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DARREL\. E. ISS., CALIFORNIA 

RANKIIiG MINORITY MEM8ER 

COMM'TTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND :GOVERNMENT REFORM 
2157 RAvaul'lN House OFFICE BuiLDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515--6143 

The HonOntble Robert M. Oates 
Secretary 
United States Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Peolagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

MI/Drit\l /102IUl-SOS1 
MIIIOriIY 120') ~7. 

Januuy 22, 2009 

Today. with our' colleagues in the Senate~ we are releasing the most recent Government 
Accountability Office (GAO) listina of the federal govamroent's high risk areas. GAO has 
iSS\1Cd this product at the start of every new Congress since 1990. A3 has been the cue in many 
past editions. the Dcpattment of Defense (DOD) is, unfortunalely, well represented. 

This year's report describes eight areas in DOD operations that 8fe at high risle of fraud, 
waste, abuse, and mismanagement and seven others for which DOD shares responsibility. More 
than half of the arca! GAO has identified involve DOD. Many of1hese areas have been on the 

. list for almost two decades. 

With the countty facing its most serious firumcial and economic problems in decades and 
fighting two wus overseas, 'We cannot afford for the Department to act less than.the maXimum 
value from the resources the Conaress and the American taxpayer provide it. The risb DOD . 
faces cut across most areas of its operations and il\Glwle DOD's longstanding inabilitY to deliver 
its major weapon system acquisitions on time and at promised, costs and oapabilitics. modernize 
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 ofits oversight agenda. Accordingly, we request that you meet with us 
at yOUr earliest possible convenience to discuss why the Department has not been able to resolve 
~ serious and costly problems. and to discuss a concrete plan with specific time frames to 
Implement GAO's recommendations. Waste and mismanagement in the Department redu~ the 
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much needed supportour military needs to effectively cany out its mission. We look tOtward to 
the discussion with the spirit of ~on that will be needed to achieve lasting improvements.. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
DarreU E. Issa 
Ranking Member 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary ofDefeme 
1000 Defense Penfaaon 
Wabington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Oates: 

January 30f 2009 

We write rcsardinI the OMS Circular A-76 review of iDstaIJadon ~ functions 
under 1bc Defense LogistiCi Ageacy Enterprise Support orgatd7Btion (DES). It is OW' 

understaDdina that the Department of Defense'. Competitive Sourcing Official is 
disinclined to approve a request by the ~ Loaistics Apacy (DLA) to UDdertab an 
intemaJ. 1'8-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 OMS Circular A .. 76, and the informatiOn 
provided to our offices regarding DLAt. alternate approach, it appears tbe latter offers a 
viable alternative that would Jm1It in savings more quickly. 

Given our m~ interest in ensuring the DES mission is accompJished in an efficient 
and cost-etTmive manner, we respcctfully requm the Department to give all due 
consideration to the· internal re-qineerine etYort developed by.DLA, 

We look forward to your response. 

4J.w 
~l &1I~ 

Sincerely. 

{jluJ( . 
~ t..44~.,~. 

#1J l( tVc----1 
~7f(~ 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates, 

February 3, 2009 

NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITl'EE 
a-,~IT1'IIiON I'IDIIM8, 

WIux.R AND DI:EAHa 

~ONI_APP.r.IIIS 

ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE 
au.c:-n..0011'1_ 
Su_QNS~" 
AND ExPI!_1'oIIcIa 

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/or the Military Buildup on Guam" outlined 
the need for support of civilian inftastructure 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 wen 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 inftastructure needs. However. the Senate substitute amendment to 
H.R. 1 that is being debated on the SeDate 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 ftmding for the Secretary of Transportation to offer grants for 
a variety 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 
lDsular 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 

OSD 01229-09 
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to be reconciled in a conference committee. While $62 million is a good made, 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 cxmuuunicate your support for inaeasing 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 lhat 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 please have your staff contact 
Matthew Herrmann, of my staff, at matlhew.he.mnann@mail.house.C;ov or at 202-225-
-1188. 

Sincerely, 

~~L~ 
ELEINB Z. "RD~ 

Member of Congress 

EnclosUIe: S. 336, American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, 
·'Assistance to Territories" provision and report h!nguage 

cc: The Hon. Donald C. Winter, Secretary of the Navy . 
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«ungress uf tlfe Jtnite~ .tate:s 
BalllJingbnt. a« atl515 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary, 

February S, 2009 

We write in support of Dr. Solomon Passy's nomination for the position ofSecretaJy 
General oftbe 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 lapp de Hoop 
Scheffer expires later this year. 

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

For nearly two decades. Dr. Passy has demonstrated a clear vision and solid 
leadership in international rclatiODSt particularly in regard to NATO. As a member of 
Bulgaria's parliament be authored legislation in 1990 to withdraw Bulgaria fi'om the Warsaw 
Pad and to join NATO and the European Union. That year. Dr. Passy also founded the 
Atlantic Club of Bulgaria, an NOO in Bulgaria to strongly support NATO membership . . 
Y QUs 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 SecretaJy 
General ftom Bulgaria who is as superbly qualified as Dr. Passy, would strengthen ties 
between NATO and the United States as weD as serve the important cause of continued 
European integration. 

Thank you in advance for your kind consideration. 

Sincerely, 

PRJIlTEO ON RECYCLED PAPER IIllIilllll 



HOUSE COMMITfEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

8.6. "OUSt of i\q)tdtntatfbd 
"f1lgton, _ 20515-6035 

'The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Was~ DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

ONE HUNDRED TENTH CONGRESS 

February 11, 2009 

The National SecuritY Personnel System (NSPS) of the Department of Defense (DOD) 
made wholesale changes to the current federal employee system, resulting in widespread ·dis1rust . 
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 'Congressional 
Budget Office bighlight concerns over the cost ofNSPS versus its benefits as weU as the iack: 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 
ofNSPS 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 Departmenes personnel 
system. 

We request a prompt response to this letter. 

IKE SKELTON 
Chairman 

• 

House Armed Services Committee 

IS:cg 

Sincerely • 

Jl-;PJ£~ 
Chairman 
Readiness Subcommittee 



l[.Oltgrc55 of tbt ijlniteb ~tateg 
1!ilouS'£ of 3RcprtSrntatlue~ 

U!il!5hmllton. i3~ 20515 

The Honorable Donald C. Winter 
Secretary of the Navy 
] 000 Nav)' Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20350~1000 

Dear Secretary \Vintcr: 

February 11, 200~ 

We w:rite to express our COncern r~g3Idjng the significant cost ovemms associated 
""1th the VH-71 Presidential He-licopter Repl.\cement Program. As you know, (he 
Depal1ment of Deit:nse announced that the total acquisition cost is projected to increase 
[Torn $6.5 billion. to SIl.2 bill~on, raising the cost per helicopter by 50 percent above the 
original estimate. We respectfully request detailed information on this recent Nunn
McCurdy breach. including variou:) options to modify OT re-open the contract for bidding, 
as mandated in ule FY2009 National Defense Authorization Act (P.L. 110-417). 

\V~ are very supportive oftbe Defense Department's initiative to ensure that 
progrJ.rm are held a::countable to their projected budgets and tirnelines. Secretary Gates 
specitJ(;;)]ly mentioned the VH-7 J a.s a "big ticker' item experiencing contract or program 
performance problems. Like\ .. ·isc, President Obamal1oted that the program>s co~t 
represents, ··a lot o(rnoney, eve-n 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 procUIcmcnt ., 

As you know, Lockheed Martin was awarded the contract without any experience 
building helicopt~rs, winning the contract over the incumbent contractor, Sikorsky. 
Sikorsky has manufacnlTcd Marine One since President Eisenhower first utilized 
hel icoptecs for presidential tr~nsport in the 1950s. The compClIl)" fulfilled these contracts 
\VilhoLit exceeding Lh~ I)r~)jected budgc:t Or failing to meet reql.lircd timdines and 
milestones. Sikorsky is a tested and proven prime contractor for the Marine One fleet. 
In addition, Sikorsky maintains the most string..::nt security requirements for its Marine 
One aircraft and facilities, \\;th minimal reliance on foreign components and designs. 

We therefore respectfully request a thorough report, coupled ~;th a briefing, on 
the developm~nt plans for this program, including an analysis of the potential advantages 
of eilh¢r rc-op~ning the contract for bidding or requiring split-production betWeen 
Lockheed Martin and the incumbent contractor. We believe that sueh an anaJysis of 
altern.Jlin:~ will pr'~sem a clear optil..fj &x the Dep~rtmel1t of Defense to eventually 
d~\'t!k'il i\'farine Onl.: 3ircraft 011 lime :~ild ('on budget 

FEB-15-2001 0:':10 36% P.12I2 



Rev. Rosa DeLaura 

We thank you in advance for keeping us apprised of the Navy's decision-maldng 
process and Jook forward to receiving a detailed report, as well as a briefing on the 
matter, as soon as possible. Like you, we believe tttat there are few mort sensitive and . 
more important national security concerns than the safe transport of our nation's chief 
executive. \vlJen the President travels on tltis aircraft, it becomes a critical information 
node, with vital data ~oming in, and the most important decisions being meted out. We 
hope that yo\.l will provjdc us with a workable plan ior delivering the highest quality 
aircmfl with fh~ highest security stand.uds. Our Pn!sident and our nation deserv~ no less. 

If }'OU have any questions regarding this or any other issue, please do not hesjtate 
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~ 

Uluted States Senator 

~~~k: 
f). AI 
C~~J{HY 
United States Representative 

Cc: The Honorable Roben M. Gates 
S~cr.:tary of Do!fense 

The Honorable John Young 

h? -,.., l ~rcr 
({dfl L. DeLAURO 

United States Representative 

~ . 

JOECOU~ 
L oited States Representative 

·\MES A. HIMES 
ited States Representative 

Und\!f Secretary of Defer.se for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics 

Mr. Sean J. Stad:ley 
A~sistaut Secretary of the Navy for Rese:l1ch. Development & Acquisition 
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LINCOLN DAVIS 
4TK DISTNCT. TENNUSEE 

SENIOR WHIP 

COMMITTEES: 
APPROPRIA nONS 

SUBG()MMfTTEE ON AGAOCUL 1'UAE. 
AUAAL DEVELO .... ENT. FooD ..... D DftUG ADMINISTRATION, 

AND IlELATEO NaENCla> 

SUIlCO .. ....rr.,. ON ENERGY AND WATER IJEvELOHOENT 

((ongrt.~ of tbt Itnittb ~tatt. 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary 
Department of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

J!)O~t of l\tprt~tntatibt5 
~ington, DC 20515-4204 

February 12,2009 

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 110111 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 until 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 ofthose 
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 enonnity of your responsibilities. I respectfully 
urge your attention to this matter. Thank you for any updates you may provide and for your commitment 
to this great nation. 

LD:TG 
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The Honorable Robert Oates 
Secretary 
Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Dr. Gates: 

February 11, 2009 

We are writing to express our strong support for the E-2D Advanced Hawkeye 
program and request your oonsideration 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 
satisfuctorily on both cost and schedule. Since enactment of the appropriations bill, an 
Operational Assessment has been completed and the program remains on track to zeceive 
Milestone C approval in Spring 2009. After reviewing the final appropriated levels for 
this program in Fiscal Year 2009, however, we are concemed that CU1l'eIlt 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 fimds in Fiscal Year 2009 to support the 
procurement of the third Low Rate Initial Production (LRlP) Lot I aircraft in Fiscal Year 
2009, and provide advance procurement for the third Lot n aircraft in Fiscal Year 2010. 
Furthermore, we urge you to ensure that the Fiscal Year 2010 request includes 
procurement fundini for all three LRIP Lot II aircraft. 

We thank you for your consideration of this request, and we lodk fOlWard to your 
strong 8UppOtt for prioritizing reprogramming of Fiscal Year 2009 funding for the E-2D 
program. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Member of Congress 



(:k~ Jttc.:Jj 
CAROL cCARmY 
Member of Congress 

~".1; /~ 
TIM H. OP 
Member of Congress 

• 

00: The Honorable Donald Winter, Secretary of the Navy 
ADM Gary Rougbead, Chief of Naval Operations 

~~ .. --.~ 
. GAR • ACKERMAN . 

Member of Congress 

d~a 
MICHAEL A. ARCURI 
Member of Congress 
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The Honorable Robert M. Oates 
Secre181'y ofDe~ 
Department of Defense 
] 000 Defense PentqOn 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

February 23, 2009 

III 002 

We aJ:e writin;lO request that YOIl protnptly and fully distribute authorized compensation to m.embers of 
our Armed Forces whose service bas been eXtended by the Depamnont of Defense's stop loss poliCY. 

Over the past seven years. over 160,000 military personnel have had their s~ce"duty c:ontI8CtS 
extended due to stop loss orders. Today, there an: over 12,000 soldiers in the active Army, Army Reserve and 
Army National G.uard who remain on active duty beyond \heir scheduled sepanuion date as a result of stop loss. 
This policy especially impactS the National Guard and Reservists. many ofwbom have already been deployed 
much longer than they expected. This is why ~ jntroduced legislation in the 110111 Congress to provide 
payments to service members for each month they are extended as a result of stop loss. 

On September 30, 2MB, the Consolidal.ed Security, Disaster Assistance. and Continuing Appropriations 
Act, 2009 was signed inW"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 1009 will receive "" 

" compellKtion. The bill aiso allocated $12 million for the compensation, thus providing enough to compensate 
each soldier with the full $500 amount. 

It has been nearly five months since the bill was signed into law and stop loss compensation paymenu 
have yet to be distributed. We \U'ge you to walk with die House and SCnaie Appropriations Defense 
Subconunittees to develop & thorough and appropriate disbursement plan as quir;k1y lIS possible TO fW.fi.ll the 
Department's obligations under P.L. 1 t 0-329. Our soldiers are heroically and bravely defending oor country 
abroad, and they arc awaitillG the mllCb-deserved recognition and compensation for the unforeseen sacrifice so 
many have been called on to ped'onn. 

Thank you [or your prompt att~tion and your consideration ()fthiSL~portant request. 

Sincerely, 

~ " B ySutton 

I", ' .. -,! 'i~ - I' .. ~ OA, 4", .. 



CAROL SHEA-PORTER 
FIA~ DISTRICT, NEW HAMPSHIRE 

COMMmEE. ON ARMED SERVICES 
READINESS 

MIUTAAY PE.SONNEL 

1330 LONGWORTH HOUSE 0..,,,,, B .. LDONG 
WASHINGTON, DC 20616 

(202) 22H456 COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 
(202) 225-5822IFAX) WORKFORCE PROTECTION 

HeALTHY FAMILIE6 AND CoMMUNInES 
33 LO'NELL STREET 

MANCHESTER, NH 03101 
(6031641-9536 

(603) 641-9561 (FA"I 

Qtongre.5'.5' of !be Ilniteb ~tatt.5' 
~ou~e of !\epreStntatibtS 

Dasbtngton. Jl~ 20515 

COMMITIEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES 
INSUlAR AFF.oJRS, OcEANS AND W,LDLI.e 

104 WASHINGTON STlIEET 

Do""., NH 03820 
(603) 143-4813 

(6031 743-S956 (FAX) 

. The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary' of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301-1000 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

NA nONAL PARKS, FOREST6 AND 
PUBLIC LANDS 

February 17, 2009 
www.shea·parler.house.gov 

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 fur 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 fur our military personnel The 
Department of Defense Inspector General is currently investigating the electrocution 
deaths oft 8 Americans (16 soldiers and 2 contractors) in KBR-maintained facilities. 
KBR is under criminal investigation fur the electrocution deaths of several U.S. soldiers 
in Iraq. The House Committee on Oversight and Government Refurm oonducted an in
depth investigation into the problem of electrocutions in U.S. fucilities in Iraq and the 
death of Staff Sgt. Ryan Maseth, 24, a decorated Green Beret electrocuted in his shower 
on January 2,: 2008. The Corrnnittee's investigation showed that KBR was alerted to the 
deficiencies in this and other cases, but fuiled 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 
oontinuing failure to ensure electrical safety for our troops. With this history, it is not 
surprising that Capt_ David J. Gfaft;. commander of the DCMA's International Division, 
was quoted in an Associated .Press article, stating that "many within DOD have klst or are 
losing all remaining oonfidence in KBR's ability to successfully and repeatedly perfurm 
the required. electrical support services mission in Iraq.'~ 

Despite these serious, ongoing ooncerns, the Department of Defense has awarded KBR a 
new oontract that includes the type of work that KBR failed to perform adequately fur 
years. Threats to the safety and lives of soldiers or others because ofknown hazards and 
negligent perfOrmance of work are not acceptable. 

II 



We would therefore appreciate a thorough review ofthe 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 fur your consideration, and we look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 





((ongreii oftbt Ilntteb 6tatt~ 
8fdIjfitgton, _ 20510 

The Honorable Robert Gates 

Seeretary of Defense 
1000 Deferi$e. Pentagon 
WasIililgton, OC·.W301-1300 

Dear 8ecret8Iy Gates. 

We wri~ today concerning S~ion 256 of the FY 2009 Natioqal Defense Au~on 
Act (pL. 11{)-417). As you know, this.section requires the establishment of an executive 
agc¢ to oversee:Department otDefense .(DOD) activities related to:·printed circuitboard 
technologies. We would like to request that the DOD comply with the law and provide' a 
bri~f at your earliest .convenience. on' department planning and implementation of 
executiv.o agent tequltementS. 

Spcci.fi~y. we.ale int~steA in learning about how the DOD plans to .go. through the 
executive. agent selection process, as well .as where and· when its offiCe Will be 
established. What authori&;s. ·resoun:es and responsibilities in addition to what the 
legislation prescribes will the executive' agent have? How and when will the offi~be 
funded and fUlly operational? By statute. designation was to have occurred by Jan 12. 
Why·was ~ delayed? . 

It is 0U.f understanding·that·the N~onal Research Council's Board on Manufacturing. and 
Engineering Design studied the issur;>ofOOD access·to le~yaild future generations of 
printed circuit'board teehnplogies:u> support defense and other missions. The resulting· 
2005 report made a.:series of~ons designed t9 ensure continued OOD access 
to printed circuit board tecbnology.and erudfle the development.of new capabilities 
needed to. support emer@1g require.men't$. 

In Mar.ch 200:~. a Principal Response T~ convened by the Navy and Defense Logistics 
Agency, IJn4 c~ 9fm~~ip 'fNm the Of&.e ~fthe Secretary ofDe~set ~ 
National Securitr Agency; the li1i1itary services, and the Departments of State and 
~; reported to Co~~ that 'DOD concurs wi.th comments on .all NRC 
i'ecOnunead8tiOos,' and idtmtUie<i cUrrent-and potential actions ·to address -each Ol1e. 

Therefore, we ~e that it is'critical thai an.executive agentbeatBb)jsbe<i quickly to. 
monitor and protect issues re~a~ to the U;S. printed cireuit board ittdustty. Safeguarding 
the:tecbno.logy and manufac~g.eapabiHties of printed ci(cuit boards will ·protect ·our 
natiOnal interests today and in the future. We strongly urge you to ensure that this office 

I 
I 
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have access· to .~ up funding in FY09 $0 that it ~ be fUlly .operational ~ soon as 
possible. 

We also en<:oumge you ~ use the expertisealread.Y in place at Na",aI S1I1'face Warfare 
Centq·~SWC)"Crane Division when yoo uesignate the executiv.e agent for printed 
~uitboard tecbOOl~es. As yOu~w, NSWC Crane has a long history of-success in 
the: printed oircuit board field. It is' one··of the .few facilities in the countrY that haS printed 
c~ boatd.engineering aud ~g:~ties. Cnme's state-of-the-art 
mmufacturing ability is supported by a superb teChnical ·staff'tbat supports advanced. 
tnanllfacturing and emer,giitgtedmology development. Crane also serves as the DOD 
executor to- the Eme.rginglC-riticaJ Intcroonnection Tedmology(ElCI1) program for the 
advancement of printed, c.ircWt board:teehnolOg'y and pt~sses. 

'We haVe long supported this project and urge You to tap into this wealth of experience 
and knowI~ a,s you ~lect the executive agent and·develo.p this office. 

Please do not hesitate io.contatt Jen Davey of Senator Bayb '5 staff (202-224-8726), Joe 
O'DoJIDell of Senator Ltlgar~s staff (202 .. 224-0898). or Je,d D~Ercole of Congressman 
Ellsworth·s staff (202-225.4638) if you have any questions or CODCemS. 

Thank you for YOW' cOntinued Service. We look forward to Yclut mponse. 

S.iilcerely, 

United.s~·s~ 

Brad Ellsworth 

U_,~ Representativ.e 

Richard.Luga.r 

United S~ Sen,atw 



BOB FlLNER .* 
242~SZ~t.! , 

? I ST DISTlUCT. CAUFORN'A 
11( ... SH1NCTON. DC 20S 15 I 

'0;1_: 12(2) 22.~S 
FAX: (202) 225-9073 

WTERANS' AFFAlRS COMMITTliE 
ClWRWJI 

'ntANSPOIl1' A.11ON ANt) INFR"STRl.K"11JRE 
COMMml!8 

A'1.TIUH sUITe D 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES IMl'lllUAL. C MIA 9215' 

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

Dear Mr. President: 

January 22, 2009 

TEL: (7 ) 35.';--8800 
FAX: ) 355-8802 

wdlske: 

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

Many distinguished scholars ofInternational Hwnanitarian Law, United Nations High 
Commissioner for Refugees, Office of the United High Conunissioner 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 Iriaq, 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 mtder intemationallaw. 

I appreciate your attention to this important matter. 

BF/sm 
2503721 

BFILNER 
Member of Congress 

PAINTED ON RECYClED PAPER 



Gtougre.6.6 of tlte Buite" ~tate5 
JIIIam,ingtuut JlC! 20515 

Dr.R~M.G$S 

Secrea&r¥ " :Di;fense 
1 000 'DcfenSe.~en~ 
Washington, DC 2OlQl~l-900 

Dear Secre,tary Gates: 

~,12,2009 

We are acutely aware that the US Transportation Command and the US Air Force place a 
very high priority on recapitalizing the fleet ofKC-135 Refueling Tankers. We agR'e with this 
priority. Unfortunately, as the Government AccoWltability Office concluded last year, the 
previous soun::e selection process for the KC·X Tanker was deeply flawcid. 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 SO~: selection must be fair to all parties while 
delivering the,best value solution for the warfigbter at a'reasonable cost fOr the taxpayer. 'In the 
previous soWTCeselection, the-competition was not coad'QCted' fairly ,on several levels. 1he 
Department of Defense (DOD) mus~not"repeat past mistakes: , 

,> 00' not allow '~compdition ~t all ~stS" to diStort the KC-X solicitation and source 
selection PrOcess." In ~ m~ths ~e84ing up to the rc~e of the final Request for 
Proposals (RFP) for the previous KC·X sOlici~'O~ 'die Air Force beI)l to the " 
comp~nation of e~ pressure for "competition at an costs" coupkd wi~ musaI 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 tool for the sole purpose of qua1i~ one offeror's 
proposal. 

> Conduct the competition on a level playing field for all pBrties. In the previous 
KC·X competition, the Northrop GrummanlEADS team benefited from unfair advantages 
that derive from illegal government subsidies and waivers of regulations that apply to 
products produced in 1he United States. Specifically, the Uni~ States government bas a 
complaint pending before the World Trade Organization (WTO) stating that ~, A-330 
aircraft prodUced by ~/~ benefi~ from $S billion in illCgal.govemment 
subsidieS., Note that section 886 ofthe'FY2009 National Defense AUthorization Ad 
requires DOD to condUct ". t:ev"i~w of the im~ ~f s~bsidies' 9n the aerial refueling 
tanker competition upon completion of the pi-occediilgs of the 'WTO: The KC-X 
competition also ~.hi.&hlighted the-unequallreatinent that American producers face 
'when,competing with products,from several'aIlied nations. Our American produoers 
must abide by many regulations(Ben'y Amendment, Buy America Act, IiUematiooal " 
Traffic in Arms Regulations; Forcign'Corrupt-Practices Act, arid wst accounting " , 
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standards) that add cost for domestic products but are waived for items produced in other 
countries. 

)0 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 ~bable 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 requiml 
service life of the aircraft. Furthermore, GAO recommended that a future source 
selection 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 offueltbat is bumed 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 GrummanlEADS proposal 
failed to comply with requirements of the solicitation. Specifically, GAO found that the 
Air Fol'Qe "improperly made award" when it ''Unreasonably determined that the 
awardee's refusal to agree to the specific solicitation requirementtbat it pian and support 
the agency to achieve organic depot-level maintenance." GAO 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-oompatible receiver aircraft in accordance with current Air Force procedures. as 
required by the solicitation." 

)0 Insist that source selection evaluation be accomplished in accordance with the 
evaluation plait that is established for the solicitation. GAO found that the Air Force "did 
not assess the relative merits of the proposals in aocordance 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 account 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 otferors 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] UP 
objectives" when it recognized as a key discriminator the fact that the awardee propoJed 
to exceed a KPP objective relating to aerial refueling to a greater degree than the 
protester." 

> Carefully consider ruitional 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 knowledF 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 
conjUJl(:tion with major defense acquisitions. 

We also think that it is im~t to the successful progress ofthc 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 infonnation, ideas and petspecUves. If this prognm 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-13S 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, 

!ltM.~ 
NORM DICKS 
Member of Congress 

TODDTIAHRT 
Member of Congress 



Clnngress I1f tire 1lniUb 6tates .uIJhqJtou. Ie 20515 

March 20, 2009 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Seaetary of Defense 
3E886 The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Oates and Direcror Blair: ' 

The Honorable Dennis C. Blair 
Director of National Intelligence 
Office oftbe DiIector of National Intelligence 
Washington, DC 20511 

,We are writing to urge you to susj1end'implememaf:ioll'oftbe·Befe.au QN"iIiaa InteHigence -"-,-----~----.. ,.,
Personnel System (DCIPS) and include this program in the Administration's review of the 
National Security Personnel System (NSPS). 

, We have consistently expressed concerns 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 undennine collaboration, lack transparency,'do not 
ensure fairness, and may have an adverse impact on morities. The implementation of these 
systems bas caused widespread distrust and anxiety across the federal government and, in 
particular, among Intelligence Community employees. We 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. 

DuriDg the campaign, President Obama indicated that be would consider either a repeal or 
complete overhaul of pay-fur-performance systems in 1be Department of Defense (DOD). and 
this week, DOD and the Office of Personnel Management (OPM) announced that it would 
suspend further implementation ofNSPS. pending review oftbis system. 'Ibis review Dlay take 
some time, and ~l it is complete, the implementation of such pay-for-performance systems like 
DCIPS would be premature. 

We hope that you would suspend implementation ofDCIPS until the AdiniDistration and 
~ can properly address the future of the intelligence community's personnel systems. 

We request a proinpt response to this letter. 

~?,-
,Chaitman 
, House Pennanent Select Committee 

on Intdligeuce 

Sincerely, 

e Skelton 
Chairman 

'House Armed Services Committee 

' 1111 



tlnlUd .tatre ~matt 

Thc~le·RobcrtC. ~ 
~tJftw.nse 
.1OOO~,""Qft: 
. W·~~.DC 203()l-..lOOO 

Deat~.o_ .. · 

WASHINGTON, OO;2Q51Q 

M~h20,2~ 

As.you know; last year's ~panmei'ltOfDorense'AppropriatiOllS'Ac1 pt'ovidc!d patdal 
funding for the third 000·1000 tnd dlre~d Ihe Nit"}' tQ' bUdget. fur 1he remainm, ftindml 
requirement in 'FYlO: Conps expectUhe .Navy to·dcrt to ·this direction; therefore, we write 
to urge)'OUr support fol' fUll tUndiftg of'lM '000-1000 program in 1he FY10 Pmidot1t's budget, 
iad requardwyou CQIItinue a thorou,lb: arid ~ review amd·CMtNaIioo of the ~a\'fs 
proposal·to trvnM d;e {)j)G.l00Q prognun and mtan DOO·S1 JH'Od:\icti'oa. 

We.~ wi, coneomed .t;out1hc.NaVy'&:kma--tonn ship~ plait. Despite 
several months otCooifa$iori~l_ Dopamnent.·of Defense teqURts· fOr fbJ1ber ... lysis. the. 
Navy· .... yelto.ptQvide5U'ft'ieiaM ~tioa Jft·supponof the· prOpcMII~ to. tmnC4tte the· DDG-
1000 pto&raJb'and restart DD.G~5) producticm. 'We cODtirluc to awaina in-depth eompin'ative 
anal)'sis of the OOO-S j and Doo-}1)OO. 11ic-Navy's fai&..te to provkte.~:1 detailed Cd 
analysh strongly ';mpUa alack ofsuppaning doCumentation oftM 'NPy's.posritJon·and 
undormbles our confidlm", in the merits orlhc Navy'. pian totnmeate the DDG·tOOO pl'OfP'lllt. 
Conaress must bave dris tnfurmati<)ft before acqwesoiq.to a ch.anpofthil magnitude. 

S~.theIlOO·4000 PC'091'ant-wiU enabte tbeN.\iy:to·kvenip Sll billiOn •. 
~ IMsied reHarch ani ~ funding.. The Ib.p ~ been desiJ,llCld with sipitlam 
srowth·marjinsineludln, power. coolift& spece. and 'BJpt to enable rapid ~b to . 
meet evoMnj threats in the existing bull. We believe mat c:ontin* f'JfOdtactiM aQd deIWe.rY·of 
000-1000 clas$ d~ iSd&:$COOa1 to the kmg-tem1, ability Cif OUt shipbuild"" pt-opn ~. 
the timely delivery of needed capabilities k! the Navy. 

With ~wpcd and .~i.tion. 4IIld thank ),Oll for QODJideiii'la ml* request. 

SineR)" 

~~.K~y . 

'1. 
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. . . . . . 
... ~. 

NikiT .... 
MembetofCon8reu 

....... tl!P:tJfJJl 
. ..... ~ 

~~~ . 
. . ' ·LanPVift· 

Memberof~ 
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~ongrt" of tbt 1ttntttb &>tatts 
~OUSt of l\tpr~tntatib~ 
Rlasbfngton, Jl~ 20515 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

March 18, 2009 

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

The A-76 program was shut down by Congress in the Omnibus Appropriations Act that the 
president signed into law earlier this IJ)onth because of longstanding concerns. 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 African-American civil 
servants. As GAO noted, even after eight years, A-76 proponents are still1.Dlable 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, whichforbids 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 di~ptive" 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 during 
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the previous administration acknowledged that the A-76 process should not be considered the 
exclusive process for generating efficiencies when officials in July 2008 renamed competitive 
sourcing, calling it "commercial management," and emphasized bus~ess process reengineering 
instead of contracting out. 

This privatization review is already well past the 30 month limitation imposed 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 Congress 
have already recognizedtbe failure ofOMB Circular A-76 privatization reviews by eliminating 
them. Today, we strongly urge you to cancel the West Point public works OMB Circular A-76 
privatization review. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ MAURICE~~Y a-
ember of Congress 



•• • __ • __ ._ .... ",,'111 ¢~J5 '0126 P.OO2l003 . . .. 
• RQHPAUL 

-...-

;1 _CAMOM .... UfI'ICaIUlU3lNG 
WAIIMINITGN. DC." _rawDt 

11011. MDCIaNOIIJIII)LANI 
U1Ii_ 
~"'~ ." ... 311 

0CI .... _~_1'IIII4Ct'. 'IMII. _____ 

(ongrdf of ttl! ~nittb 6taUS 
."of"'~ 
~ ac 20515-4314 

tn_WAY .,,"'., 
UIICI.MGCII*. !X".. ... ...., ~----

PJesideut Barack Obama 
'fbi White HDu. 
WashiDgtoa, D.C. 20500 

MD:h 16,2009 

Dear Mr. Prasidear: 

We have DOted with some concem your lIIDO~tbat IIllldditioaal17.000 US 1roopS 
would be sent to Af'abaistID. As the SOals of our Je¥al year military iavolvllDellt JeIDIin . 
troub1iDalY lIIlClar. we mae )'OU to n:cxmsid« such a militIry esca1aoa. 

Iltbe iDtat is to leaw behind a stIbJe AfaJuurian ~le of aovemiDI itsel( this militIry 
csc.latioa IDI7 wU be couatcJproclQCtiw. A rc:cem study by the C8megie EDdowmeat has 
coacJuded that '"!be oaJy IDBlDiaatW way to hilt the iJa~. JDrJI"MIUUIIl is tDstart 
witbdrawiq tIoopI. The paeace of fondan troops is fbi most imp«taDt eJement drifiaI die 
reI1qaICe ofdle TalibaD. .. 

The 2001 autboriatioa to uie miIitay fora: in Afghan ..... allowed miJbry action "to prcvem 
any 1Uture ICts of iIattirudoaal tmOrisnI apio" die Uluted Statea." Cominnq to fipt. 
counteriDsulpocy 'fill' in Af'Ibaisbm does DOt appear to 111 to be in krqiD& with tlsese 
dil'ectiftl_ an escalation may actuIJIy '-m US security. 

In a. re.leued.m 2004. Osama biD LIdm __ that aI Qacdat sgOll1 \WI to "bleed .. .Am.ica 
to the point of~ ill Afghani ... H. CODtianed, "All a. we !lave 10 do g to sead two 
mu.;.hedec:al to". fUrtbetI point ... 10 raiJe • piece of clotb 011 which is writtaa aI QaedI, iD 
order to make a=aaJs nee there to cause Amaica to sWfer Jpnan. r:eoooaUc aod political 
losses without dIdr achieviDa auytbiq or DOte •••• ,. We would do waf to pay attention 10 these 
threats aDd to avoid faUiDa into lilY such II'Ip throogb escalatiDa of our military ~e in " 
Afghauistan. 

We are also COJamCcI thai any perceived military success in At ....... migbt create pn:aure 
to inf:aese military activity in Pakimm. This could very weD lead to daaprGUI destabilizatioa in 
the region aDd would iDcteue bostiJity toward tbc United Stares. 

] 
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Mr. Pnsidat. ill l'Wiawing tlIe put history of~ '*' the Mtiou that have failed to· 
conquer it - Russia spcat Dina yem in.~ _lost I118DJ billiDat of doUan lad moze 
tbc 15,000 RussiaQ soldien- we mp )'0" to lICODIidar tbI dec:lsioD to ,al 8IIldditioaaJ 
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1000 Defense Pentagon 
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Dear Secretary Gates: 

ONE HUNDRED ELEVENTH CONGRESS 

March 26, 2009 
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ERIN C. CONATON, STAFF DlRKl'DR 

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 potentially outsource 
work to the private sector. Originally. the A-76 process was intended to be used as a tool to 
detennine the most competitive and efficient source for perfonning "commercial" work - either 
in the public or private sector. However, it became almost a mandate in recent years forpushing 
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 Anned Services Committee has taken several steps to mitigate the Wldue 
burdens on the Department of Defense. [n response to a congressiona1 mandate, the Department 
of Defense Inspector General reviewed the military services' A-76 program~. :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. 

• The Air Forcefeels "pressure in the budget to conduct" prtvatization studies. 
These findings were reaffinned in the final report of December 15,2008. 

FurtheI111ore, The Fiscal Year 2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act includes a one year 
government-wide moratorium (section 737) on beginning or annoWlcing 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 federa1 employees whose jobs are being competed, as well as the 
contractors who have submitted bids for the work. In many cases, an individua1 service has 
requested a cancellation - either because the installation is seeking an a1tema,tilve approach or 
because the original study was not appropriate - only to be denied by the Department. 



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, 

, 

House Armed Services Committee 

IS: cg 

~~~~ 
SOWMON P. ORTIZ 
Chairman 
Readi~ess Subcommittee 

J • 
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The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

March 23, 2009 

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. It is 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 "to 
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 wa1jighter'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 in~ing 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. 



The ABL is perfonning 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 ofthe 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. 

_ Norm Dicks 
Member of Congress 

v.cJt'~ 
Todd Akin 

Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

I~ '-h1'~ 
Kevin McCarthy 

Member of Congress 

Todd Tiahrt 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

~m (~n 
Member of Congress 
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The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

March 25, 2009 

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, bigh-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 Drwn, 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~ 
i 

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

., 
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 scientific 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 oftiJ.e seven pilot pr.ojects, 2) perform university-level 
research to determine the most viable bacteria for conveI1ing biomass to hydrocarbon fuels, and 
3) construct the frrst research laboratory dedicated to the segregation and propagation of the 
bacteria required to convert non-food waste biomass to biofuels. 

PRlNTED OI)l.RECYCLED PAPElI ... 



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, 

A. Westmoreland 
ember of Congress 

Lewis 
Member of Congress 

u. ~. 
Sanfor Bishop 
Membe of Congress 

I. 
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March 9, 2009 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
W ashington~ DC 20301-10000 

. Dear Secretary Gates and Admiral Mullen: 

Admiral Michael Mullen 
Chainnan of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
9999 Joint Staff Pentagon 
Washington, DC 2,0318-9999 

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 fan. 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 operationalleveJ. 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 mission 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. LrU Sin=ly, 

LCONRAD ~~-£-A"'~~ 
U.S. Senate U.S. Senate 

IIII 
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HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
11.6. Jlo ... e of .eprelmtatft1ei 

"flaten. _20515-6038 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
SecretaI)' orDetense 
1000 Defcnae Pentagon 
Washington. DC 20301-1000 

DearSecretaryGatcs, 

ONE HUHOftIO TIHTH CONGfIISS 

Apri13~ 2009 

Given the Department', experience with the initial pelS and F-16 engine program beginning 
in the late 19708. early on in the Joint Strike Fi&bter (JSf) program, baginning in 1996. Congms 
directed·that an alternate engine be included within the JSF program. 

The Department supported .tnd budgeted for the alternate ensine program wilhln tbe JSF 
program through fiscal year 2006. Because ofintemal budget pressures due to cost OVetTUDS within 
other elements ofJSF, thD Deparl:JneDt did not and bas not subsequently included tbe alternate engine 
in the annual JSF budget request after fiscal year 2006. 

However. in fiscal years 2007-2009. Co~ added· fimdilll to contiuuo the alternate 
engins. And the Department bas obligated all of the alternate engine 6.mdin1 provided by Co~ 
until this year. 

Given the likely future oxpcnditure of over S 1 00 billion in procurement and sustainment 
funding for JSF engines over the life ortbe JSF program. Congress c:ontinHs to believe that 
competition win provide a net benefit over a sing1e-source procllrement and sust!Unment model. 
Studies done in 2007 by GAO rmdthe Institute fOr Defense Analyses aJso support the competitive 
model is being a net benefit to the JSF program . 

. In a bearing on this issue befOR oar Subcommittee on March 11. 1008, Undersecretary 
Young made the followill8 statement cotaming the execution of funds tor tho continued . 
devolopment and ptOCurement of an alternate JSP engine: ""lfConsraa authorizes and appopI'illtel 
t\mds in fisca1 year 2009. we will continue to execute the second SOUl'CC. •• the law reqnires us to 
obJigate and expend 1\mds, aud Wl: will cortainly Obey the law." Ye4 tho Department's ComperoUer. 
Robert Hale, is now withholding S3S million in Idvanee proctiremeDt funding for the alternate 



.", 

eosine that needs to be released in the April~May period to awid impacting the altemale engtl18 
scbedule. 

,Section 213 of the fiscal year 2008 National Defense Authorization Act (NOM) states that 
"the Secretary of Defense shal1 eIIIUre the obligation and expenditure in each suoh fiscal year of 
suffh:ient annual amounts for the continued development and procurement of two ·options for the 
propulsion system for the Joint Strike FiBhter in order to ensure the development and competitive 
procurement for the propuJsion system for the Joint Sm1te Fighter." Some imide the Dt.partment 
haw contended that funds cannot be obligated because there is 00 proc:uremeat for alternate engine 
propam programmed for fiscal year 2010. Continuing to withhold funding that was authorized and 
appropriated for altemate engine advaRce procurement is uqjustified. Section 213 of the fiscal year 
2008 NDM requires obligation 8IId expenditure of alternate eosine funds. And tho Deparlment's 
obliption or f\mds for F-22 advanee procUftlmCDt, belies eny contention that obligation of ftmds 
expresslyautborizecJ by Con'gress is inappJopriato based on what may, or may not, ~ in the fiscal 
201Q budget request . 

Commitments made to Congress by lhe Undersecretary for Ac<juiailion. Technology and 
Logistics should not be allowed to be subsequently reversed by another Undenccretary. 
Purthermore. we request that you direct the release of the S3S million in advance procnmnent 
funding for the altemllto engine. 

~~~~ 
NeiIAhemombi. & _ 
Cbaimum. ltaDking Member. 
Air and Land Foroea Air and Land Forces 

Subconunittec Subcommittee . 
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iinittd ~tatt.s ~fnatt 

The Honorable Robert Gates, Secretary 
U.S. J)epartmeot of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington,I>C 20301-]000 

Dear Sccretaly Gates: 

April 3, 2009 

~002 
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(202122~' 
FAX: (202} 228-0012 
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On April 2, 2009, the U.S. Air Force announced that it had chosen Barksdale Air Force Base in Louisiana as the 
location ofthc new Global Strike Command to oversee the Air Force's nuclear operations., In press reports 
announcing this decision, ,[ was greatly OODcemed to see allegations by a member oftbe Nebraska Congressional 
delegation that military commanders have asserted that politics playa role in ~ decision of the location of 
major new commands. 

Yet the Omaha World-Herald reported on April 3, 2009. that "Rep. Lee Tony said that while military 
, " , .. ' ~p'DUDan.dmnuWt.ai.o.~1i~ ,that.paljtios..areJlQtjOYO]ud.m.mch..deeisions. thaJ~de.inprWate.that' w.~" ".-0., - "", , " 

politics do playa role. Terry said those politics occur primarily at the Senate level." This is a very serious' 
alle~on which [ believe merits serious consideration and a response by the U.S. Department of Defense 
{DoD}. I am greatly concerned by any accusation that DoD chose Barksdale Air Force Base as the locati.~ of 
the Global Strike Command based on political considerations, particularly those in the Senata, rather than an ' 
objective evaluation of the qualifications of the bases. Such allegations, if left UDaddressed. seriously undermine 
the credibility and integrity of our aaned services and the men and women who serve to keep our nation secure. 

I uk you to immediately investigate and ~port 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 Teny 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 sube*gories, 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 una.ddres~ the greatez' the appearance of plausibilli;y bccoJnes. Therefore, 
I am requesting an immediate and thorough'investigation of this matter aDd look forward to yow JeSponsc, 

EBN:ceg 

cc: The Honorable B~ Obama. 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Wasbi.ngWn,DC 20301 

March 30, 2009 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

We 8J'e concerned that veterans 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 burn pits used to 
destroy waste. The "Military Times reports that scores of returning veterans who were exposed to 
bum pits display similar symptoms: chronic bronchitis, asthma, sleep apnea, chronic coughs, and 
allergy-like symptoms. Several also have cited heart problems, Iympho_ and leukemia. We 
write to request that you direct relevant DoD personnel to fully comply with the VA's reques1S 
for information needed to study the impact ofthe~ potential environmental exposures. 

Our experience with treating illneS8e8 C81lSCd by Agent Orange and Gulf War lllness taught us 
that we must be vigilant in monitoring and treating our veterans long after 1hey have returned 
from the battlefJekl. Although the I;>epartment of Defense eurrently maintains that there are DO 

health dangers to troops from exposure to burn pits, we believe it is premature to dismiss 
concerns raised about bum pits after only a few years. 

As you know, ajoint study of the bum pit at Balad Ah' 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 stlJ4Jy, ~Iuding the lack of a comprehensive analysis·ofthe interaction of 
vari~us 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 &Dd 
analysis of respiratory illnesses. 

Independent scientists!who have reviewed the joint study of the Balad Ai,r Base. have informed us 
that there is a significant danger that veterans may become ill as a "suIt of exposure to fumes 
emanating from such bum pits. They also noted that the underlying data supporting the study 
was not included aDd that it will be difficult to ascertain the potential health care implications of 
exposure to the fmnes without this data. 

For this reason, we request that you make this underlying data available to our staff and to the 
Govemm~ Accountability Oftice for its review, in a classified setting ifrequired. 

Meanwhile, the rea) 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.· . 

PRlHfED ON IIEC~EO PAPER 
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Responding to a recent Congressional request along these lioes, VeteranS Affairs Secretaty 
Sbinseki &aye assurance that he is taking seriously our conccms about the dangers of bum pits. 
In the enclosed message, Secretary Shinseki committed to take the followiDg actions which relate 
to the Department of Defense: 

1. VA scientists have begun health studies 011 veteraDs of tbc curreut conflicts in Iraq and 
Afghanistan, includina teq\1eStin8 assistance from the Department of Defeme (DoD) for 
troop exposure and location data. 

2. VA j, workill8 with DoD to obtain all relevant exposure data with the goal of 
establishing potential COl1'elatioos with heal1b problems III1OIl8 affected veterans. To this 
end, VA has established a data sharing agreement wi1h DoD that grants access to this data 
for ~ veterans. VA scientists will also review data gathered Dom DoD's Post 
Deployment Health Assessment (PDRA) smveys, which ask about exposures to smoke 
from bum pits. subsequent symptoms, and a variety of other health related questiODS. 

Since time is of the essence and the lives of our troops and veterans are at Btike. we are 
requesting your expressed. commi1ment 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. 

1hank you for your attention and assistance in this matter. 

Repreaen1ative Steve Cohen 

Senator Ron WfdeD 
-: 



((ongrtgs of tbt Wniteb ~tatt5 
.~bington.1K 20515 

President Baraek Obama 
The White House 
1600Pennsyivania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear President Obama: 

March 3, 2009 

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' m, Iraq means 
redeploying all troops and all militmy contractors out of Iraq. It also means 
leaving behind no permanent bases and renouncing any claims upon Iraqi oil. 

The policy you announced last week in your speech at Camp Lejeune regarding 
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 loved 
ones. 

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 leaving up to 50,000 ' U.S. troops in Iraq- 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 IIfC't'CLED ... PER 



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 hUD'lanitarian aid. We are heartened that you 
consider the deployment of these national assets central to a viable Iraq strategy. 

We look forward to continuing our dialogue and strengthening our partnership 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, 

~ :..LIIJ..lLl.~~~~w. 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 
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President Bamet Obama 
The White House 

atnngre.61l of tlJi 1Ilnit2~ 8tates 
muslJillgtuu, 14& 2051.5 

March 11, 2009 

1600 Pennsylvania Ave, NW 
VV~~D.C.20S00 

Dear President Obama: 

We are writing to express our strong support for resuming Operation Jump Start. 

ItJ().3376 

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 offence, 
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 conuption 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 travel 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 cwrent 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 violence from Mexico threatens to spill over the border and expose our 
communities and families to the consequences, we sttongly encourage you to resume Operation 
Jump Start. We look forward to working with you to ensure the security of our borders. 

Sincerely, ~ /.'~......cio7ill~ 
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Cc: DHS Secretary Janet Napolitano 
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Signed by Representatives: 

Ed Royce 
Brian Bilbray 
Howard Coble 
Sam Johnson 
OaryMiller 
Trent Franks 
Todd Tiahrt 
Kenny Marchant 
Sue Myrick 
Rodney Alexander 
Bill Posey 
Dana Robrabacher 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary, Department of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington DC 20301 ~ 1400 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

April 14, 2009 

;2022260092 

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

The GAO report reached several disturbing conclusions: 

• While the number of DOD sites considered for placement into the Superfund 
program has declined over the past decade, DOD sites still 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 ofthe 140 DOD Superfund 
sites, despite the statutory requirement to do so, reportedly because DOD 
disagreed with the terms contained in the Agreement documents and simply 
rdused 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, NJ) (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 mat 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 2001, more than 10 years after these sites were 
first placed into ~e Superfund Program. Currently, there are EPA 
Administrative orders in place at 4 sites: Fort Meade (MO), McGuire Air Force 
Base (Trenton, NJ), Tyndall. Air Force Base (panama City, FL), and Air Force 
Plant 44 (Tucson, 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 description 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; 

• 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). 

Sincerely. 

~~.~ 
Rep. Edward J. Markey Rep. Gene Green 

# 3/ 3 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of Defense 
100 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary, 

April 14, 2009 

As you kn6w. the:United States is currently facing a number of dauntirlg 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 b~~ of individuals: 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 Deparbnent of Defense and the civilian community and gained 
a reputation for conducting valuable and highly respected analysis on integDrting women 
into the n;li..Iitary ; making the,armed services more effective over.alJ.... ..' . . . 
. ".. , . . 

.~! ~ • • • 

Many in the security community were surprised 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 fimding, revoked the Committee's 
autonomy, and diluted attention to women's issues. In addition, former Secretary 
Rumsfeld impOsed restrictions which made the COltlD.)ittee's miJitary installation visits 
less frequent .and less effective. and reduced its diversity ~d transparency in terms of .' 
membership selection and policies. The broader effect of these actioD$ has been to· 
sideline serious.study of women in the military, and depriving our anned forc~ of an 
untold number of skilled ·and capable l~ers. ... .:,...' 

Form~ Under Secretary of Defense fo~ Personnel and Readiness Dr. David Chu pubiicly 
stated.his belief that DACOWITS' work to increase the proportion of women in the 
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military had "probably reached its naturallimits.',J 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 "nonning" 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. Whoever 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 believ~ that nACOWITS must be re-established under the Peclerat Advisory 
Conunittee 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 environmen~ 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 ofDACOWITS 
would greatly facilitate this goal. Thank you for your attention to this important issue. 

Sincerely, 

1 . 
Stone, Andrea. "Women Warriors Play an Essential Role in Military." USA WDAY. 11 January 2002. 

http://www.usatoday.comfnewslse.p1112002101/10Iwarriors.htm. (Accessed 31 March 2009). 



,Apr.24.2009 1:20PM 

«nngress of f~e 1ltniteD ~tattll 
maalJ:htgtol1, lat 20515 

The Honorable Dr. Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Fentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretm'y Oates: 

April 24, 2009 

No, 0171 P. 2 

This letter i.s to respectfully request your assistance in reinstating the National Guard 
Joint Counterdtug Task Force's Port and Highway Interdiction mission, This tasking 
was tetminated neady 8 years ago and removed from the responsibilities of the National 

. Ouard Counterdrug Task Force. We are confident this mission set is both immensely 
impol1ant to the national secul'ity of our country and provides outstanding training for our 
soldiers and airmen. 

As you mow, the Drug Trafficking Organi2ations (DTO) along the US-Mexico border 
ha.ve become an increased thleat to OUl' country. These Cl'iminal and tell'Orist 
organizations control the avenues of approach to the U.S. fUld utilize these avenues to 
smuggle humans and illegal narcotics. These same organizations then use the lack of 
oversight on southbound cargo to tl.'ansport money and weapons to the ca:rtels- thus 
fueling the violence and destruction. 

During the period of National Guard support to Port and Highway Interdiction. Texas 
guard.smen were credited with well over $1 billion doH81'S in drug seizures per year. 
Texas also laid claim to well over $27 million hl cash settures in one year alone. These 
statistics prove the viability and impo11ance of having Guard men and women working 
the secondary search areas along the border- freeing unifOlmed officers to be out in front 
of the public. 

The threat to Texas and the United States by dl1lg trafficking organizations is clear. A 
holistic approach must be taken to quell the violence, death and destmction caused by 
these Darco-terrorist organizations. Port and Highway interdiction is a cl'itical aspect of 
this approach aOO must be reinstated immediately. 

Sincerely, 

Rep, Sam Johnson (TX-03) 
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Rep. Lamar Smith (TX-21) 

Culberson (TX-07) 

Rep. Kenny Marchant (TX-24) 

-~ 
'"P'df" o.4.y 

Rep, Pete Olson (TX-22) 
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April 9, 2009 

President Barack Obama 
TIle White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Re: Funding for the Purchase ofF-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 to 
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-l 5 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. 

, 'u/':'S~!e~ Gat~s indica~ed his co~tment to the F-~~~.}'9?Mt~~~ f~ghter as Ame~ca's 
. '. 5 ; generatIOn ·:fighter Jet. While the JSF IS a very capable pla,tfOrm."U.lS deSIgned for muIn-role 

striire:~sions and,. not op~muzed for the air dominance,~issforis 'o'£" the F~ ... ~'2~· floreover, it is 
several years away from fun·scale production. . . '.'. . .. 

As discussed in the January 21 letter to you sign~d 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 25,000 
Americans work for the 1,000+ suppliers in 44 states that manufacture this aircraft. Moreover, it 
is estimated that another 70,000 additional ~ericans 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 production of this vital asset is indeed in the 
national interest ofthe United States. 

Sincerely, 
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Phi! Gingrey 
Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 

Tom PriL[c ~---=
~eifiber of Congress 

Rob Bishop 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Allen Boyd 

Membeo~ 

John Carter 
Member of Congress 

Ralph Hall 
Member of Congress 

-S~ 
Sam Johnson 
Member of Congress 
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Member of Congress 

Ji ~1~1j 
ember of Congress 

~E.£~ · 
EhJah Cummings ~ 
Member of Congress 

{k~. 
Dean Heller 
Member of Congress 

I/tJJ ~ III ~(.J 
Michael T. McCau[ 
Member of Congress ~ 

Re: Funding for the Pu;::::h33e of F-22s in the FY201 0 Department of Defense Budget 



~7.m~ 
Patrick McHenry 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Carol Shea-Porter 
Member of Congress 

Don Young 
Member of 

;JJ!!4 
Kenny Marchant 
Member of Congress 
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~;%d4J 
Richard Neal 
Member of Congress 

B~s~ 
Bill Shuster 
Member of Congress 

~A-w fl. c,~""'" 
Paul Broun 
Member of Congress 

Re: Funding for the Purchase ofF-22s in the FY201 0 Departmem of Defense Budget 
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April 29, 2009 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
Department of Defense 

~)j~ 

ERIN C. CONATON. Sf"" Dt",,~DR 

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 
capabiHty, n only last October in a letter to our Chainnan, 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 ("spiral 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, Intemational Security 
Assistance Force; Central Command staff; the Joint Staff; the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Intelligence; the ISR Task Force; the Air Force; the Anny; the Marines and your office indicate a 
lack of awareness ofthe 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 Petraeus, signed a letter dated 17 April 2009, in response to 
inquiry :from another Member of Congress, which indicated: "The Angel Fire system you 
mentioned. which was used 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 spiral one or two ··Angel 
Fire" assets in overseas contingency operations. 



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" capabiJity and earlier availability compared to similar systems like "Constant Hawk," 
which are being fully supported by the Department, the continued dismantlement of tile 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 lED 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'ofthe assets of the program. 

NAIRB:bg 

AJ 
~I 

Neil 
Chai an, 
Air and Land Forces 

Subcommittee 

Roscoe Bartlett 
Ranking Member, 
Air and Land Forces 

Subcommittee 
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The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

1Il4fbington. Jilt: 20515 

April 27,2009 

We commend you for prioritizing the development and purchase of new airborne 
intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance (lSR) assets and light attack aircraft. We agree with 
you that our warfighters in Afghanjstan and Iraq require a robust mix of manned and unmanned 
platfornls to accomplish their counterinsurgency and counterterrorism missions. Given the 
relevance thcs~ capabilities have across the services - as well as the continued development of 
your Project Liherty initiative - we hope you will organize and resource additional airborne rSR 
and light attack aircraft progrnms on ajoint hasis. 

The urgent need to provide these capabilities to our wartighters has spawned a number of 
separate development cf10rts inside the Department of Defense. For example. for more than a 
year, tht: 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 (ANO) is preparing to demonstrate the capabilities of 
the AT-68 later this year. We have strongly supported the ;\'/'·6H research and development 
effOt1 inside tht! 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 011 conversations with the Navy, Air Force and Air National Guard, however, we 
remain concerned that dTorts to develop a light attack and ISR platform remain uncoordinated. 
We believe DoD should develop light attack aircraft capabilities on a joint basis. Only when the 
services arc working in a coordinated fashion can we expect to get this important capability to our 
warfighters efticiently and expeditiously. 

We hope YOli agree with our reconunendation, 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. 
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The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1400 

Dear Mr. Secretary. 

ONE HUNDRED Et.fVENTH CONGRESS 

April 28, 2009 
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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 EMALs system 
is designed to replace the aircraft launching steam catapults in USS Ford class aircraft carriers 
with the advantages ofincreased catapult capacity and lower overall maintenance life cycle 
costs. 

It 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. I 
understand this program review evaluated alternatives, including cancelling EMALs 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 EMALs 
system also contains significant technical risk and has the potential to delay carner delivery. 
Testing of the fully integrated EMALs system will not begin until early this swnmer, 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 ofthis 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, I 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 EMALs. For example. although EMALs does not meet the requirements for designation 



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. I intend to call 
Navy acquisition officials for this hearing but extend to you the invitation to provide a senior 
official from ymrr staffto discuss risk management 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. 

Chainnan. 
Subcommittee on Seapower 
and Expeditionary Forces 

CC: Admiral Michael Mullen, Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff 
Admiral Gary Rougbead, Chief of Naval Operations 
Honorable Sean Stackley, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, Research Development and 
Acquisition 
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1'bc HCAOIIb1c Robert M. Gates 
SecIetary ofDeCm&e 
1000 DefcDJe Pentagon 
Wubin&fna, D.C. 20301 

May 1.2009 

We wrm, to express our doep ~ about reccut media reporlB on the John Carp 
~ (JCA) pmsram. An article in The Hill, published on April 21, 2009, iDdicatcd 
that the JCA proaram will be cut in baltaod the ranainiDS pIanes allocated to the UDited 
. S1atta Air Force in the Depu1me:nt ofDefeaSfls ploposcci JliIc:al Year 2010 bqet. We 
believe that, if imp1emmced, nch cats would be impede tba.J)ility oftbe Uaited. Sta1a 

. Army, specificalJy the Army NatioDal 0aanI, to meet iDtra-1heater lift~ for 
die "Jut fIctical J:Dilel' as well u II'YeJCly c:oDIIniD tbe Army aDd Air NatioDal Guard', 
ability to respoDd to a cto:m.tic diJMta'. 

, 'the cmreat iDtca-theatrc airIift.,.1ity in tho U.s. Army is iasuffU:ieat to IUd the 
danads of the wars in Iraq and Afgbanistu. ThIIArmy has relied on tJu= 0.23 Sbapa, 
III UD-pfCI8UJized aircraft 1bat CIDDOt pedorm medlcI1 evacuatioD miadaDa DOI'tn.IItpOd 
modem c:arao pall_ The lack ofrobut airtift over tb.e '1ast tacticII mile" hal also 
tbrced the /umy to JRII its ChiDook helicoptr.n, 1bcmselvIia iPs tad in ~ of 
~_~~_~_~_~k~~~ 

Ralcl aad Miaioms Review Report (QRM) aaeaed 1beIe ccmc:ema ad concluded 1hat 
"'the optiOIl dIU p-cwidcd tho moat valutl to 1M joint fon':c wu to assigD. tho C-27J to both 
the Air Foree aDd Ar1I1y." The Padagoa.~1 proposed cubJ aad program cbangM 1ft: in 
dkec:t ccmitadiction to tho findinp fmm this coqreasionaUy authorized!cpotl 'l'be 1CA 
will allow for more rapid. delivery oflargcr aqo 10adI Co ahorW aDd IIdII RDJOte 
aiatrips aDd beJp fill d1e logistical needs of the war fighter on tho modem battJdidd. 

The Air National Guard Ilso his 10 tUgent need for tho JCA to :Ihlfill homa1misecudty 
missions. The tmninatiOJl or1be NationAl Gurdt. podioa oftbe JCA progtIDl will . ~jn_ a eriJicaI capability in mmy Air Natiooa1 Gu8td UDits aaoa the c:auntly tbat 
lost their flyiDg miBsicms dmiDg BRAe 200S. Without aD adequate: replaoemCDt ~ 
·the Air Natioual aoa,d ill Kgeral states will be unabJc to Rtabl perIOIlDDl8Dd skUll that 
have tab:D yurr to cultivate. The NaIicmt1 0uardBureau. has. promiaed beddown p1an 
tor the lCA in states e:f!'ected by BRAe md 1he eHminatkm of the prosram casts doubt 
about tho fbture of1bese ~ This would bmn the Air NatioDal Ouard's ability to 
R&pODd to a domastio crisis. Whether the diluter is aJmnicaDc or Iatp scala terrorist 
auact. the leA would allow tha Air Natioaal Guard to deliver supplies to area that 
would otbarwiae be iMccesaib!e to fixed-willi ain:afl. The: Natio.oal Ouarcl baa beal 
.ubd to play a larger role in homehmd dr:fmseaud disaster RllPvery in recmt yom aDd 
tIuI JCA will be a critical mol me the Guard in fhJfil1ing theie~m1'isioas. Tbc JeA is 
cbigned 1br the _eds of1hc serviccmcnllDd wOmen fighting on asymmetric 

aOll/0D3 



battIefiotda 8Bd iJ ODe of tho few 000 progtIIDI, that is ruDDiD& OIl budpt aod OIl time. 
Any cbaDges to the JCA p1'OSI'Im wiD risk the _iDea of our Amry~ Air Foa:c and 
National Ouard to respond 10 the filD speCaum of .... add ~ We IIIODgIy 
~ you to contiaue wi. the propam ofncord for the Joint Cqo Ainnft Pqaam. 

Thaak. you fat your time aad COIIIidcDtioIl ofcbia very impodIDt issue. 

1?bt 
RalphHIU - " 
Uaitcd S1Ites.'RDpresc atatiw 
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AAIoiEO savas COMMllTEE 

NATUAAL AE50UllCl!S COMMITTQ 

SMALL IUSlNESS COMM\TT& 

REP M II(£ COF!i=I'RII 

C!hmgl'fSB of t~t Inittlt &tms 
ifsa, at ItpnIfntattur.ll 

WuJrtnlta •• 1 20515-41&11& 

AprillS.2009 

President Berack Obama 
1600 Peansylvania Avenue 
Washington. DC 

President Obama, 

/t/ttJ -7/15'1 
2B2 226 4623 P.01 

1_~wo...OJMI"'-o 
w_DClOIti _IIWIR 

DallC'l'CM:II --.",.. ...... 
~r ... CO"M 

1l'ZIt....m 

As you are weJl aware, pbacy bas become a seriOUI thtca:t to both American and international 
shippin,. The JM,jority of these pirate attacb bave taken place along the coastline of Somalia
a coastlille the same length as the United States eastern seaboard - and in the Oulf of Aden north. 
ofSomaliL 

The recent kidnapping of Captain Richard PhiJUps fOUowina a raid aD his commercial ship. the 
Mamk Ala~ by Somali piQtea proves mote agreJsive action il needed to OOIbbat piracy. 
The incident involving the Maersk Alabama was a spectacular show of eouraae, goqd luck, the 
exrraontinary military skill ofU .S. Special Fomu aad the smart decision-maldng by the Captain 
of the USS Bainbridge, Commander Frank CasteUauo. Unfortunately. in the ~ •. the piratel 
may be unwiUiq to take a ship's Captain hostage to protect the safety oftbe crew or the crew of 
a merchant veS$C1 may be WUlbJe to fight back. They were very lucky that the U.S. Navy arrived 
before the pitate.s were able to make it back to lind wbich would have mado it extremely diffieult 
to track them down. 

The piracy problem is no1 • law cnfon:emut cballenge because the pirates haw wuestricted 
access to Somali port filcilmq Ind land bases that are sanctiOJlCd by the goveming iastitutions of 
Somalia imspectivc of how dysfunctional they are. This is a military problem and tJaese au.clcs 
on U.S. merchant ships con!titutc: an act of war on the United Staus. 

A new course of action should be reviewed. SendiDa U.S. Wusbips to patrol these waters isn't 
enough to protect u.s. flagged 11lerehant ship'. nil is an area that is 1.1 million square miles 
and the U.S. N&l'y. or 811)' navy, bu their hands full trying to protectthi. vital sbiPPina Jane. 

. The placement of small detachments of U.S. Marines or SIilOlJ aboard U.S. ftagged merehant 
sbip' 'WOuld help bring an end to tho piracy problem. off oltbe cout of Somalia for U.S.· . 
commercial shipping. 'fhjs would be a much more cost effective way of cmdin, any advantage 
that the pirate$ have. N~w rules of engagement should give U.S. military personnel, assigned to 
U.S. merchant ships, the authority to enp.gc any small boat ilit denlOl2S1:rate5 hostile intent when 
approacblng a U.S. ~bant ,hip. 
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'Ibm is a prece~cnt for using U.S. military personnel on U.S. tlaagcd merchant wssols. During 
WWJI, U.S. military perSON1el were deployed on U.S. tlagad ships to provide protection. 
The5~ detachments were called liThe Naval Armed Guard," IIld were established ., the 194] 
repeal of!he "Neutrality Act of 1936:" which bad outlawed the urninr 0 U.S. merchant vessels. 

It isn "t neces.wy to talk about military operations l18ainst the pirates along the Somali coastline 
when we have the OpUOD to put small military dotacbments on board U.S. co~ ships. 
These rai~ would Dot only put members of our military UlUlecenarily at risk bat'there would 
always be the potential for collateral damap causing harm to the itmoc:cnt l\oslageI and civUiens 
in the target areas. . 

Mr. ~idcnt, bow many sailors and Marinos arc available for sucl\ actions and are iou wiUiu& 
to temporarily station military detachment on U.S. flagged mcrchmt ships? 

Thank you for your time and I look forward to your mponse. 

Sincxnly. 

Aki (AH"-Z ---. 
Mike Coffman. M.e. 

cc: The Honorable Robert Oates 

TOTA... P. f2I2 
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March 26, 2009 

President Barack Obama 
.The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

A3 co-cllain oftbc S2-memberbipartisan U.S.-Cbina Working Group, we are writing in 
. regard to recent developments within the bilateral U.S.-China relationship. 

Last week, the Working Group hosted Deputy Assistant Secretary ofDefeuse David 
Sedney for an update on U.S.-China military-to-military ~lations. We are supportive of 
your efforts to protect U.S. Navy reconnaissance vessels and your declsiOD 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 rCspoose. 

Additionally, we urge your continued ~ of inaeased U.S. - China military-military 
~latioDl. In our view, the U.S.-China diplomatic relationship wiD be the most important 
of the 21" century. Strong military~to-military oonnections remain iDstnDnental in 
expanding and improving that relationship. 

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

Sincerely, 

:4.!t,u,t. 
Rick Larsen 
Member of Congress 

&.~ 
Mark Kirk 
Member of Congress 

P/lINTEC ON ~[C"CLeCJ PAP£A 



C:onlt"tSf of ·tbt Ilnttdr ittattr . 
•• ngtan, ii' 20515 

MayS. 2009· 

The Honomle Robert M. Oates 
Sccn;tary ofDefenso ' 
1000 Defense P«mtagon 
Washington, DC 20301 

Dear Secmary Oates: 

Your intemal 'budget procas wnsists.()f serious dolibotation on threat anal,,"s, risk· 
assosament and cost ~efit tradeoffs in rq;ard :to bucfset8ty deCisions. This blfo~on is 
ctitical for'Membera ofC<mgress and the p.ub!it:to know, and for thb roason I am· ~ 
aboutll dis'turbiQgttend·ofrestrkdng budget and insp!lction infcmnatiou withiD the·Dep8rtlnent 
of Defense. 

I understand that you' recently asked aeniot oft"tclal~ in the ~t to sign a NOD
disclo'SUre Agreement ~ it.re'" to the Prezidcnt's FYI 0 Bud~ proposal. While' I. full)' 
understand that some of1he!Je discu~()ns must be kept eonfidential. I em conCeiu'ed.that 1) this 
agreement is not-strictly limited to predecisionaJ disoossio-. aad a).tha.t'(~ongmss may be . 
excluded froin ovenigbf ana engacement due to the ratridtions pUt in place by this a~ 

Specifically, ·the Agreement states ,that. budget..RiJa1ed infonnatioll restricted ine~ . 
"[infc;lrmation,1 pr:-ecledsiouaJ oreftiertrise,. cooceming the Administration~s deJiberatio:D afdJe 
nature and amounts of the President's budget for;Piscal Year.lOlO, and any supplemental budget 
request submitted dlUing the CUtT.alt fiscal year!' Can I eXJ*:t a candid answer from a·.cnior 
miUtary official When I .sk them.about tim ptoceBs used· to establi$h priorities. oither now. or 
after the President's detailed Budget is re1eaaed to the public? Members of-Congress deserve 
candid answers from senior mililary officers that arc not luppressed or censored-oitbcrdireCtly, 
or implicitly via a CUlture of regulations that muzzles their independent ptOfossjonal jUdgrfieat. 

We are wellaware thit onl, the Presidenf. and his staff _ tll~ .tidf ~. tnd '1'CS'&\1J'U 
requirements o(the UJlit~StatesOovemment, and Ulembers ofhis Administration are ~ 
to implement his guidance. HoweverJ the Consti1ution cbargea:Cen~ not the BxeCuti~~ with 
the mandate to raise ·and support armies and.na~es, and it &rOts authority to Conp:iSS ·to fund 
the budget for our d~nse and tho. ot~ coDstitutional ~nsibilfties. ] am (!('j~ tt:.t 
these-~ctions on the delibei'ation ot'these tradeoJ&·a're reflected in __ Ptesident~J Budget tIrla 
year and future yean; severely and uoneuuarily 'limits the Congress.in thoso COIlStitutlDiW 
duties. , 

The Cbngress, and 1be-Nation ·as • whQle, can ilt-alfotd ()Ut N~tion~B seuior m'llitary 
l@dership to b~ fol'Clfid to equivocate or be pedantio in so firr as their professional opinion is 
concerned. particularly as it relates to risk -caloulation and, thicat analysis MIOCiate4 with. tho 
priorities of the Dopanment ofDefeM;J and the allocation ottaxpaycr dOlhw. 



~ore, I am concerned: to. team that previously unclassified IN'SURV ipspectioos 
will DOW be classified. It is someti~ only through the med.ia and 'p~~ awareness,.as W88 this 
CBBe with the inspections of tho USSStuut 'and USB Chosln, that.we team ofthc urpt need to 
address some of the Shortfalls ·the miiifary ~..Jncluding the $4 t 1 miUiOri shortfall hi Bhlp depot 
tmrlntenancc . .fot this year alone. Ifm. ~P011l!-are cl'a~isified, we are unable to comniunicate 
these hCeda'lQ the wblic. 

Lastly~.senior .Am1r.oftleials abmpffy Wl'thdreW·fi:om a :recent heaU! :befure the House 
ArmedServii:1e8 Air and LaI1d Forees SubconUnittee aFuture Combat SY*Jn. This: heating 
W85 to ~. emilie· status oftbe FCS pro,gnun in light of a reeent OAO ~p«t that D'lade 
rec:ommcndatioQS on.this. ·&yStem. 'l1le$e aetions continqe- to:ccmtrlbute.to fue ~Ql1 tbatithe 
~ in notinter:ested ~ e.ngaglng with Congress to deterrnilmthe best ~blo.sahrtion. 
The cl,assificauon of inspections and exoluding Congress :ftom. budgetary diSCUSSion ~ as an 
impediuieirttfor Congress to fmfin itsoonstitutional te8pOnsibility to.provide the itOCe'sSary· 
. resources 'to support our national seeutity stnnegy and the fCit oftbo federal govemm •. 

More than ever, our budget needs 8 close took. In fad" Pmddent O!wna indieated in one 
ofms first Executive Orders concern:iDg the Freedom of Infurmatian Act •. that. "A 4emOci'acy 
requires accountabiiity~ lUld·acooUiltsbilityreqwres ~cy. AaJu8tie.o Louis Braildeis 
wrote, 'sunlight is said to be the best O.f disinf~. u. ·We·understand.~·most b~ 
~OG~~·a.te·~ot ~U:~tto FOM. ·~er 5 USC 552(b)(~·dbd it Jl,'\8f beftitnely to ~~ 
this exemption. . . . . 

• Thm,. no more serious rO$,pODSIOlUty that PresidentObamil~ y~ or we bawt1tarl tit 
~ tbeseoul'ity ofthia grufNation. We r.emain..strGng su~ af YQureflbrts d oftlie 
candor with whicb you bave testified'before Congi'e3s. We look.:fQrwatd to WOlking wi" you to 
ensure OUt Niltion hasth.e defense it needs. Thanks you for your 8'S3lstance, 

SineereLy •. 
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~ongrtl9' of tbe Ilntttb s;tates 
-ailJbtmt'aR. ae: 20510 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington. D.C. 20301 

Dear Seaetary Gates, 

May 6. 2009 

As Congress awaits the submission of the Presidenfs 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 
BRAC200S. 

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-lOs, C-130Js, and. F-16s - with some losing thcODly 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 ANO units and their continued ability to meet their state 
and federal duties. 

The ANO 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 witlrln the state, the ANG may lose the. valuable expertise and 
experience our ainnen provide. With the immense capability the ANG provides to our 
nation. we must not jeopardize the investment we've inade in the ANG personnel forces. 

According to the 2008 Air Force Weapon Systems Roadmap, as well as subsequent 
pJanning by the Air Force and National Guard Bureau, our six states are each expected to 
receive the C-27J Joint Cargo Aircraft (JCA). WhiJe we welcome the assigmnent of a 
permanent flying mission to our states, we are concerned that continued debate about the 
organization and control of the JeA program could place the future of our ANG units at 
risk. We believe it is important to fimlly 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 BRAe while also addressing the capability gap faced by our 
warfighters, 

This is a pivotal year for our Air National Guard. To this end, we look forward to the 
Department'. stron~ sapport for the .DoeatioD of permaneat fJying missions to our 
states a. part of the upcoming submission .'the 2010 defeDse budget. 

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

2/5 
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Christopher Dodd 
United States Senator 

~~. 
Larson 

nited States Representative 

~~ 
United States Representative 

United States Representative 

Mark Schauer 
United States Representative 

15:57:35 05-06-2009 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
United States Senator 

*o.ph~ 
United States Representative 

Roscoe Bartlett 
United S~ Representative 

Dutch~ 
United States RepRsentative 

United States Representative 

~~ 
Debbie StabebOW . 
United States Senator 

3/5 
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tJ.". ~;.. 
GregglWper 
United States Rep~tative 

.LA~O~~' t . . ~~sSenator 
~ ... ~"J ~ . 
~~. 1)I1L, 
United States Senator 
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COMMITTEE·ON 
EDUCATION AND lA80A 

Th~ President 
The White House; 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

\l.~. flOUt of'RqnumtaoDtS 
:mashington, 'Sa:: 20515-051"2 

January 29, 2009 

1Q9~ HOUU (JFJQ e«JIUMNG 
wASillNt;.roN.1lC :lGIl~ ._ 

lu,,~a .... 
fAJf : ".,.,mro: ... . 

1.IO~eout' . • lOI 
!t~..uo ... CA~ iIo',. ...... J41 
'AJ{'('1t!~··n6' 

. I am writing to ~ my grave concern rqarding the Medal of Honor review process 
. and the &pparent lack Qfliviilg award recipients. Since you, as President oftheUnitCd Slates,. are 
respoDsible (or pre8entirig the Medal of Hooor on behalf of the U.S. Congress, I respectfully ... . 

requesttiw your Administration conduct a review of this matter. 

since World War I. there have been 3,462 Medal ofMonors awarded to our soldiers and 
sailors- for distinguishing themselves '"conspicuously by gallantry and intrepidity at the risk of his 
life abov~ and beyond the call of duty." In World War I, 27% of Medal of Honors were awarded 
pgsdiumc>usly, in World War II, S1%arid in Vietnam, 38% were posthwnQUS awards. In 
Ope~on Iraqi Freedom and Operation EndUring Freedom (OIFIOEF), 100010 of all Medal of 

. Honorawafdshave been posthwnous. I am concerned that either knoWingly or inadvertently, 
the Medal of Honor awards process is becoming biased to only adS of valor that result in the 
death ofthC· service member. 

Mr. President. only 99 Medal of Honor witmcnI are living: 2~ from World War II, 14 ' . 
from Kol'eat and 60 fu:JID Vietnam. The last Medal of Hono! awarded· to a Jiving recipient was to 
Michael s. thorntOn forhi~ heroic actions in Viemamoo October 31. 1972. Their stories inspire 
our country and pro.vide the military services with their hcri~ge and tr:aditioQS. Having Audie 
Mwphy, ·Etappy BOyington and San Diego's own John Finn living amongst us bas ~tivated 

• . generations t~ greaierachievements; While the· integrity of the award must .~ preserved; the 
Oepartmcnt ofOef~should also not be applying a different standard to OIF/OEF that 
esseJlti&llypreciudes the award oftbe Medal orHonor to living recipients. 

In addition, the reeertt do~grading of the Medal of HOllOr for Marine Sgt. Rafael Pera1ta . 
· tc>theNavyCtoSsnUSes simiiarCoDcerns;Despite th~ fact that SSt. Peralta was .rwmina~ for 
.. theMedal ofHQIlorby Marine Corps le8dershlp, the award. was dOwngraded by a panel 
. comprised primarily of civilians that included a neurosurgeOn and two patho1osists • . i am 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 modenl forensic science. I 
finnly believe that the eyewitness 8CCOWlts of the event should take precedent through the entire 
chain of command review process because heroic actions in c:ombat cannot always be explained 
by science alone. 

Again, I hope your Administration win do a thorough examination of the issues 
S\UTOunding the process for awarding the Medal of Honor. The selDessness and combat heroism 
thai is represented by the Medal of Honor must be preserved for future generatjons. 

Member of Congress 

DHlvm 

.. _------_ .. --_._-----------



TOM HARKJN 
IOWA 

President Burack Obama 
The White HO\l~e 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
\\'ashington. DC 20500 

Dear President Obama; 

tinitnt ~tat(S ~rnatt 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510-1602 

February 5. 2009 

/~(J~r!~ 
1'",,; ,:/lm 12 ..... _ 
TTViml n4-4633 

"nv.!~ h.a.rtit!.t.t'1Ill!.gOV 

~O~1n~s; 

AG!'IiCULTUP.E 

f"iEALTtoi. ~DUCAl'!ON. 
LABOR. ,,",,0 !'Et-'SlOl<S 

Si\lAll BUSI:-«SS 

One of the great many reasons we are s.) thankful (hat you have now been sworn into office is 
our shared commitment (0 suicide prevention for veterans and those still serving in our na~ion's 
armed services. You were a true leader on the Armed Forces Sllicid~ Prevention Act, and your 

leadership and help from your staff was invaluable in gaining cQ-sponsorship and advancing the. 
issue in the 11 Olh Congress. 

h was truly disappointing that the HarkiniObama amendment. bas\)d on the Armed Forces 
Suicide Prevention Act which we respectively authored in the Senate and House. was not 
included in the National Defense AuthQrization Act of 2009. As you may remember. one ofthl! 
major obstacles to its inclusion was the formal comment we received from the Department of 
Defense opposing the legislation '"because it '''''ould establish a legislative mandate for programs 
already ongoing or within dle Secretary's authority to estabJish." The comment letter went on to 
say ·"However. the administration supports [he goals of the legislation and we look fonvard to 

working with Congress to address these concerns." 

We were deeply disturbed last week to receive the attached letter from [he Department {If 
Defense staling thai there ,vere 128 suicides among activ~ dUlY Army soldiers in 2008. with 
another 15 caSes pending inv\:stigation. while the total for 2007 was 115 .. This is the fotlrth year 
in II row thaI has seen a simitarly dramatic increase. Clearly. the Department of Defense should 
hal'e done a better job w protecllhe health and lives of the brave men and women who ser.'e in 
our military. 

\V~ know you share our concern about (lUr military's cOlnmitmenl to its personnel, and would 
find these needless deaths to be a senseless tragedy [haI ,,()uld have been prevented. In order tOl' 
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us to be able to continue to \\.'Ork together to improve mental health screenings and treatment, 
and to reduce the stigma of accessing such treatment, it would be helpful for you to initiate an 
assessment ofrhe programs currently in place in each branch of the armed forces. It would be 
helpful to know more about what services are currently available, are being accessed, and what 
resources and structural improvements are needed to reduce the toU of suipide on active duty 

service members. It would be especially helpful to examine all of the reasons, both structural 
and situational. that the suicide rate in the Anny is so much higher than that in the olher 
branches. 

As sponsors oflhe Joshua Omvig Veterans Suicide Prevention Act. which was signed into law 
on November 5, 2007. we are pleasl!d , ... ith recent reports from the Department of Veterans 
Aftairs that the Omvig legislation is being fully implemented and to datI! the Suicide Hotline has 
received over 101.00 calls and has been credited with O\'er 2.600 rescues. It is now time to 
ensure that our service members orthe Am1ed Forces have similar protections. 

Thank you tor your partnership on this critically important issue. We look forward to working 
with you on this in the future. and hope that we can improve on the dismal record of the past 
administration in this regard. 

Tom Harkin 
united States Senau.lr 

Sincerely. 

Leonard Boswell 
Member of Congress 



April 23, 2009 

President Blmlck Obama 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Ave 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: ' 

«ungress of t4e Jbtiteb ~tate5 
Iihud,il1gion. D<tt 20515 

We request that you include funding for the Joint Strike Fighter alternate engine in your budget 
for fiscal year 2010. Competition within any market is Wlderstood to yield products of a higher 
quality at a lower price. With the continued development of the Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) as our 
nation's sole air superiority aircraft, it is essential that the components used within the platform 
are highly reliable. It is with the spirit of competition that we request full funding for the 
research, deveJopment, testing, evaluation and procurement of an alternate engine that may be 
interchanged with the currently contracted propulsion system. 

Strong bipartisan support within Congress has invested approximately $2.5 billion since fiscal 
year 1995 iDtoan alternate engine fortbe JSF. Since 2006, the Department of Defense (DOD) 
hps repeatedly attempted to cancel funding for the JSF alternate engine program~ contrary to both 
congressional intent and enacted legislation. The shonsightedness of the budgetary requests by 
the DOD; fail to recognize the long-term benefits and cost savings that 'are widely projected with 
the development ofa competitive propulsion system. Following the ''Great Engine War," the 
United States Air Force continues to use engines for the F-16 Falcon that have been built and 
perfected through direct competition by both Pratt and Whitney and General Electric. 

It would be prudent for the DOD to revisit the current contract for the JSF propulsion system to 

address questions of operational risk, cost savings, responsible govenunent action, and relations 
with key allies. This is especially true now that General Electric and RoUs-Royce have offered to 

negotiate the remaining development and future production of the Rltemate engine on fixed price 
tenns. 

1 



Unlike other recent attempts to renegotiated~fense contracts, it is proposed that a new agreement 
bCsettled to develop and then fund engines for theJSF by both Pratt and Whitney and the 
General ElectriclRolls-Royce team. As the DOD continues to perfect its acquisition and 
contracting procedures, we strongly urge that you include funding for the JSF alternate 
propulsion system within the Presidential Budget request to the Congress. 

o£e~" 
Representative Steven La T<>urette, (OH· I 4) 

• Representative GeoffDavis,(KY~04) · 
.. U:z.~ 

·.Representative Robert Latta, (OH·05) 

·8«&-~ 
Representative Steve Austria, (OH-07) 

@Jl~ .. . .. 
. .. . . . . 

~ .. ~ ..... 
.. • R~¢.eSentative Charles Wilson (OH-06) 
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~~ 
Representative Michael Turner, (OH-03) 

rp.Jt£!\d1 
Representative Brad EUsworth, (IN-OS) ie~OH-08) 

R~ScOtt, (VA-03) 

Representative Steven Rothman, (NJ-09) . 

3 



-
Representative Steve Buyer, (1N-04) 
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President Barack Obama 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

President Obama, 

April 7, 2009 

Following the testimony of General Duncan J. McNabb, USAF, Commander ofthe United States Transportation 
Command before the Senate Armed Services Committee on March 17,2009, J urge you to carefully consider the 
strategic use of Azerbaijan. and specifically the airfield at Baku, as a staging point for United States distribution, 
cargo handling, and refueling services. 

As the Co-Cbainnan of the Azerbaijan Caucus, my colleagues and I have spent a great deal oftirne building ties 
with Azerbaijan, and I believe Azerbaijan offers a safe. secure and strategically valuable alternative to support 
our movements into Afghanistan. Azerbaijan has been a coalition partner in our efforts in Iraq and Afghanistan, 
has supported our requests for assistance, and has been a strong partner in the war on terrorism. 

From an ease of operations standpoint, Azerbaijan offers a large state-of-the-art handling facility in Baku with 
significant available capacity and an air route across the Caspian Sea and Turkmenistan's airspace direcdy into· 
Afghanistan. Utilizing this corridor avoids Iranian airspace all together and offers a very short flight time into 
Afghanistan. 

Currently,l understand problems have emerged shipping cargo through Dubai and throughout other hubs in the 
region. With an influx of cargo and personnel needed to support efforts in Afghanistan, I also understand that 
Azerbaijan may offer better flight times, the Baku airfield may offer greater command and control, is Jess 
congested allowing cargo to get into Theatre more quickly, offers competitive pricing, and has a domestic 
commercial fleet of aircraft to supplement our efforts. 

1 urge you to work with the Department of Defense and the State Department to fully examine the benefits 
operations in Azerbaijan would have as we increase our focus on Afghanistan. 

Sincerely. 

g:J1S~ 

e<;: Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
Secretary of Defense Robert Gates 

Bill Sbuster 
Member of Congress 

General Duncan McNabb, USAF, United States Transportation Command 
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«nttgr~1l1l nf t4~ lIInit.eb ~tat.es 
muslJington. mar 2llS1S 

March 10, 2009 

President Barack Obama 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20500 

Re: Urge Expeditious Replacement of Aged Aerial Refueling Tanker Fleet 

Dear President Obama: 

We write to urge that there be no further delays in moving forward with a new fleet of 
aerial refueJing tankers. The KC·13S aircraft fleet, which perfonns the critical air refueling 
mission sroWld the world, has been in service since the late 1950s. The old, outdated KC~13S 
fleet costs taxpayers an enormous amount mongoing maintenance costs. Such older aircraft, 
with the attendant safety and efficiency issues, complicate the mission of the brave men and 
women devoted to air refueling. 

MacDill Air Force Base is a mainstay of both our congressional districts. It is home to 
the 6111 Air Mobility Wing (AMW) and a tanker fleet that provides refueling power around the 
world for our military. However, the men and women making this task look easy are doing so 
with these KC-135 aircraft which range in age from the late 19508 to the mid ]960s. While the 
6th Maintenance Group is doing great work keeping 5~ yea.r~old tankers in the air, we are 
concerned that the age of the tankers adversely impacts the nation's security interests, is a 
growing safety concern for service members on refueling missions, and is costing taxpayers 
money due to continued and extensive maintenance. 

We understand that the Department of Defense is currently weighing the options for 
budget offsets as it crafts the 2010 Defense budget request. However, we respectfuUy urge that 
you not delay replacement of the tanker fleet. It already has been delayed long enough. The men 
and women who fly these aircraft, their families and those who rely upon the refueling mission 
support depend upon our leadership in providing safe and modern equipment. 

We look forward to working with you on this issue, and are confident that you and your 
staff win work to identify a workable solution for tanker procurement. 

~lAsW 
Member of Congress 

cc: Col. Lawrence Martin, Commander, 6t1l AMW 
Gen. Arthur Lichte, Commander, Air Mobility Command 
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Qtongress of tlfe Unite" ~tates 
DIIu1l4ingtnn. Ilat 20515 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

May 14,2009 

It has rec:ently come to our attention that service members returning from deployment 
have indicated they were allocated oilly two liters of bottled· drinking water per day, and were 
forced to find additional water for themselves. It is our understanding that this was not an 
isolated event and service members stationed across Iraq during various phases of the war have 
reported the problems. 

The Anny minimum to avoid dehydration can reach as high as 15 liters per day to 
prevent heat casualties in desert climates. As a result of the bottled water drinking shortages, 
these same service members indicate at other times they were forced to "improvise" to avoid 
dehydration by drinking potable and nonpotable bulk water. As you know, questions on the 
quality of bulk water still remain, and it is not authorized for drinking in Iraq. However, the 
soldiers indicate consumption of this water was necessary to avoid dehydration and are now 
experiencing short term and long term health effects of illnesses associated with drinking 
unclean water. 

Many of us have visited Iraq and we are all well aware of the extreme conditions our 
troops stationed there face. We are dismayed to hear these accounts and believe the health and 
safety of our service members must be a priority and taken seriously. Therefore, we respectfully 
request that you investigate these water shortage claims immediately and provide the finding to 
our staff for review. 

Sincerely, 

1P1~~~ 
Gene Green Solomon Ortiz 

Member of C0"C.,S 

<itZ::;;> 
At re 

Member of Congress 

~~---"' 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

Ron Paul 
Member of Congress 
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DON YOUNG 
CONGRIiSSllAN FOR ALL ALASKA 

WASHINGTON OFRCE 
2111 RAYBURN BUILDING 

TELEPHONe 202·225·5765 

Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
US Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

May 12, 2009 

COMMITTEE ON 
RESOURCES 

COMMITTEE ON 
TRANSPORTATION 

REPUBUCAN 
POUCYCOMMITTEE 

A recent Federal Circuit Court decision in Rothe Development Corp. v. U.S. Department 
of Justice held that 10 U.S.C. 2323 is Wlconstitutional on its face, resulting in a complete 
injWlction of that statute, which provides certain Department of Defense contracting preferences 
for small disadvantaged businesses. This judicial action is clearly limited to 10 U.S.C. 2323, but 
some agencies appear to believe that the Rothe case may affect small business programs and 
activities Wlder other Federal statutes like the Small Business Act. 

Thus we are writing to urge that the Department of Defense issue immediate clarifying 
guidance to all of its agencies involved in contracting with the private sector. While the Office 
of the Under Secretary of Defense issued an interim guidance memorandum on March 10, 2009 
concerning the application of the Rothe case, the memorandum failed to explicitly address the 
applicability to small business programs and activities that are carried out Wlder Federal statutes 
other than 10 U.S.C. 2323. 

In our view, the guidance should be explicit with respect to these other programs and 
activities. This approach was taken by the Anny Corps of Engineers in a March 9, 2009 
communication to contracting personnel, stating that its Rothe guidance to cease contract 
activities that rely exclusively on the authority of 10 U.S.C. 2323 "DOES NOT apply to small 
business set-asides, HUBZone small business set-asides, 8a set-asides, service disabled veteran 
owned small business set-asides or Alaska Native Corporations (ANC) as these categories are 
governed by separate statutes that were not impacted by the [Rothe] ruling." This is precisely the 
kind of guidance that should be sent out deparment-wide as soon as possible. 

Please let us know as soon as possible if and when the Department of Defense plans on 
issuing clarifying guidance that expressly addresses the small business programs and activities 
that are not affected by the ruling. Thank you. . 

VISIT Ou~ WEBSITE 
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Don Young 
Member of Congress 

~E.~A<-
Dale Kildee 

Member of Congress 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
~eil ~bercrornbie 

Member of Congress 
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256--381-3450 

Dr. Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

http:l'ariffitll.hou.",.go_ 

We have serious objections to the stop work order issued May 11,2009 for the 
Kinetic Energy Interceptors (KEI) program. This decision is without justification. 

Overall, we are concerned with the handling of the May 7, 2009 Kinetic Energy 
Interceptor tennination announcement. KEI was noticeably absent in an April press 
conference that outlined Department of Defense· program cancellations and restructures. 
However, it was rolled out as a cancellation dwing the May 7, 2009 FYIO Presid~nt>s 
Budget bri~fing and quickly followed by a Missile Defense Agency stop work on May 
II, 2009, With the goal of de-staffing the program by the end Qf June. This surprise 
announcement and immediate stop work notice has precluded any meaningful discussion 
between the Congress and the Department on the merits of the cancellation and the 
~sulting impacts to the n~tion . 

. In partnership with th~ Department' of. ~fense, . ·Congress . h3s . supported the 
requested. budgets for the KEI ' program. In past years, Congress went beyond what was 
requested, and provided the Department with additional dollars to accelerate this critical 
boost phase capability. In total, the Department has expended more than one billion 
dollars toward this effort to date, in providing the nation with a technically viable 
solution for boost and ascent engagement of a ballistic missile targeting our nation, 
deployed forces,and allies. Six years of development and testing, with most of the more 
than one billion 'of funding spent todatey was to. .culminate in the fust booster flight-in the 
fall of 2009 -less than five months from now. With the issuance of the stop work, the 
Department is walking away, from this investment without the benefit of knowing what 
this technology has to offer. ! 

'. . " 

. The FY09 appropriated budget and accompanying language for the KEI program 
not only fullr ~upported the requests ~ut went further to encourage the Department to 
accelerate the development of this capability for the war fighter. ' . The FY09 
appropriations specifically funded continued KEI development, static tests, and the: first 
booster flight :in 4009. . . " 

... ~ . , ~ 

11III 
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We strongly urge you to rescind the KEI stop work order and to continue toward 
culmination of the 2009 booster flight. We look forward to working with the Department 
in the FY 1 0 budget cycle to best determine the way ahead for this vital boost and early 
engagement capability resident in the KEI program. 

Thank you for your attention to this critical matter and we look forward to your 
prompt response and a positive resolution. 

Sincerely, 

Congressman Ed Pastor 

Trent Franks 

-



---------------_ .. --- -

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON 

WASHlNGTON, DC 20301-1000 

The Honorable John P. Murtha 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Defense 
Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

JUN 22 2009 

Thank you for your letter of May 20, 2009, regarding cancellation of the Presidential 
Helicopter Replacement Program (VH-71). We appreciate your concerns regarding the 
decision to cancel the VH-71 program. On January 28, 2009, the Secretary of the Navy notified 
Congress that the cost growth in the viI-71 Presidential Helicopter program had breached the 
critical Nunn-McCurdy threshold. As a result of this, as well as the subsequent review of the 
program in building the President's FY 2010 budget submission, the decision was made to cancel 
the VH-71 program. 

The VH-71 Increment I aircraft lacks the inherent capability necessary to meet the full 
, operational requirements of Presidential Helicopter Replacement Program, and does not offer a 

cost effective long-term solution to meet the requirements of the Presidential helicopter mission. 

The President's FY 2010 Budget requests funding to extend the service lives of the 
VH-3D and VH-60N. In total, the service life extension is clUTently estimated to cost about 
$500M over the life of the program. The cost of terminating the VH-71 prime contract is being 
developed by the VH-71 prime contractor and will be negotiated with the contracting officer over 
the coming year. This total is significantly less than the amount that would have been needed to 
complete development of Increment 1, procure, additional Increment 1 aircraft and logistics 
support, and develop configuration improvements required for long term operation. Accordingly, 
the contracting officer has prudently implemented the cancellation decision by issuing a notice of 
termination. 

Because there remains the need to replace the current fleet of Presidential helicopters, the 
Navy is preparing a plan to develop options for a Presidential helicopter replacement program. 
Part of that plan will include evaluation of technologies developed under the VH-71 program to 
identify potential benefit to other programs. If I can be of further assistance, please let me 
know. 

cc: 
The Honorable C. W. Bill Young J'\ 
Ranking Member . ,..,. 



The Honorable Robert Gates 
May 20, 2009 
Page Two 

to begin in fiscal year 2011 will only disguise the immediate need, and 
significantly delay development, The options for potential competitors will remain 
much the same in 2011. 

Additionally, the Administration t in its fiscal year 2010 budget request only 
asked for $85 million in program'termination costs. The Navy, by its own 
admission has stated that it expects cancellation costs to approach $555 million, 
and would require an additional $4.4 billion to extend the life of the current aging 
fleet. Given these estimates, it would appear that poor business decisions are being 
made regarding this replacement program and that detenninations are being made 
based on public perception. 

In light of these concerns, we urge you to reconsider your decision, and 
commit to a Presidential helicopter fleet consisting of the currently developed 
Increment I aircraft. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and for your'continued 
dedicated work for our nation's defense. 

Sincerely, 

l fJV------
hn P. Murtha 
hairman 

Defense Subcommittee 
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President Barack Obama 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20502 

Dear Mr. President: 

April 30, 2009 

As your Administration considers its detailed Fiscal Year 20 10 budget priorities, we 
write to express our strong support for fully funding the Delaware River Mainstem 
Channel Deepening Project in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers' budget. 

Authorized by Congress in 1992, this project will deepen the Delaware River's main 
shipping channel from 40 feet to 45 feet. Deepening the main channel will make 
transportation more efficient and reduce costs, thus creating additional business 
opportunities and growing employment at the port communities along the Delaware 
River. • 

This project is both economically justified and environmentally sound. Following 
recommendations made by the U.S. Government Accountability Office in 2002, the 
Anny Corps conducted a comprehensive economic reanalysis of the project which 
indicated that it would yield a net benefit of $1.15 for every dollar spent. An economic 
update in 2008 indicated a net benefit of $1.25 for every dollar spent. 

Following execution of a Project Partnership Agreement in June 2008, the Anny 
Corps performed an additional environmental assessment of existing and new 
infonnation generated since the project's 1997 Supplemental Environmental Impact 
Statement. This environmental assessment, published in April 2009, concluded that 
changes to the project or project conditions since the 1997 SEIS will not have a 
significant adverse effect on the environment. 

Accordingly. we strongly support this project and respectfully request that you 
prioritize it in the Fiscal Year 2010 budget for the Army Corps of Engineers. Thank you 
for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

t1M--. ~,~, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr. 

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 



President Obama 
April 30, 2009 
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N "1-, Robert A. Brady 

;;r: ", I :::> ~ 
Patrick J. My 
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(!nugrt5,G of tift 1.ltnitei't i'tafta 
ltlhts11ingtOll. mC!t 20515 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
The Office of Secretary of Defense 
1155 Defense Pentagon Way 
Room 3D921 
Washington, DC 20301 

May 20,2009 

We are writing to convey our support for the Army plan to assign an additional Brigade 
Combat Team (BCT) to the 3rd Infantry Division at Fort Stewart and Hunter Army Air Field, 
Georgia. We share your expressed concem for the great hardship endured by the soldiers 
and their families and agree with your guiding principle to prevent the under-manning of units 
for combat while changing the policy on stop-loss. We believe the plan to bring the 5th BCT 
to Fort Stewart is in concert with the guiding principle of your statement on April 6th and will 
continue the progress made in revitalizing our armed forces. 

Unquestionably, Fort Stewart is, for numerous strategiC reasons, an ideal location for 
the Army to grow. But just as important it is imperative that the Army and the Department of 
Defense not lose sight of the issue of reliance-that state and 'local governments and the 
civic and business leaders relied on the request of the Army and the Department to be ready 
to accommodate these soldiers and their families. Accordingly, they have already invested 
about $450 million dollars in anticipation of the arrival of the BCT. 

While we recognize the extensive military analysiS and fiscal constraints required in 
determining the location of a BCT, we firmly believe that it is in the best interest of the 
Department of Defense to take into full account the investment at Fort Stewart and Hunter 
Army Air Field made by local communities long ago. The communities made these decisions 
by taking to heart the clear assurance from Department leaders that the BCT was coming . 

. They responded to the Department's requests to provide the essential private sector support 
in advance of the arrival of the Brigade. In deciding this issue, we believe the Army and the 
Department must consider the extensive, good faith reliance of its partner community. The 
Department must live·up to its commitments. It must not break its word. 

The City of Hinesville, the surrounding communities, and the State of Georgia have 
demonstrated unwavering support for soldiers and families over many years. The area now is 
clearly recognized as one ofthe most Army-friendly installation in the U.S. Community 

Page 1 of3 
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leaders have faithfully and diligently worked with the Department and the private sector to 
ensure that the facilities and infrastructure is ready to receive the additional brigade. To date 
the community's investment of about $450 million in preparation for the expected growth to 
include $72 million in public school projects and other public sector infrastructure investment. 
The State of Georgia has again expanded its acclaimed HOPE Scholarship program to 
further extend the access to military families for full tuition, room and board to any Georgia 
public college or university for students who graduate from high school with a B average. 

We believe adding the 46th BCT in the Army to Fort Stewart would enhance the 
immediate operational effectiveness of the 3rd Infantry Division at the Fort Stewart and Hunter 
Army Air Field. When taking into consideration the emerging Center of Maneuver Excellence 
at Fort Benning and the growing presence of the BCTs at Fort Stewart, the Army has an 
exceptional home base in the state of Georgia to meet a/l mission challenges for our nation's 
defense. Resources are already either in place or pending final construction to swiftly 
accommodate the arrival of the new Brigade and their families. No other U.S installation can 
so effectively and quickly meet these needs. Commanders would have an Army unit with 
maximum adaptability and capability to meet combat requirements. Soldiers would be able to 
focus on their training, knowing that their families are settling into an installation and 
community that continues to welcome and accommodate them. 

Fort Stewart's strategiC location in southeast Georgia makes it easily accessible by 
road, rail and sea. Hunter Army Air Field provides a strategic Airborne Point of Entry for unit 
deployment Movement to ports takes place in hours vice days and weeks. At 280,000 acres, 
Fort Stewart is the largest military installation east of the Mississippi River. The Army has 
invested some $670 million at Fort Stewart and Hunter Army Air Field in the past three years 
making it one of the most modem and efficient installations in the nation with additional 
construction pending for increased capacity. Training is efficient and cost effective due to the 
installation's digital multipurpose range training complex and other facilities located within 
minutes of the cantonment areas. Fort Stewart and Hunter Army Air Field also has no 
significant environmental impact or encroachment issues. Just this month Fort Stewart and 
Hunter Army Air Field won its fourth Army Community of Excellence installation award. 

Accordingly. it is our request that the Department continue as originally planned to 
expand growth at Fort Stewart through the assignment of the additional BCT without 
adversely affecting the alignment of the current forces stationed at Fort Stewart and Fort 
Benning. We urge you to meet with Fort Stewart community leaders in the near future and 
permit them the opportunity to directly share their views and additional information on this 
issue. 
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Thank you for your distinguished service to our nation and thank you for your 
consideration of this letter. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Broun 

Hank Johnson Nathan Deal 

David Scott Tom Price 

4/4 

~at?- ~7' 
LYMWestmoreland 
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Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
Washington DC 20301-1400 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

May 14,2009 

I commend your decision to investigate the recent fatal shooting of five service members 
at Camp Liberty in Iraq in order to identify shortcomings in mental health care for troops 
deployed in war zones. 

This incident highlights not only the inherent danger to our deployed troops, even on 
their own bases, but the potential psychological consequences of combat stress and 
repeated deployments. The incident at Camp Liberty, as well as the growing incidences 
of suicide in the ranks, make it clear that more must be done to address the mental and 
psychological well-being of our men and women in uniform. The number of cases of 
suicide in the military has increased dramatically since the Vietnam War, reaching an all
time high of 128 cases in 2008. 

I am horrified at the thought that the terrible slaughter in Iraq could easily have occurred 
in hometown, u.S.A. I agree with the calls for expansion of psychological testing during 
deployments in war zones. But I believe it is equally important to provide for intensive 
mandatory psychological evaluations of members of the armed forces immediately prior 
to fleparation:as a pr~cautionary step in the transition to civilian life. 

As a veteran of the Korean War, I have experienced the difficulty oftransitioning to the 
real world after a stint in combat. The situation is worse today. That is why I have 
introduced legislation (H.R. 1963) which would require all those separating from active 
duty to receive counseling in how to repackage their military skills, where and how to 
find employment, along with physical and psychological testing. The growing incidences 
of post-separation domestic violence, PTSD and suicide, demands that we do more for 
those who have contributed so much to our country. 

I strongly urge you to expand your Camp Liberty investigation in order to determine the 
need for this universal mandatory approach. It seems clear to me that dealing with the 
difficulties of earning a living in a shrinking economy is increasingly fraught with 
uncertainty and stress, such as we've never seen before. 

GEORGE A. DALLEY 
CHIEF OF STAFF 

JAMES E. CAPEL 
DISllucr DIRECTOR 

WA~INGrON OFFJC£ DISTRfCT OFRCE 

o 2354 RAve""N HolJSE OFfiCE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON. DC 20515-3215 
TELEPHONE: (2021 22f>.4365 
FAX: (2021 22!HJB16 PLEASE RESPONO To OFFICE CHECKED 

o 163 WEST 125TH STAEET 

NEW YORK. NY 10027 

TElE ... ONE: 1212) 663-3900 

FAX: (2121663-4277 



Honorable Robert M. Gates 
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Mr. Secretary, with full appreciation for your commitment to the welfare of our troops, I 
am prepared to work with you, Chainnan Ike Skelton, and Chairman Jolm Murtha to find 
ways to address these issues. 

Thank you for your consideration, and I look forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 



H: OUS'L"' COM&:..t·lrrl .. EE ON AUMv'I::\' S:u'RI'II':'!'L~'Q . ,. .' \. I:J : ji. " :In : J; ! '; ."'. '.:n: l .:.t " .~ ' Y: 1,;,4;;~ 

Hon. Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
Washington. D.C. 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

.~."'Ui~ of l\qJrelentlrtibs 
.... lqitoat, _ 20515..,.0035 

ONE ti4~E.0·,*I:.EllENlH~N~.sS 

May 21. 2009 

We are writing to express our concern about the Department of Defense Health 
Infonnation Technology (Health IT) systems. The committee has long expressed concern about 
how the department has managed its Health IT systems. and recent events have only deepened 
those fears. 

A joint hearing on the Department of Defense Health IT systems was held on March 24, 
2009, by the subcommittee on Military Personnel, with oversight responsibility for the Military 
Health System, and the subcommittee on Terrorism and Unconventional Threats and 
Capabilities. with oversight responsibility for Department of Defense Information Technology 
programs. At that hearing. we heard from the military services about the difficuJties they have 
encountered with Health IT systems, specifically problems with the system known as ARL T A. 
We were encouraged that the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Health Affairs and his staff 
agreed that there are serious problems with the Health IT systems. We were further encouraged 
when they presented what appeared to be an ambitious and comprehensive plan to overhauJ the 
system that would address all of the issues raised by the services and would provide the best 
Health IT system possible for the department's beneficiaries. 

At that hearing, we were assured that the Department was committed to moving forward 
with their proposed solution, but that cost details could not be discussed because both the Fiscal 
Year 2009 supplemental request and the Fiscal Year 20 I 0 budget request were still in 
preparation. 

During our review of the Fiscal Year 2010 budget justification materials, we were 
surprised to find no menti6n of the plan referenced by Health Affairs during the March hearing. 
Further, a review of the Fiscal Year 2009 supplemental request did not turn up any mention of 
the proposed solution. Most recently, in ~1imDny during the May 1 S, 2009, hearing OJJ the 



Defense Hea1th Program budget, the Acting Principle Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Health Affairs and the Chief Information Officer failed to provide any additiona1 insight into the 
cost of the proposed solution. 

We find this troubling. It calls into question the ability of the department to deliver on 
the commitments made by Health Affairs during the March hearing, as well as the promise of a 
Joint Virtual Lifetime Electronic Record recently announced by you and Secretary Shin~i. at 
least for health infonnation. We therefore respectfully request that you look into the situation 
and report back to the committee with the actual status and content of any plan or strategy to 
improve the Department of Defense Health IT systems, as wen as projected costs and a budget 
submission schedule. We look forward to discussing your findings. 

Very truly yours. 

Chairwoman 
Subcommittee on Military PersormeJ 

£.:1 
·diIih Smith 

Chairman 
Subcommittee on Terrorism 
Unconventional Threats and Capabilities 

SD/AS/JW/JM:dk 

~'2()~ 
.. Joe Wilson 

Ranking Member 
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The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20301-1000 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

June 9, 2009 
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HAROLD ROGERS. KENTUCKY 
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On March 23rd, I wrote to you asking you to review your Department's 
policy on outsourcing and suggesting that you halt A-76 studies pending the Office 
of Management and Budget's (OMB's) review of the A-76 program pending the 
Office of Management and Budget's review of the A-76 program. I requested a 
prompt reply. . 

I was disappointed with the response that I received on April 28th
, from your 

fonner Undersecretary for Acquisition, Technology and Logistics which largely 
restated the facts contained in my letter to you. The response also stated that the 
"Department is reviewing the current (A-76) program". This response appears to 
misstate what is indeed occurring within the Defense Department and does not 
address my concerns, 

Originally, the OMB Circular A-76 process was to be used as a tool to 
determine the most efficient source for performing "commercial" work - either in 
the public or private sector. The use of the OMB Circular A-76 process was 
extensively criticized by the Government Accountability Office (GAO) in two 
2008 reports. According to GAO, the OMB guidance for the A-76 process was 
flawed. As a result, there may have been inadequate tracking of costs and savings 
but moreover, there are serious concerns that agencies, particularly DoD, had 
started privatization studies in response to arbitrary targets. Moreover, the DoD 
Inspector General has found that an OMB error in the A-76 calculation of 

II~IIIII 
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"overhead" could wrongly and unfairly result in the outsourcing of workload. 
However, DoD has recently used OMB A-76 to push more and more work into the 
private sector. Indeed, in fiscal year 2008, DoD more than doubled spending for 
contractor provided services compared to the amount it spent a decade ago but 
your Department has been unable to answer basic questions such as how many 
contractors and subcontractors there are and their average salaries. 

To halt the continued conversion of functions to contractor performance 
until the Administration could conduct a thorough review of its a-76 policy, the 
Fiscal Year 2009 Omnibus Appropriations Act includes a government-wide 
moratorium on beginning or announcing any A-76 studies. In addition, the 
President has announced a broader review of" ... when governmental outsourcing 
for services is and is not appropriate ... " Yet, the Defense Department is 
continuing to move forward with numerous public-private competition studies that 
were in progress before the moratorium took effect, and without further validation 
of estimated savings, to include converting government functions to contractors. 

Therefore I once again, strongly this time, recommend that you immediately 
suspend all ongoing activities related to OMB Circular A-76 studies, including the 
conversion of functions performed by federal employees to contractor performance 
and I recommend that you do so for the remainder of Fiscal Year 2009. 

I once again request a prompt response from you to this letter. 

Respectfully, 

(\~ () ~~ 
/1~ P. Murtha 
Gh:irman 
Defense Subcommittee 



· . 
Unlike some of my Republican colleagues, I have the utmost confidence in the men and women of our armed 
forces to securely detain these prisoners anywhere in the nation. But I am sure you agree that Level II or Level 
III facilities such as Fort Leavenworth. Kansas, WPNST A, Charleston, SC, or Fort Knox, KY are better 
equipped to house these prisoners. Ideally, the Guantanamo detainees will be held in appropriate locations 
overseas. But if that is not possible, they should be held in Level II or Level III secure facilities with excess 
capacity and a history of perfonning this kind of mission. MCB Quantico does not fit those criteria. 

GCIHA 
cc: Secretary Robert Gates 

Attorney General Eric Holder, Jr. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald E. Connolly 
Meinber of Congress 
11 th District. Virginia 
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Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President, 
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I am writing to ask that you consider immediately issuing an Executive Order 
barring investigations under Don't Ask Don't Tell (DADT) given the growing support in 
Congress for an outright repeal of this prejudicial law. 

As you know, since DADT was implemented in 1994 more than 12,500 men and 
women have been discharged from military service. According to 2005 infonnation from 
the Government Accountability Office, roughly 800 oftbose discharged were 'mission
critical' specialists, which would include intelligence analysts and linguists. Just last 
week, u.s. Army Lt. Dan Choi, a West Point graduate who served in the New York: 
National Guard and is fluent in Arabic, was dismissed WIder DADT . 

. DADT is a discriminatory policy that has deprived our military of badly needed 
skills, talent, and experience. While our overextended military bravely fights battles on 
nwnerous fronts, we cannot afford to endure a prejudicial law that results in the dismissal 
of some of our best and brightest and leaves certain units shorthanded. We are critically 
short persotulel in some of these areas. 

It's also worth noting that DADT is fiscally irresponsible - a Blue Ribbon 
Commission Report noted that the cost to replace and train those service members 
discharged between 1994 through 2003 was nearly $363 million. Twenty-six other 
countries, including Great Britain and Israel, have lifted their bans. It's time for the 
United States to do the same. 

A bill to overturn DADT has been introduced in congress, and currently has 140 
bipartisan cosponsors. It would replace Don't Ask Don't Tell with a policy of 
nondiscrimination. Because this is a sign that Congress will eventually act to overtwn 
DADT, and because of our critical and immediate military needs, this issue should not 
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need to wait for an Act of Congress. Please consider issuing an Executive Order for the 
sake of our natio~ for our military, and for those that seek to fight for our country. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

;::~ 
Steve Ismel 

i 

.1 
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June 23, 2009 

The Honorable Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates, 

We write to respectfully request your attention to and engagement on a long-standing issue that 
relates to the unequaJ treatment of the U.S. territories due to a regulatory exclusion of Invitational Travel 
Orders (ITOs) to the territories by the services. The source of this discriminatory policy is Department of 
Defense Directive number 4S 1 5 .12 section 5.2.3 which stipulates that "The Secretaries of the Military 
Departments are delegated the authority unilaterally to extend invitations for sponsored nOIHeimbursable 
non-multi«partmental travel within the SO United States to members (other than newly elected) and 
employees of the Congress ... ·'. Despite the strategic importance and contribution to National Security 
and a significant military presence in the U.S. territories, the aforementioned directive excludes ITOs to 
the territories. 

In the past. the Office of the Secretary of Defense has favorably resolved restrictions on non
committee Congressional staff traveling to the territories by issuing special exemptions th~ allowed for 
ITOs to the territories. The following Congressional Staff Delegations occUl"red as a result of this type of 
special exemption: U.S. Marine Corps House Liaison-organized STAFFDEL to Guam. Saipan, and 
Tinian in February 2002. Navy OLA-organized STAFFDEL to Guam and Hawaii in April 2003, U.S. 
Pacific Command-organized ST AFFDEL to Guam and Hawaii in August 2006. and most recently a Navy 
OLA-organized ST AFFDEL to Guam in April1JJ(T/. 

These staff delegations provided a venue for non-committee Congressional staff to learn about 
our nation's military operations in the territories in a comprehensive and astute manner that would be 
impossible to.replicate from a distance. However, several services have since requested ST AFFDELs to 
the territories and were subsequently denied. We are concerned that CUJTellt regulations are impeding the 
Services ability to execute and complete their missions in the territories by hindering their ability to fully 
inform non-committee Congressional staff. 

We have attempted to work to resolve this issue with your predecessor; however, we were unable 
to get any traction and the discriminatory regulation remains. We hope that with your engagement and 
assistance, the regulatory exclusion of non-committee staff ITOs to the territorie5 will be permanently 
lifted. Such a resolution would be non-discriminatory and would contribute to the Services ability to 
complete their missions in the territories. 

We look forward to working with you and appreciate your attention to this issue. 

~. ,";"Jt.'~~ 
ELEINE Z.:;6R.DAllO 

Member of Congress 

~ 
ImCROMBlE 

ber of Congress 

PIIINT!O ON RECYCUD P ... PER 
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The Honol8blo Robert Gates 
Sectet.y ofDcfmae 
1000 Defimc Pentagon 
Wabinatoa. DC 20301 

Dear Sec:mary Gates: 

JuDe 26. 2009 

No. 3335 P. 2 
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. Gtnngress uf tlJe 1ffnitdl .fates 
Ifsslyingian, Iff 21J51! 

Honorable Robert M. Oates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Department of Defense 
1400 Defense Pentagon 
WashingtOn. D.C. 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

July 10. 2009 

We are requesting a·briefing on the draft Request for Proposal (RFP) for the KC
X acquisition, prior to its release to industry. 

~ members of the United States House of Representatives, we are most 
interested in understanding the intended evaluation and criteria from the previous source 
selection and the rationale for those changes. In addition. we wmt to understand the 
steps the Department has taken to address the areu of concern indcn1ified by the June 18, 
2008, Gcneral Accountability Office KC~X lUling. 

A3 you may recall, durins your testimony before the U.S. Senate Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Defense on June 8, 2009, you stated that you would ':'sbare the draft 
RFP here in Congress as bema a transparent process." . 

Mr. Secretary. we appreciate your stated commitment to move forward quickly in 
an open and transparent manner with this acquisition effort and look forward to your 
response to this request. To schedule this briefing, please contact Jon Hand with 
Congressman Jo Bonner at (202) 225-4931. 

10 Bonner 
United States Rcpresentative 

rU'St District - Alabama 

byB' 
Uni States Representative 
Second District .. Alabama 
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MikcIU"c:n 
United States Rlp:reseJD.tative 

Third District - Alabama 

Parker -..n1.l1 .... ~ 
United States ReJllres«~ntative 
Fifth District - Alabama 

ArturDavis 
United States Representative 
Seventh District;.. Alabama 

No. 2701 P. 3 

" . !!!IfIP 

~~ 
Robert Aderholt 

United States Rcprescmative 
Fourth District - Alabama 
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Change Course, Confront Crises, Continue the Legacy 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 
U.S. Department of Defense 
The Pentagon 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

June 29, 2009 

As members of Congress, we are writing to express our concerns over the 
delay of the mandated Military Leadership Diversity Commission as well as 
the larger issue of diversity in the anned services' upper leadership. 

This Commission is the fruit of numerous meetings between senior members 
of the armed services, the Pentagon and the Congressional' B1ack Caucus 
dating back to 2007 and it remains a priority. And as you know, the 2008 
National Defense Authorization Act created the Commission with the intent of 
having it begin its work no later dum 120 days from the bill's passage. 
Understandably, with the change in Administration there has been some delay 
EUld only recently have certain appointments been made; however the 
comprehensive evaluation and assessment of the promotion, recruitment and 
retention policies that the Commission will undertake are of the utmost 
importance. As members of Congress· we remain very in1mested in this 
Commission's work we ask to be kept abreast of the Commission's status as 
well as its findings. 

In many ways the strength of oUi' nation is in its diversity. and similarly we 
vieW diversity as an issue of national security. Diversity of experience, 
talents, backgroWlds and capabilities provides our nation and our armed 
services with the widened aperture we need to deal with the many problems 
facing us in the future. and the Commission's worlt will give Congress a better 
idea of how to address the continuing issues hampering our senior military 
service members. 
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Wc do not need to tell you of the acute undcrrepIcseotation of minority officers at the 
General and Flag level and given that it takes more than 2S years to grow a General or 
Flag Officer, change will be a slow process. We remain very interested to hear what the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense is doing with regards to the recruitment and the 
retention of minority officers as our armed services of the future should look more like 
the America it represents among all of its ranks. 

The U.S. military has long been at the forefront of maximizing diversity in our nation, but 
we must continue to build on past successes. We know that the effort to build upon that 
diversity is a goal that we share. and we look forward to continued partnership on these 
issues. 

Sincerely, 

Hon. Barbara Lee 
Chairwoman 
Congressional Black Caucus 

~~~~(fqb~q-~~------ ~JlIirll.; 
Chainnan . 
Committee on Homeland Security 
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CHAIRMAN 
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TOM DAVIS. VIRGINIA 

RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 

COMMlffiE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM 

The Honorable Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 

2151 RAYBURN HOUSE OF1'lCE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515-8143 

".;.tty_I_' 
M; .. ....,_I ........ 

November 19,2008 

United States Department of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washington~ D.C. 20301 

Dear Secretary Gates: 

We write to express concern about current implementation plans for the 
Defense Integrated Military Human Resources System (DIMHRS). We are very 
concerned this program has not taken into consideration all of the Anny's requirements 
and specifically, the unique needs of the men and women of the National Guard. 

Over the last few years, the Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
has investigated and uncovered long standing problems resulting from numerous 
military service unique personnel and pay systems, including accurately paying 
military personnel on time and monitoring and tracking them to, from, and within their 
duty stations. In 2004, we held hearings focusing on Army Reserve and National 
Guard troops receiving inaccurate pay due to a lack of integration in Anny personnel 
and pay systems, and exacerbated by the thousands of reservists deployed to Iraq and 
Afghanistan. 

In 2005 and 2006, the Committee held hearings on the fmancial hardships 
created for injured Army National Guard and Reserve soldiers due to disjointed pay 
and personnel offices. More recently, during our 2007-2008 hearing's on issues facing 
wounded soldiers, Defense Department officials testified that some of the 
administration challenges facing wounded soldiers would be addressed under 
DIMHRS. During all of these hearings, we were promised that most of the 
administrative problems would be solved when DIMHRS was adopted. 

As you know, our wait for solutions promised with the deployment ofDIMHRS 
continues. DOD has planned five DIMHRS deployment dates for the Army alone; 
from the first in April 2006, to the most recent in March 2009. In 2005, the 
Government Accountability Office (GAO) reported to our Committee that DOD was 
not managing the DIMHRS program effectively. including defining requirements 
needed by each military service. 



The Hon. Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 

November 19, 2008 
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This month, GAO reported that requirements difficulties remain, particularly 
with the communications between DOD and the Army. A September 12, 2008 memo 
from the Department of the Army. Enterprise Information Systems Program Executive 
Officer to Major General Darryl Scott at the Department of Defense Business 
Transformation Agency (BTA) lists "critical mission show stoppers" for the Army's 
deployment ofDIMHRS and expresses concern about what will be done by BTA to 
"ensure a fully mission capable DIMHRS product." 

On October 3,2008, Lieutenant General Clyde A. Vaughn, Director of the 
Anny National Guard issued a memo stating that the current development ofDIMHRS 
"does not meet the Army National Guard's critical needs," and disappointment at a 
"significant lack of proven functionality to pay and account for soldiers." 

Furthermore. the Adjutants General of the United States have also expressed 
serious concerns about major deficiencies that remain between the Army requirements 
and those requirements of the Army National Guard. 

Unlike active duty personnel, a National Guard member can be carried in 
several pay categories with varying entitlements during one pay period. There also 
appears to be a lack of positive funds control inside and outside of the current 
DIMHRS configuration to account for these pay and allowances. The State Adjutants 
General also are worried about the transition oflegacy system data into the new system 
that if not corrected before implementation in March 2009, would produce disastrous 
payment errors. The State Adjutants General also cite lack of accessibility, security, 
and training and support, as major issues that might prevent Army Guard soldiers from 
getting paid timely and accurately. 

~ ~ 

As our Conunittee hearings since 2003 have focused on the ~any problems that 
arise with paying Army Guard and Reserve soldiers under the old stove-piped. 
disjointed and paper intensive system, we are incredulous that DIMHRS does not 
address or solve these issues for the men and women of the National Guard. 



The Hon. Robert Gates 
Secretary of Defense 

November 19,2008 
Page 3 0/3 

We ask that you look into these unaddressed requirements immediately and 
look fOlWard to working with you to see that these issues are addressed. The 
Government Accountability Office tells us that DOD estimates the cost of DIMHRS 
from FY98 through fiscal year FY 2009 to be approximately one billion dollars. It is 
imperative we get a system that addresses the needs of all our military members~ not 
justa few. 

Sincerely, 

Rep. Dennis Kucinich 

~ 
Rep. Darrell Issa 

~/tfi;J1j 
~) ' 
ep. Tod P atts 
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The Honorable KOl'!~YL Oates 
Secretary ofDefenie 
1000 Defense YenUlacJll 
Washington, DC 

January 30, 2009 

We write regarding OMS Circular A-76 review of installation l1l8ll8pnlOIlt fiJnctions 
under the Defense l4itisUcs Agency Enterprise Support organization (DES). It is our 
understandinJ that Department of Defense'. Competitive Sourcing Official is 
disinclined to req1JCSt by the ~ LoJistics Agency (DLA) to undertake an 
intema1 effort as an alternative meaDI of ensuring workp~ efficiency 
and cost savings. 

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

Given our mutual J.lWl;l,."'ltl in ensuring the DES miHionis acc.ompIished in an efficient 
and cost-effective we respectfully request the Department to give all due 
consideration to the re-engineering effort developed byDLA, 

We look fOlWard to 

Sincerely, 

2l~ . 
~ t..44"i"~' 

#1J IftU~ 
~7f1~ 

I111I1I1 
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The HonorabJe Robert 
Secretary of Defense 
1000 Defense Pentagon 
Washinston, DC 20301 

~luiteh ~tat£s ;§ettair 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510 

February 2. 2009 

Admiral Mike MuJlen 
Cbainnan of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
9999 The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20318-9999 

Dear Secretary Gates Q&&~I~"I&UU,QI Mullen: 

We appreciate the d.\n!"!ct'!~ focus you have brought to the National Guard and Reserves through 
recent directives, decisions, and other actions. In our September 26, 2008 letter, we 
asked you to look at the of transparency and accountability in the purchase and distribution 
of equipment for tb~ N Guard and Reserves. We would appreciate an update on the 
Department's effom to these challenges. which have prevented equipment slated for the 
reserve components entering Guard and Reserves inventories. 

We have received'a uw,' .... ' ofinterirn responses, including letters that refetred our inquiry to the 
Under Secretary (Comptroller) and, later, to the Under Secretary for Acquisition, 
Technology and We look forward to a more detailed response on how the Department 
actually pJans to account the appropriated dollars provided for National Guard and Reserve 
equipment. 

Given its constitutional ... tl.nrt,1v and paramount responsibility to the American people, Congress 
has a deep interest in full transparency. EstabHshing a budget and execution plan that 

. provides transparc11<:y accountability of Guard and Reserve equipment funding is also a key 
recommendation of the . on the National Guard and Reserves. We understand that 
that the Dcpartnient of acknowledges the need for corrective action. 

We would appreciate an on the Department's plans to CDSU1'C greater accountability for 
National Guard and equipment In particular, please advise on the status of evaluating 
the viability of such prolpt~ialS as delineating Guard and Reserve funding requests within the 
Services' annual requests or Congress creating a separate appropriation for National 
Guard and Reserve requirements. 

Thank you again fol' . "'''''''I~'''''es the importance of this issue and working with the Congress 
toward a sensible 1 .. ~.IlU~ •• .IU. 

~ 
PATRICK LEAHY 
Co-Chair 
U.S. Senate National 

CHRISTOPHER S. BOND 
Co-Chair 
U.S. Senate National Guard Caucus 
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The: HOl)orable KOt)tn 

&Cfetaty'Q(JJ, rerens. 
lO.()O De1' tense P'1~ntaLton 

~ni·wt~rottS itcna(t 
cP~Mmrif;:;QNARME"PSi:!ljyfGi$: 
WASFii!"KiTON~OC::105'~O 

February 2, 2009 

Thankyou .1" .... :"'''' . ..... · leUe.rQf January 27, regarding the De~meries lis:e,' ~r 
telired militarY ' as "SurrogateS"- to make the former AdmiriiSti:afion'sCa$e 
inthemedia.. As . . . indicate in your l~r, the Inspect9rGeneral found no 
improperorillega .. . · . . on the pert oftbe' Departrpent"sPuhlic Affairs, 
personnel-and . ' that information briefing$ provided to .teurec;Itnflitary 
officers·did not ·legal,prohibitwns against theuseofapprQpriated fUl'ids.;for 
publicity 'or purposes. 

Howev.eft lellJnspectC)l G~l)er~l a,J$6 fqund :thp-t'th¢t>epartment eXCluded.a 
retired O.eneral .· further participation-in thepr~al'ilbecaUSC ofbis:cQrnments 
criti(:al'oftite t:orlGUCt· of-the: Iraq, war. The reporta}sQ .confirms that :as¢nior DOD 
Publi" Afftdrs •. scM .aIle-mail urging ~th~ DeParlnlenttoeultivatea core 
group of~~~liably ' . retirec1tfittitary: :8nlil~YS~S ·'lhatwe car:tCQunton to"carry 
our wat~r~" I dnthinkit$hould beaccep~ble for odD officials·,to· cut off 
outside who express 'critic.al ·opinions, or to. lise :aceess to 
informationtopoHticalaUies in' the press. If this conduct 'is ,riot UlegaJ Qt 
improper under . law or regtiJatiQns~l : believe .thanhose laws and 
tegtdatiollS,need,to ~hanged. I wbuldapp.redateifyou would review the 
8pplicabltdaws . and g~t l?~cktQ:me with yo~t vie~~ 

AIso,whUe . report flndsinsuffiCienteVid.~nce 'to deterrninethat any 
cOntnletdt cpmpetitiv~ad'i8.ntage as a: result of-itS ties to te'tited military 
a1ialysts~ .the, )'~port. '1sto :assesswll@thetthe re~ired mi~itary analysts themselves 
obtained 'financial tj. en·etits · from contractOI'$ 'as ,a t~sult tifthe!r faV9rableaccessto 
000 information: officials. The report aisot;oncludes th:adt Was apptopd~te .. 
for the D~partmentemploy a contractor to ensure that the comn1~ntary o.f retired 

11~1~lllliijllflnljliiiilllll 



military analysts "rE~lle:ctE~d accurate information," However, the purpose of the 
contract, as detailed the report, was not to determine whether the commentary 
was "accurate'" but whether it was favorable - i.e., to determine "how 
coverage reflects or to reflect DoD stated policies or views (as expressed by 
its spokespeople representatives)." The report fails to assess whether it 
was appropriate to an outside contractor to determine which analysts were 
most supponive of nl'lnHnr~ltl(]~n views. 

I would toftt' .......... ifti~ ... if you would task the Inspector General to conduct an 
additional review analysis to address these issues. . 

ThanJtyou 
;:;r 

your attention to this important matter. 

Carl Levin 
Chairman 



tinittd · ~ritttl ~matt 

The HonorabJe W:l.; .. ,_ 

. Depuly Secmary 
The Dtpar1mfint --..... ,-&---

J 100 DefmJe Ycn'.()n 
Washington, DC 

Dear Deputy Sec:reIa:rv 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

March I J. 2009 

Rcocntly. were informed dud tho Dopartmcnt of Defense is considerins 
postponing apin acquisition of a new Air F«ee acriaI refuellns tanker. A$ the co-
Chairmen of the Tanker Cauc ..... we believe that eny additional postponement of the 
tanker l'e-i::aptUtll7.4tlon program will have a serious and un~ adverse effect on our' 
.erviile mombers' to carry out tho National Military Strategy. A~rdjngJy. we 
~cnd Department recommence the aorW refueling tanker competition on an 
ellpedited basis. 

the Senate Tanker Cauous is. bipartisan organization whose purpose 
Det~1IIOI1Il in efficientJy procuring wh~er ail'eraft best meets the 

National Military Strategy and provides the best value to the taxpayer, 
and wiD DOC, t8ko a position ~ing any particular bidder in the 

Dt'd1eu!'Cmoot of areplacoment tanker. H~wever. the failure of recent efforts 
hu been disconcerting to members of the c.ucus. 

The Ahilitvbf'our nation to oontinue to project aerial po~r worldwide depends on 
our .. nbc tlcct. baclc.bonc ofthiJ fleet is the KC-135. wblch is rapidly approaching il5 
50'" year jo As I am s.ure you agree. contiD\linl to rely upon these aircraft for 
dtcades to come an uOllCCeptahte risk nol only to our nation' 5 unique globat reaCh 
cflpBbility. but to most valuable asset, our men and womc.n in unifonn. 

I'CSJ*tftdly recommend that the Department resume the competition to 
I'Cl\ICIUl2 .. nicer u soon II possible. We also request that our respective 
• timely manner, 011 the Department'. plans. 

"n .. .,nryour attention to this matter. 

Orrin G. Hatch 
United States Senator 
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Honorable Robert 
Secretary of De1fensd 
1000 Defense ... 'n,.", .. ", .. 

Washingto~ DC 20 10·1000 

Dear Mr. Secretary: 

1anitnJ ~tQtr.s ~mat[ 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

WASHINGTON. DC 205'0-6050 

Marcb 12, 2009 

A critical o;;'~la'.;;U" of our strategy for success in Afghanistan must be enabling 
Afghan forces to responsibility for the security of their own country. We applaud 
the decision to the size of the A1pan National Army (ANA) to ] 34,000 soldiers, 

. though the force may well require additional growth in order to meet Afghanistan's 
security fleeds over e long term. 

and its allies need to do all we can to accelerate as quickly as 
equipping of the ANA ano the Afghan National Police (ANP). 

'VJ'~A.I".UlLa.u. Commander, NATO International Security Assistance Force. 
embedded trainers and funding to speed up building the capacity 

sec:u[t~ forces. 

We have also recently that the "long pole in the tcntn for &Towina the ANA 
rapidly is getting units the basic equipment they need - machine guns, radios, and 
vehicles - when it. At a hearing on February 261h

, General David Barno, 
former Commander, l:oml'll,l\f!(l Forces Command Afghanistan, testitied that the main 
problem is "a peate-time system" for equipping thcse forces which is not 
well suited to the of an ongoing conflict. As you recall. similar problems were 
encountered in del badly needed military equipment to Iraqi forces. In this regard, 
we hope the lessons in Iraq will be applied to our efforts in Afghanistan. 

We request you closely examine what is needed to expedite the training and 
equipping of the 0. .. "".-. Nation"1 Anny and Afghan National Police and report to us on 
what more is terms ofrcsources, personnel, or legislative relief. 



f"n .. 1ItAlrtt to your prompt response and working with you on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

• 

Carl Levin 
Chairman 
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DEPUTY WHIP 

Commerce, Science, and Transportation 

Environment and Public Worlls 

Foreign R"I~tiona 

Small Su.I""". a~ EntrwJ)rene",ahlp 

Special Committee on Aging 

The Honorable HwracJl<1H 
President of the V"'''''''''I 
The White House 
Washington, DC 2 

tinitnt ~mttS ~rnQt£ 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510 

January 23, 2009 

The Honorable Daniel Inouye 
Senate Appropriations Committee. Chainnan 
S-128, the Capitol 
Washington DC, 20515 

Dear Mr, President Chairman Inouye: 

I am writing to ~Y'I"ITP"QQ the need for increased funding of several critical Corps of 

Som; Sli-516 
WASHINGT""', DC 20510 

(202122_23 
FAX: (202) 22~5061 

BATONROUGI! 
868 Cot<vEtn'ON STREET 
BAT.,.. RoUGe. LA 10802 

1225) 383-<1331 
FAX: 12~1383-ll9$2 

W.b,ite wi1tl E,M.n Ace .... : 
vitttlf.alfnat&.go", 

Engineers projects in the state of Louisiana under the Economic Stimulus Plan. As 
you know, Corps has always been one of my top priorities and I believe we now have a 
full and unique . Not only will this funding help protect Louisiana's coastline and 
citizens, but it will stimulate the economy as we currently have $6.2 billion in "shovel 
ready" projects. 

With $6.2 
stimulus funding for 
the Senate version of 

in shovel-ready projects in Louisiana alone, I believe the-current House 
Corps is woefully short, and I request increased funding for the Corps in 
stimulus bill. 

prc)t$:ti(Jln systems continue to be particularly critical in our state, and I remain 
pace of progress. Millions of citizens remain at risk from inadequate 

systems as we apl>rOi:lCa the fifth hurricane season since Katrina and Rita and less than a year 
since Hurricanes and Ike. Authorized levels of protection are needed in Terrebonne and 
Lafourche Parishes. to parishes around New Orleans is needed to stonn-proof pwnp 
stations. Assistance is needed by levee districts for levee certification to obtain flood 
insurance, and economic development. 

Coastal e!:tor::.icm in Louisiana continues to be urgently needed for both revitalization 
of natural wetlands protection of inland communities from storm surge. I believe that use of 
dredged material, from navigation projects. to regenerate barrier islands and wetland 
habitats is a critical . block for better hurricane protection. Additional funds should also 
be used to complete pipelines, enabling the immediate application of such material 
with new and ongoing Assistance is also sorely needed by several parishes for repair of 
environmental and flood control projects. 
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These oro1lectll clearly align with the intent of the Stimulus Plan to revitalize critical 
infrastructure, economic benefit with new jobs and enable economic development in 
Louisiana. I am to help in any way possible and I appreciate your continued support and 
prompt this matter. 

Sincerely, 

*DJ 
David Vitter 
United States Senator 

Cc: General Robert Antwerp, U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers 
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The Honorable Waf'''''''' 
President-elect 
Presidential 
451 6th St., NW 
Washington, DC 

Dear lVlr . .t'I'e:sIQent·eJl~t: 

tlnittlt ~ttlt£s ~cnatc /ooo~r;t5 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510 

December IS, 2008 

We write to for your support ofa robust shipbuilding budget and policies to support 
our Navy, Marine and Coast Guard and to enable commercial ship construction in the 
United States. Such KoJ ......... ., and funding would create and sustain highly skilled jobs. strengthen 
our national and security, and modernize and expand our domestic marine . 
transportation nU7IhW~'" 

The shipbui industry of the United States employs more than 400,000 people in 47 
states. The industry c:t>rlSlsts of six. maj or shipbuilding yards, several smaner ship construction 
and repair yards, and than 4,000 major manufacturers of ship components and systems. 
Thousands of jobs be created in the United States with a renewed conunitment to 
shipbuilding that has lacking in the past decade. 

Military leaclets have documented for several years a minimum national requirement for 
313 ships to support Navy and Marine Corps. The Chief of Naval Operations Admiral Gary 
Roughead testified year at the Navy FY09 budget hearing that "[t]he rate at which we are 
growing our fleet wil our ability to fulfill the core capabilities of the maritime 
strategy." He is, to taking the steps necessary to build the future fleet and re-
establish the vital needed among the Department, Congress, and industry to get our Navy 
above a 313-ship " At the House Armed Services Committee hearing on March 6, 2008, 
Admiral Roughead "[t]hree hundred thirteen ships represent the minimum force necessary 
to provide the global persistent presence, and strategic. operational, and tactical effects." 
He concluded by '·1 support a stable shipbuilding plan that provides an affordable, 
balan~d fOlee and our nation's industrial base. I intend to develop further our Navy's 
relationship with' to reinforce our commitment to a stable shipbuilding plan." 

Unfortunately however, the Navy's fleet has declined to 284 ships. To attain the 313-
ship Navy outlined the CNO, 12 ships need to be budgeted annually. 

's naval fleet is in decline, the Navies of potential adversaries are on the 
rise. Russia has rebuilding its naval power a priority, and the Navy of China is expanding 
rapidly. By 2015 the Navy is projected to be larger than ours, and Russia has stated its 
intention to have the _"""" ... largest Navy in the world by 2022. These countries may be building 
their naval forces to America·access to critical regions and to limit America's influence 
around the world. more than 90 percent of global commerce is transported by sea, naval 
power is the key to critical raw materials, to securing sea lanes of commerce for trade 
and energy, and to power quickly when needed. Other nations are also placing a 



and the instances of piracy on the world's oceans are increasing at an 
·_ .... ,,",.t attack from sea remains a high security threat. . 

In addition to Navy's priorities, the U.S. Coast Guard warrants your attention. The 
U.S. Coast Guard is one of the oldest in the world. Your commitmept to modernize the 
Coast Guard fleet improved cutters will be essential in defending our borders, 
improving search and ''''')\''U'"'. stopping illegal trafficking, and giving the Coast .Guard the tools it 
needs to perform its security missions. 

The crisis in nlanC=laJ markets makes it more vital than ever to budget $60 million 
annually tor the Title Ship Loan Ouarantee Program administered by the Maritime 
Administration. This provides a government guarantee of 87.5 percent of a commercial 
bank loan over 25 to ship owners for ship construction in the United States. Vessels 
financed by Title XI enhance our domestic energy development and transportation 
capability for all energy. The dry cargo ships currently serving American ports average 
more than their intended service lives. 

More ships to be built to meet our security, energy. and transportation needs. 
Building more ships also build our economy and create and preserve thousands of 
engineering and in the United States. Your efforts to reverse years of inadequate 
funding for the Navy, Guard, and commercial shipbuilding will provide many positive 
returns on a inuch ' n .eecle<1 investment 

Thank you for 
matter. 

. consideration of this important national economic and security 

Sincerely. 



CC: Mr. PeterVni,L;aJoo! 

Office of MaJl*(~me.n1 and Budget 
451 6th Street, 
Washington, 



tildttd .nato .tnatt 
WASHINGTON. DC'2Q51C) 

Marth 20. 20~ 

C.Ga&es 

As YOU lui year's Depanment Of Defen!lcAppropriBtiOftSAct provided pamal 
funding for the 000-1000 and d:irect~G the Nil,,}, tQ budget, fOr 1M remain in. funding 
requirement in ' Conp:css exptctstbeNavy to,adhere fOthis direction; therefore, we: write 
to urge your I""I~ for full fundiAg of1he '000·1000 program itt me FY 10 Pmidcnt's budget. 
and requarlbatcqndnue a thorough: ti1d araftS9lmlt rtMcw and ,CMltudion of the Na~'s 
pfOposai,to ' l)OO.'IOOQ{II"Opml and mtan DOO·51 production. 

concerned 4bout 1he ,NaVy' $:lon,-tenn slripbuildinJ pian. l>e$pite 
of(lJrumsiOfilallnd Dopamnentof Defense teqUOIts tor f\u1ber •• lys~ the 
nmL:id. .. , C1.1rW~1I1!fttju~tioft iluupportof the prOpasl~ to troncate the boo-

000;;'5) production. We continue toawaitaa itl-deplh compiltativt 
, ] and DOO-I000. ~Navy'd·.iJtlte to provide~ch a detailed COSt 

a lau:k ofsupporting doCU~011 oftM Navy's,p03itjonlli1d 
cortfldehct in the merits of,the Navy'. plan to truncate the Doo-1000 prognm. 

this tnformatiott before acquiescing to a c:hanleofthis. magnitude. 

S.mP<M1:inalthe·noo..:I,Df,Wl program ,win enable the 'N~VytQ"ventp III billiOn ~. 
rdelarc1t ani ~ i\mding. The s.hjp ~ been detiped with sjplftanl 
indIlJdil'll2' power" cooliftg. space, and -iPt to mable rapid ~ to , 

in the existing hull. We be<lievemat continued production_ deUvery~f 
tt .. h'w'\~,·_ ;$dsetrtiallo t~ l<m&-tc:rtn, aabUity ('if our shipbuIlding pt~ ~. 

needed capabiUties t~ the Navy. 

and appreeiation, and thank you for coDJidcrina thi. request, 

Sinc«CIy, 



" 

,," 'M"" 
1; ",cI"!.-..-, , .. '. ' "nIl'.' o~~_ 

~ 
M~ofCbit .. s 

~1.r '" l' _ ....... :~A ' :5' a..c:u,..."UI" " 

Member ofConaress 



tinitrd ~mtts ~matt 
WASHINGTON. DC 20510 

March 25, 2009 

The Honorable 
SccrCItary ofDefi:nte 
1000 Dcfeme Peul1t8cm 
Wasbington. DC 

We write today to IXpre&8 serious COIlCOl'D about the lIdministration's plaDned naticmeJ 
defense spending Year 2010 and beyond, which appears to be imnlfIicicnt to 
guanmtoe U.s. security ill the comina years. Based on the administrltion's 
budad ~ 1hUl far, it appealS that. marked decrease in overall defense 
spendma is in our country. If ~ press accounts are ~ this will be 
acwrnpliBhed by or postpoDhlg the acquisition of Il1DINmU8 major weapon 
systems critical to Armed ForCe. IIIId oeccsSlll)' to ensure their future ability to defend 
our coun1ry. 

As Congress the Fiscal Year 2010 (pYIO) budget process, it is Qut view that we 
have too little info4nltion em band, based solely on 1he Presidents incomplete budget 
submission. to and responsibly make decisions about top-liDe figures for the 
eoutdry's core prosnan. For coounpl~ it is widely reported that ~ 
admiDiSlndion to shift funding that is curreotly part of 1110 supplemental budget 
process into the DoD appropriatiODS mp&est. But, to date, Congress bas not ~ 
told exactly what will be 1nmsferred,.nor bas it been iDformcd about which 
particular win be atfectod. This lack of information raises a number of 
important with potentially troubling 1DJWeI'S. 

The ~denfs to suhstIDtially inerease U.S. military force levels in Afgbanjstan, 
while BimulblDe01!U1Y witbdrawing all U.S. combat forces from Iraq by August 2010, win 
requite sub5tantial However, it is our understanding that the administration will 
be requesting far this year and next in supplemental funding, which is cause for great 
coucorn. It is how the adminilllBtioD, if it intends to cut supplemental t\mdiD& 
expecU to our military fon')CS in the field and enable them to CODduct their 
missions safely . We would appJeCiate an explanation OD this issue. 

support efforts to IIl8XhItia ~cy in the budget process by 
fi:m::!JCt:IilbIe DoD requirements in the normal DoD budget I1Iquest; however. 

~~IIS from the supplemental AlqUeSLI to the base budget, while 
SIalItuDl the supplemental request, the net effect would be a dccJcase in 

our nationaJ defense. Our concern is that. under the guise of an 
bud:_I18,approach to national security spendin& we would be locking in an 

mrna-ry spending that either puts aur troops in jeopmly today or our 



natioual security jeopardy tomOlTOW 88 we restrict urgently needed capital investments 
in cquipmlml pJanes, ~, and land vehicles. 

As such. we ....... "eo..f that your department provide us as soon as possible with man: 
detailed on what expendjtumJ, and at what levels, you aodeipate mavins 
from the budget to the base defeasc bodget fur FYIO aud what dcfeoae 
prognuns you eliminating or substaDtiaUy RduciDg. in relalion to the most 
recent FUlUn Dcfeuse Prosmn (FYDp). In additicm, it is essential that lW' bear 
from our combatant commanders and the Chairman oftbe Joint ChiefS of Staff 
on the potential they will face in carrying out their respoDSibililicl UDder the 
administration's defeuse speodiDa b1ueprints. AccordiDgly, we request that you 
provide us, as as possible. risk assessmenta by each combatant comm.ander. 
evaluating to thoPresidenrs propoaed defense spending levels will limit their 
ability 10 meet requiranents over the lifetime of the FYDP. finally. we Hquest 
that the risk assessment, wbich is statutorily required and is long overdue. be 
provided within calendar days. 

Duriug the early of this ~ it became clear that defeDse speDding decisions 
made during the 1 and the resulting mililary "procUrancDt holiday' that our 
government bad left our Anned FOICe3 without the needod advaDCCd equipment 
aDd superior capatilliaes to defcmd our nation. Today, in the middle of a sJobal war OD 

terror, we must allow that to happen apia. Now is not the time to attempt to cash in 
a"peace while thousands of our soldiers, I8ilors, ~ and marines are 
serving in haQa's engaged in mililzlry operatiOns in two ~ot theaters of conflj~ 
overseas. with very real threats on the horizon. 

We urge you ~ exlJrnine theIe issues carefidJy as the administration completes work on 
its FYIO DoD request. . Thank you for your service to our nation aDd your tireless 
dedication to its Forces. 

JOHNCORNYN 
United States 8enalor 

Sincerely, 

~.,A-
JONKYL 
United States Scmtor 

United States Seaalor 

2 



ROBFJlT F. ~~: ........ 
United States 8onltOr 

-
Umted States senator 

CJ~~,..u.~ .. 'X) ( CHAMBUSS 
u . tates SeoatDr 

":3 ~~.f vit6t. 
DAVID VlTI'ER 
United States SenaIOI' 

.~ ...... ~:' : ' .. 

United States Senator 

~~-......,~,.J 
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.E.III!NJAMIN NliLSON ....... 

n. HODOrIble BatacJt 
PIesidem of the 
1h= White House 
1600 PalDSVlvatdlllJ~Wl11IC.. 
Washingtoa, DC :lB)Iuu-tIUU:) 

Dear Mr. ra.lidel~ 

SEN BEN NELSON. 

tinittd ~tatts ~mBtt 

Apri.Il6, 2009 

720fWrr ...... o-.au..-
w .... ~DCaoI1O 

tIIII-..&t 
'-12IIIZI .... ;r _ ................ p 

M }'0111' AdJ __ ttioa pn:pares the di:tai1J of YOUI' Fiscal Year 2010 (pyIO) dcfimse budpt, I 
am writing to inclusiou of. military coDltmCtion project in my mOlD state oCNcbnska. 
The Anuy Guucl ancI Air National Guard have begun pr:epaatory coastruc:tion work 00. 
aloUat FOICe which 1 recwuaead be iDcluded ill tbiI defeuH budpt to easute 
timely and completion of the pcojcct. 

1'be Army Ouard. Air National 0ua1d, aDd Nebruka atate goV1lD1DlC!lt COUIl'ttrpartI will 
be bowred and In lJDeolD, Nelasb. at this Joint Headquarters. 1bc 
development and ~tlUI cmerpncyoperations ceater wiJI facilltlle • rapid, 
eoontinated to uuUOl cnuerpucy evantJ; &ad tbc:refore.l support the /wJ.y NIrioDll 
Guani's n:qUCI8t miIliOll ad the Air Natioaal Owud'. mquat ofS3 million 10 that 
buildiDa' fOr the hcadquarrcn CaD beam as plaDed ill FYIO. 

Mr. Praideat, I that dais misliOll-c.ri1ical ~ be iDcIuded in your PYIO 
def'aa8e bud... you f« yow coasideratioa of this request. rtyou or your ItaffDadl 
additiODll pleue do DOt ImIitate to CODtact me dfrcctly or have your stiff aomact 
Am! Pte.ner atm.), at 202-224-6551. 

BBN;ajp 



tlnittd ~tatfS ~rnatt ' 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

April 6, 2009 

President Barack ....... ' ..... , .. 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania 
Washingtoil, DC 

We write tol:ll'ge you not to allow deep cuts in U.S. missile defense programs that 
are critically to protecting our homeland and our allies against the growing threat 
of ballistic llu,"""''''''1 

Defense Robert Gates today announced plans to cancel or reduce such 
Airborne Laser, Multiple Kill Vehicle, and the installation of 

irO'WlCl-J5ase:Q Interceptor missiles in Alaska, and to cut the MDA's budget for 
$1.4 billion. Although we applaud Secretary Gates' commitment to 

such capabilities c'" ....... ruJ and SM-3, these proposals would amount to almost a fifteen 
percent cut in the budget and a major reduction in our missile defense portfolio-
actions that we rea:l1c(J~WQ undermine our emerging missile defense capabilities to protect 
the United States a growing threat. 

the threat from ballistic missiles is significant and on the rise. 
_.., ......... Maples, the Director of the Defense Intelligence Agency, 

the Senate Armed Services Committee that "the threat posed by 
rlpltvPlnI systems is likely to .increase while growing more complex over 

the next decade." Maples further warned that "adversary nations are increasing1y 
adopting technical operational countenneasures to defeat missile defenses." Ballistic 
missile technology already proliferated worldwide and is a direct threat to both our 
allies and our .. VJLu'1I ...... ' .... 

atop a rocket that 
North Korea tested 
the range to strike 

by rogue states with ballistic missiles has been underscored by 
s recent missile tests. In early February. Iran launched, a satellite 

be used as an intercontinental ballistic missile. Last weekend. 
Taepo Dong-2. a long range missile that if successful. could have 

.«,",,'au. Alaska, and possibly the West Coast of the United States. 

Although developments highlight the danger we face. they have also revealed 
the progress our missile defense system has made. When recently aSked before 
the Senate Armed Conunittee whether the United States could intercept a Taepo 
Dong-2 missile the American homeland, Admiral Timothy Keating, 
Commander of U.S Pacific Command, and General Patrick Chilton, Commander of U.S. 
Strategic assured that we can do so with high probability. This would not have 
been the case just a years ago, and is only the case today because we have invested in a 
diverse set of defense capabilities .. 

III 



Cooperation ballistic missile defense is also essential to our most important 
alliances. In the . region, Japan became the first among our allies to 
successfully nt""""~lrd a ballistic missile with the Aegis defense system. In response to 
North Korea's arsenal of missiles, the Government of Japan decided six years ago 
to deploy ajoint and Patriot PAC-3 missile defense and has already invested $7.9 
billion of its own to build a new pillar of our alliance. India has likewise expressed 

cooperation on missile defense systems, which promises to become 
''''', ..... 1''<>t' ...... in our growing strategic partnership. 

,TU\,lU". East, we continue to develop missile defense technology in close 
As you know, the State of Israel faces a uniquely pressing threat 

m.issile program and pursuit of weapons of mass destruction. In 
cooperated with Israel to develop the Arrow family of missile 

working together on the David's Sling missile defense system to 
rockets. These are critical programs that should not be abandoned. 

In Europe, TO has also endorsed the importance of missile defense as a 
collaborative ",",".1"W1." among its member states. At the Bucharest summit in April 2008. 
NATO formally that "ballistic missile proliferation poses an increasing threat to 
Allies' forces, • and populations. Missile defense forms part of a broader response 
to counter this NATO further expressed "deep concern" over the proliferation 
activities of both and North Korea, and mged the examination of a "comprehensive 
missile defense to extend coverage to all Allied territory and populations." 

In sum, co<}pt:ratlon on missile defense is now a critical component of many of our 
closest security around the world. We fear that cuts to the budget for missile 
defense could undennine these relationships and foster the impression that 
the United States is unreliable ally. Moreover, sharp cuts would leave us and om 
friends around the less capable of responding to the growing ballistic missile threat. 

The fact ."' .. " .. ." .... that our adversaries continue to invest large swns in the 
development of weapons. The question is whether we respond by developing 
appropriate against them. We therefore urge you to sustain the ability of the 
Missile Defense and the military services to develop an integrated, layered defense 

istic missiles to the United States, our deployed forces, and our 

for your consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

~
. 

J ep I. erm 
lnited States Senator 

JonKyl 
United States .............. ... 



I/fJtf,-L 
Mark Begich ,-- \ 

United States Senator 



tinitro ~tat£s i'rnatE 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

May 19,2009 

The Honorable Ro 
Secretary of .L.>",JLVU'_ 

1 000 Defense .l:'eIlta~~on 
Washington, D.C. 

to request that you establish a clear policy through which the 
.L.>"'JL ... .li'''' (DOD) will encourage renewable energy development 

protections for military airspace. 

As you Irn,'"n'U DOD has an important voice in wind turbine siting decisions 
because wind can impact DOD radar and airspace requirements. 
Unfortunately, to the interaction between wind developers and the DOD has 
lacked consistency. For instance, in 2007 Travis Air Force Base objected to the 80 
MW Montezuma Energy Center very iate in the permitting process. The 
proposed wind is surrounded by other wind farms, some of which were built 
after 2007, in County California's Wind Resource Area, more than ten 
miles from the That project, and others nearby, remain in limbo today due to 
DOD concerns that likely surmountable. 

To facilitate development of renewable energy projects consistent with 
national security nt:liUS. we encourage you to take the following steps that could 
improve the for wind development in the United States. 

• 

• 

Formally consolidate decision making 
regarding wind Cle'vell0mne11t in a single office, preferably within the Office of 
the Secretary of A single decision~maker, who operates under clear 
timelines and by which he communicates DOD concerns regarding 
wind projects, limit unnecessary conflict between DOD and renewable 
energy 

DOD should identify proposed wind farm 
impacts on lrbct'I1le operations during the Federal Aviation Administration's 
(FAA) existing, wind farm screening and approval process, as well as 
provide initial . during any.FAA early feasibility review. If DOD 



• 

• 

• 

• 

objections are 
permit through 
surprised by 

in as transparent a manner as national security concerns 
FAA process, renewable energy developers will not be 
concerns expressed late in the pennitting process. 

ru!£.1!~lli!£"'!:~!l!!!!!2!!!:' The military has produced extremely useful maps 
.r>..AlLAH ..... and Nevada that designate areas in which the military 

onr"OI:I~S wind energy development (red), areas where the DOD 
concerns (yellow), and areas where DOD has no military 
DOD's maps were assembled using data and assumptions 
guide development, but they are not detailed enough to be 

making tool. I request that you clarify that DOD staff should 
te-:~p~r:lIlIC technical analysis before opposing any wind proposal. 

~rn;!!!'£!~lm~..!1!~~r!2!!!: Airspace height restrictions vary considerably 
limit wind energy development. If DOD evaluated whether 

consistent with safety and national security needs to raise 
feet restrictions to 500 feet at sites where wind farms are 

be able to open a considerable amount of currently 
wind energy development. 

!Y!!m~l!!!!J!j~!!!~!!an!!!d~~:£!!U!!l!w!!!: Technical mitigation measures may 
~""""<J_ the impacts of wind turbines on radar. In September 2008, 

the DOD, the Federal Aviation Administration, the 
'-'''' ............. and Atmospheric Administration, and the wind industry 

a research and development roadmap, mirroring a similar 
British military and the British Wind Energy Association. 

pmlUC:lpCllUlllfl in this effort is important, and I encourage you to ensure that 

==;.::.....;::;..J"I:,J'r..[I;.;:,fJl:..=.::tnl_FIiI.. DOD is in the process of replacing older analog radar 
systems with the-art radar through the National Airspace 
Modernization I encourage you to request that DOD consider the 
wind energy of an area when prioritizing radar replacements. A report 
by the defense firm JASON recently concluded, "Radars which don't 
have the to mitigate wind farm interference could simply be 
replaced ... The radar would incorporate multidimensional detection, with 
greatly processing, with pulse shapes designed to optimally 
distinguish aircraft and wind farms.,,1 

I Wind Farms and Radar r-N.l\-vo-1 25). JASON. The MITRE Corporation. January 2008. 



As you both global wanning and our reliance on foreign sources of 
energy present eCOIUotm and national security challenges to our country. Your 
Department focuses on its primary mission of protecting our national 
security, but we eve DOD could also playa more productive role. We very 
much look working with you to ensure that renewable energy 

orC)Ce~MS where it is compatible with the military's mission. 

t-1'\""'''~1~rl to working with you on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

--~~-I~--
~)~ ---------.-------

;:)(ale~ Senator 
Charles Grassley 
United States Senator 

n Tester 
nited States Senator 

Richard J. Durbin 
United States Senator 

-

~.:~ 
ax Baucus 

United States Senator 

.~ 

-



0AftIN G. HATCH 
UTAH 

~rtjteb ~tatt5 Jjenate 
Tm_ : 1202~ 12~1 

TDO 1;>()21l24-·2ft4$ 
F .... 120111_' 

The Honorable WiJliam Lynn 
Deputy Secretary 
The Department of Deticlse 
1100 Defense Pentagon 
Washington. PC 20301 

Dear Secretary Lynn: 

WASHINGTON, DC 2051G-4402 

June 8, 2009 

FINANcE 

JUO!ClARY 

HEAlTH. EOUCATWN. 
LA8OR, A,fro PEIofSIONS 

INlt'LLIGENCE 

JOINT COMMITTEE. 
ON TAXATION 

Thank you for 
( .. Department~) views 
continuing to work with 

May 28th letter. I appreciate learning the Department of Defense's 
the subjects covered in the letter. lnaddition. I look forward to 

on enhaDcing our nation's security. 

I was delighted learn of the Department's commitmeatto our depot maintenance 
system bY"compl[ying] the 50150 and Core laws as currently written and interpreted." 
As you know. the 'nn,m~Lc. on a bipartisan basis. has worked' with the Department over thepitst 
several years to our depot maintenance system. The warfi~erhas greatly 
benefited from this investment through sustained on-time delivery rates of vital 
equipment. 

Regarding the aa.IO-o'ase:a solid rocket motor intercontinental ballistic missile industrial 
base. I deeply Department and the Air Force''S recognition of the meritli of . 
sustaining this vital infrastructure. The Air Foree's Fiscal Year 20 10 budget RqUest of 
$43 miJlion is an . first step. However, your letter does ~ address if the ~partmcnt 
will accede to the of the Air Force's request to reprogram sufficient Fiscal Year 2009 
funds to maintain solid production this fisCal year. On1)" a prompt transfer of these funds 
win prevent fwther . in production. resulting in millions of dollars in unnecessary 
costs. and the of employment for the highly sought after engineersattd technicians 
that manufacture solid motors. 

Therefore, I rcslptctfull~ request the Department asree to Secretary Donley's request and 
reprogram, on an basis,FiScal Year 2009 fbnds'tomaintain ·ournanon'sland·based 
solid rocket motor ballistic missile industrial base. 

consideration of this inatter. 

Orrin G. Hatch 
United stateS SeDator 



JOSEPH I. LIEBERMAN 
CONHEcncvr 

COMMf'M'HS: 

ARMeD SERVICES 

HOMElAND SECURITY AND GOVERNMEIliTIU. 

SMAlL BUSINESS 

The Honorable 
Secretary 

mnitnl ~tatrs ~tnatr 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0703 

June 10,2009 

U.S. Department ofU:lrenlsc 
1000 Defense 
Washington, DC 203 

Dear Mr. Secrctl,U"Y, 

SENAT£ OFn~ :( SHU.i JI"~(j 
WASHWUlON, DC i:Ot.10 

(202t n4-40~ 1 

ON. CONS'l1UmOH Pt. AZA 

7TH FLOOfll 
flAl('~ORO. CT 00103 
~ 

To" F",r. 1··800-225-5005 

I tOMe PAGe: 

htlp~lliebormon .• ona\lt·ODV 

I read with 
on April 14,2008. 
Hussein's Ba'athist 
;'unprecedented insi 
rightly compared 
scholars of the 
announced that the 
Research Center at 

interest your speech to the Association of American Universities 
that occasion you noted the potential of the records of Saddam 
me, captured by American forces in 2003. to provide us 

into the workings of dictatorial third-world regimes. You 
le~tion of materials to the Smolcnsk archives, upon which 

Union like Merle Fainsod based much of their research. You also 
... t ... · ... " .... Department was funding an effort to open a Conflict Records 

National Defense University. 

I strongly SU[lI)O·rt your goal ·ofmaking the records of Sad dam Hussein's regime 
available to the scholarly community for research and study, However, I am 
concerned by the slow pace of this valuable project. I note that the Defense 
Department has yet establish a Conflict Records Research Center in the 15 months that 
have passed since announcement, nor docs the opening of such a center appear to be 
on the hori~on. 

I would there.ore be grateful for a progress report on your efforts to establish a 
Conflict Records Center at the National Defense University, a timclinc for its 

estimate of the resources that the Defense Department will devote 
Ul\;lUV111~ term. 

Thank you your attention ·to this matter and your commitment to this worthy 
and important enClea'lor 

Sincerely, 

~I. Lieberman 
UNITED STATES SENATOR 

\A / 



JIM WEBB 

VIRGINIA 

COMMITTEE ON 
ARMED SERVICES 

COMMITTEE ON 
FOREIGN RELATIONS 

COMMmEEON 
VETERANS' AFFAIRS 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMmEE 

tinitrd ~tatr.s ~rnatt 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510-4605 

June 10,2009 

WASHINGTON OFFICE: 
WAS ..... GTON. OC 20510 

(2021 224-4024 

The Honorable 
Secretary of Defed:se 
The Department 
The Pentagon, 
Washington, DC 

The l'r loel:>$lC1erlt, bipartisan Commission on Wartime Contracting was created last 
year to evaluate report on U.S. wartime contracting for logistics, reconstruction, and 
security. As co-sponsors of the legislation leading to the establishment of this 
Commission, we pleased to enclose a copy of its interim report. We believe that the 
Commission is noteworthy contributions in documenting the extensive problems 
that continue to st in wartime support contracting and what must be done to fix them. 

,-,v'Uu •• ~", .. _,u ' s interim report identifies major areas of emphasis offering the 
greatest promise significant reform. Moreover, the commissioners have identified a 
number of of more immediate concern that require prompt action by the 
Department of to avoid undermining U.S. objectives in Iraq and Afghanistan and 
to prevent more U.S. tax dollars. Of note, they report, in part: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

drllwcloVlm of U.S. forces in Iraq risks incurring enormous waste, which could 
completion of work that may not need to be done, to poorly controlled 

U(IJ11\UI.~ arld disposition or U.S. government property; 
a need for greater accountability in the use of foreign subcontractors who 
be accountable to U.S. governmental authority; 

veness of contractor support of expanded U.S. operations in 
\.tglhatisum is compromised by the failure to extract and apply lessons learned 

particularly those relating to poor interagency coordination; 
l.",<lrf'lm."nt of Defense should accelerate its plans to establish a contracting 

cornm:lnd in Afgharlistan; and 
of Defense should take immediate steps to ensure that 

,..n.nh-!~.It,,,..., providing security for U.S. operating bases are well trained and 
UlL}I,&;U to provide strong force protection to our miJitary. 

Secretary Gales 
June 10, 2009 
Page 112 



During interactions over the past year, you have responded very constructively 
when we have orOl.llZlllt concerns to your attention. While some of the time-sensitive issues 
raised in the 's report are not new, it is telling that they continue to arise. We 
encourage you, of your staff, to meet with the Commission to obtain greater 
insights into and possible corrective actions. Additionally, we would 
appreciate from you a description of what the Department is doing or plans to do to 
address them. 

With this ~,nn1't<>'nt interim report completed, we expect the Commission to enhance 
its body of work assessing root causes and potential solutions to the systemic contracting 
problems in Iraq Afghanistan through further original investigation and analysis. We 
appreciate your support of this endeavor and the attention you have brought to 
improve wartime policies and practices. 

for your consideration of this request. 

UniteIIStat~~s Senator 

Secretary Gates 
June 10, 2009 
Page 212 

Claire McCaskill 
United States Senator 



• ~USSELt.,' D. FEINGOLD 
WifiCO,.,SIN 

t« t-4"",. ~ St:IO".A"ft: O""' CE BUk tIIlV6 

W""; '"NC"I<" ~ , DC 2~10 

CoMlMT1"E't ON FOIItf..,N Rl:U.'TIONS 

CU .... fTTU ON THf JUCK:rM'" 

SntC:T COMMtTTtE ON 1"""tLL.~Gt~1i! 

l"~h n',,~:~"3 tinittd ~tatts ~rnatc OE."'~"'".c Po\./CYCOfl4~'rT"', 

i2r';l1 2:." 12~O IrO=:)1 
ff";nq(.)IU "l!"lil1 •. ~JOV WASHINGTON, DC 20510-4904 

May 15.2009 

uest that your administration, in close consultation with 
strengthen chief of mission authority. As you know, this 

to ensure that our agencies and personnel overseas fully 
...... " ..... and that all clements of the United States government 

are working [(nY.'ll the same strategic objectives. It is particularly important that 
our military inates with civilian leadership, particularly the chiefs of mission 
who are your overseas. A lack of such coordination and oversight 
can result in disj activities that undermine our ability to achieve our national 
security goals. 

I am concerned in the iItlermath of 9/11, we have seen an erosion of chief of 
in part because of the extended reach of the Department of 
ional commands. I am troubled by reports that in some cases, 

chiefs of .,.,,' '''' ',"nllhave nut been consulted about or made even aware of U,S. 
military activit in their country. I have heard such accounts in my own travels 
overseas, and Id be happy to discuss specific examples with your 
administrdtion i cJassitied setling. In order to ensure our top diplomats can 
fully undertake mission. greater elarity is needed with respect to a number of 
key issues relat to this authority. 

For example. the 
always consul 
unclear whether 
required by Jaw. 
outside of Iraq 
uncertainty, I 
Department of 
operations in 
exist, I ask that 

' ,;..o~ . ,.\;, .• •. t:., , .. u •• ' , ... ~. 
~ ~ ·. JV.: I f A) 
~J)1q")'. vVl'l);.rl 
. t ~~~. :1~'J:i ' .:(,U 
·{·:n. ff:"";; · l'l ' ·,. '~DDJ 

. ous administration claimed that chiefs of mission were 
to the issuance of an order to use military force, but it is 

ambassadors were kept fuJly informed of such activities, as 
. ambiguity is particularly troubling with regard to countries 

Afghanistan, which are official war zones. In light of this 
information in 2008 related to press allegations that the 

fcnse, under President Bush, had authority to carry out 
countries around the world. To the extent that such orders 

fully infonn Congress so that, among other things, any 
f of mission authority can be considered and addressed, 

< ~. .tv\ 6;'" S't~~ ~ r 
H'()(\u 410 
W.v."~ ... ,,, . W 'o ~3 
:·1 1 ~tl3I"' .~ 

.'~S~I.f{ S"Nf ' 
~'.w.: u n!-
...... CP '}~·.s~. \V~ s..V,{p 
'008 ' !~2·~r>8!) 

:f)'U\~.lu'" Srl4rc' , 
\JAtlf't flAY , ~1 !-4~:': 
""2'll 4f·II!\.·1~{)fI, 



.. _._-----_._ -- ---- --------------------

As you know, " ...... '"'"", administrations and Congresses have sought to clarify 
chief of mission ty. President Truman clarified the functions of the chief of 
mission in F ve Order 10338 in 1952. In 1955. President Eisenhower issued 
Executive Order 08, which applied to the specific authority and functions of 
the chief of' n in Germany, Later. section 207 of the Foreign Service Act of 
11)80 enshrined . authority globally. 

Your adminislnlt 
the authority of 
military op~rati 
clarification 
hetween chiefs 
important to c 
including co 

now has the opportunity to clarify current ambiguities about 
of mission over U.S. government personnel. With ongoing 

in tW{j official war zones - Iraq and Afghanistan - this 
include an overarching framework to guide the relationship 

mission and the U.S. military in official war zones. it is also 
the authority of the chief of mission in other circumstanc('s. 

there is no host 
relationship or 
diplomatic nrf'~el""{' 

in which declared U.S. military operations are occurring but 
mmcnt, countries with which we have no diplomatic 
. es with which we have diplomatic ties but no on-the-ground 

Sincerely. 

thal have emerged in this area and their implications to our 
urge you to consider. in consultation with Secretary of State 
in your administration. a new executive order that would 

~",,,,,.,,~ authority in relation to all military activities. I urge you 
Itation with Congress, including the Foreign Rciations. 

IIigence and Judiciary Committees, and to inform Congress 
legislative action that you may identity. Finally,J request 

this effort as soon as possible. A strong signal thaI you stand 
ies of your ambassadors will not only make them more 

allow them. in the context of their confirmations, to provide 
policies will be implemented by all elements of the United 

nn'''£I''r"rjon of my suggestions and welcome the opportunity to 
issues with representatives of your administration. I 

nre many urgent national security challenges that you must 
ding renewed guidance on chief of mission authority would 
r capacity to effectively confront such challenges. 
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