thank you for your leadership on this issue. We look forward to working with your
Administration to advance U.S.-China relations.

Sincerely,

Rick Larsen Mark Kirk
Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Congress of the Tnited Sitates

Wllastingtan, BE 20315
May 3, 2009
The Honorable kobm M. Gates
Secretary of Defense ’
1000 Defense Pentagon
Washington, DC 20301
Dear Secretary Gates:

Your internal budget process consists.of serious deliberation on threat analysis, risk
assessment and cost benefit tradect¥s in regard to budgetary decisions. This informiation is
critical for Members of Congress and the public:to know, and for ihis reason I am concerned
about 4 distarbing trend of restricting budget and inspection information within the Department
of Defense.

Tunderstand that you recently asked senior officials in the Départment to sign 8 Non-
disclosure Agreement as it relates to the President’s FY10 Budget propesal. While I fully
understand that some of these discussions must be kept eonfidential, I ain conceimed that 1) this
agreement is not strictly limited to predecisional discussions, and 2) that Congress may be -
excluded from oversight and engagement due to the restridtions put in place by this agreement.

Specifically, the Agreement states that, budget-related information restricted ineludes
“{information,] predecisional or otherwise, concerning the Administration’s deliberation of the
nature and amounts of the President’s budgst forFiscal Year 2010, arid any supplemental budget
request submitted during the current fiscal year.” Can T expect a candid answer from a senior
military official when I ask them about the process used to establish priorities, sither now, or
after the President’s detailed Budget is released to the public? Members of Congress deserve
candid answers from senior military officers that are not suppressed or censored--either directly,
or implicitly via a culture of regulations that muzzles their independent professional judgrment.

We are well aware that only the President and his staff see the full revienues and resource
-~ requirements of the United States Govermment, and members of his Adminisiration are expected
to implement his guidance. However, the Constitution charges:Congress, not the Executive, with
the mandate 1o raise-and support armies and navies, and it gramts anthority to Congress to fund
the budget for our defense and the other constitutional responisibilities. 1 am concerncd that
these restrictions on the deliberation of these tradeoffs are reflected in the President’s Budget this
dum and future years severely and unnecessarily imits the Congress in these constitutional

ties, .

The Congress, and the Nation as 4 whole, can ill-afford our Natjon’s senior military
leadesship 1o be forced to equivocate or be pedantio in so far as their professional opinion is
concerned, particularly as it relates to risk caloulation and threat analysis associated with the
priorities of the Department of Defenss and the aliocation of taxpayer doliars,
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Furthermore, T am concerned to. learn that previously unclassified INSURV inspections
will now be classified. It is sometimes only through the media end public awarencss, as was this
case with the inspections of the USS Stout and USS Chosin, that we leam of the urgent need to
address some of the shortfalls the military hias, including the $417 million shortfall in ship depot
maintenance for this year alone. If these teports are classified, we are unable t communicate
these needs tq the public,

Lastly, senior Army-officials shruptly withdrew fbom a recent hearing before the House
Armed Servives Alr ind Latid Forces Subcommitiee an Futore Combat System. This hearing
was to focus oh the status of the FCS program in light of'a recent GAO repaet that fiade
recommendations on this system. These actions continue to contribute to the perception that:the
Department in not interested in engaging with Congress to defermine the best possible selution.
The classification of inspections and excluding Congress from budgetary discussion serve as an
impediment for Congress to fulfill its constitutional responsibility to provide the hecessary
Tesources to support our national security strétegy and the rest of the federal governmerit.

More than ever, our budget needs a close look. In fact, President Obama indicated in one
of his first Executive Orders concerning the Freedom of Information Act, that “A democracy
requires accountability, and accountability requires transparency. As Justice Louis Brandeis
wrote, ‘sunfight is safd to be the best of disinfectants.™” We undlerstand that most budget
docwments are not subjeot to FOIA wnder § USC 552(b)(5), and # may be timely to reconsider
this exemption. o . .

There i3 no more serious résponsibitity that President Obama, you, or wis have thad tg

ensure the security of this great Nation. We remain strong supporters of your efforts and of the -

candor with which you have testified before Congress. We look forward to working with you to
ensure our Nation has the defense it necds. Thanks youn for your assistance,

Sincerely,
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Congress of the United States

Washington, BC 20510
May 6, 2009
The Honorable Robert M. Gates
Secretary of Defense
1000 Defense Pentagon

Washington, D.C. 20301
Dear Secretary Gates,

As Congress awaits the submission of the President’s Fiscal Year 2010 budget request for
the Department of Defense, we write to share our strong and unwavering support for the
Air National Guard (ANG) units in our states that lost their flying missions through
BRAC 2005.

As you know, the last BRAC round made significant changes to the lay down of aircraft
within the ANG. In our six states, many units lost their flying missions — ranging from
A-10s, C-130Js, and F-168 — with some losing the only flying mission stationed
permanently in their state. The loss of a flying mission is a direct threat to the manpower,
readiness and relevance of our ANG units and their continued ability to meet their state
and federal duties.

The ANG not only serves our nation as we ask them to support operations in Iraq and
Afghanistan and around the world, but they also serve the local state missions. Without a
permanent flying mission within the state, the ANG may lose the valuable expertise and
experience our airmen provide. With the immense capability the ANG provides to our
nation, we must not jeopardize the investment we’ve made in the ANG personnel forces.

According to the 2008 Air Force Weapon Systems Roadmap, as well as subsequent
planning by the Air Force and National Guard Bureau, our six states are each expected to
receive the C-27J Joint Cargo Aircraft (JCA). While we welcome the assignment of a
permanent flying mission to our states, we are concerned that continued debate about the
organization and control of the JCA program could place the future of our ANG units at
risk. We believe it is important to firmly resolve the “roles and missions” debate with
regards to intra-theater lift, and move forward with a program that meets the needs of
ANG states impacted in BRAC while also addressing the capab:hty gap faced by our

warfighters,

This is a pivotal year for our Air National Guard. To this end, we look forward to the
Department’s strong support for the allocation of permanent flying missions to our
states as part of the upcoming submission of the 2010 defense budget.

As always, we thank you for your service to our nation and look forward to continuing to
work with you to support our men and women in uniform.

OSD 0529
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Debbie Stabenow
United States Senator United States Senator
Mark Schauer

United States Representative
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1.3, House of Representatives 902592
¥ashington, BC 20515-0552
 January 29, 2009
The President
‘The White House

Washington, D.C. 20500
Dear Mr. Prcsident: |

I am-writing to express my grave concern regarding the Medal of Honor review process
. _andthe apparent lack of living award recipients. Since you, as President of the United States, are
responsible for presenting the Medal of Honor on behalf of the U.S. Congress, I respectfully
j request that your Ad!mmsmtlon conduct a review of this matter.

. Sinoe World War l-,~there have been 3,462 Medal of Honors awarded to our soldiers and
sailors for distinguishing themselves “conspicucusly by gallantry and intrepidity at the risk of his
life above and beyond the call of duty.” In World War I, 27% of Medal of Honors were awarded
posthumously, in World War 1, 57% and in Vietnam, 38% were posthumous awards. In
Operation Iragi Freedom and Operation Eriduring Freedom (QIF/QEF), 100% of all Medal of

* Honor awards have been posthumous. [ am concerned that either knowingly or inadvertently,
the Medal of Honor awards process is bécoming biased to only acts of valor that resuft in the
death of the service member. - g

‘ Mr. President, only 99 Medal of Honor winsiers are living: 25 from World War IL, 14
from Korea, and 60 from Vietnam. The last Medal of Honor awarded to a living recipient was o .
Michael E. Thomton for his heroic actions in Viemam on October 31, 1972. Their stories inspire
1 - our country and provide the military services with their heritage and traditions. Having Audie

|- . . Murphy, Pappy Boyington and San Diego's own John Finn living amongst us has motivated
.7 generations to greater achievements. While the integrity of the award must be preserved, the

Department of Defense should also not be applying a different standard to OIF/OEF that '
essentially precludes thc award of the Meda! of Honor to living recipients. :

' Inaddition, the recent downgradmg of the Medal of Hornor for Marine Sgt. Rafael Peralta
- to the Navy Cross raises similar concerns: Despite the fact that Sgt, Peralta was nominated for
 the Medal of Honor by Marine Corps leadership, the award was downgraded by a panel
Acompnsed pnmanly of civilians that included a neurosurgeon and two patholog:sts fam very




concerned that the criteria for awarding the Medal of Honor, which has been historically
awarded based on eyewitness accounts, has now been replaced by modem forensic science. |
firmly believe that the eyewitness accounts of the event should take precedent through the entire
chain of command review process because heroic actions in combat cannot always be explained
by science alone.

Again, | hope your Administration will do a thorough examination of the issues

surrounding the process for awarding the Medal of Honor. The selflessness and combat heroism
that is represented by the Medal of Honor must be preserved for future generations.

Sincerély, ’
AR

Duncan Hunter

Member of Congress

DH/vm
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February 3. 2009

President Barack Obama
The White House

1600 Pennsvivania Avenue
Washington, DC 20500

Dear President Obama;

One of the great many reasons we are so thankful that you have now been swomn into office is
our shared commiiment 1 suicide prevention for veterans and those still serving in our nation’s
armed services. You were a true leader on the Armed Forces Suicide Prevention Act, and your
leadership and help from your staff was invaluable in gaining co-sponsorship and advancing the .
tssue in the 110™ Congress.

It was truly disappointing that the Harkin/Obama amendment. based on the Armed Forces
Suicide Prevention Act which we respectively authored in the Senate and House. was not
included in the National Defense Authorization Act of 2009. As you may remember. one of the
major obstacles 1o its inclusion was the formal comment we received from the Department of
Defense opposing the legislation “because it would establish a legislative mandate for programs
already ongoing or within the Secretary’s authority to establish.” The comment letter went on to
say “However, the administration supports the goals of the legislation and we ook forward to
working with Congress to address these concerns.”

We were deeply disturbed last week to receive the atiached letter from the Department of
Defense stating that ther