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3133
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 6, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

FROM: ROBERT BELL QU@/

SUBJECT: Schedule Proposal for President and Senate Arms

Control Observer Group (SACOG)

Purpose

To recommend to Marcia Hale that the President meet with the
SACOG delegation led by Senator Nunn upon its return from Moscow.

Background

In February, the U.S. Embassy in Moscow reported that the
prospects for attaining Russian ratification of the START II
Treaty would be enhanced if U.S. Senators met with their Russian
counterparts to discuss the mutual benefits of the Treaty. On
March 9, the President wrote Senators Mitchell and Dole
requesting that they authorize the SACOG to undertake a mission
to Moscow for this purpose. In response to that request, six
members of the Group (Senators Nunn, Pell, Lugar, Stevens,
Warner, and Bumpers) visited Moscow between May 3-5. Enroute to
Russia, the delegation stopped in Croatia, and they had an
opportunity to consult with Secretary Christopher on the
situation in Bosnia when their paths crossed in Moscow.

Concurrences: Jeremy Rosner, Rose Gottemoellegé%/

P

RECOMMENDATION -

That you sign the Schedule Proposal at Tab I to Marcia Hale.

Attachment
Tab I Schedule Proposal



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

May 7, 1993

FOR MARCIA HALE
Marcia,

I know you’re already working
on a meeting between Sen.
Nunn’s codel and the
President. The attached memo
is a reminder that there is an
arms control .side to this
meeting as well.

Thanks very much.

DON GROSS
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Schedule Proposal WASHINGTON date / /
ACCEPT REGRET PENDING

TO: Marcia L. Hale
Assistant to the President and Director
of Scheduling and Advance

FROM: Anthony Lake
Howard Paster

REQUEST: Meeting with Senate Arms Control
Observer Group (SACOG)

PURPOSE: To receive report from the SACOG
delegation led by Senator Nunn upon its
return from Moscow.

BACKGROUND: In February, the U.S. Embassy in Moscow

PREVIOUS PARTICIPATION:

DATE AND TIME:

DURATION:

LOCATION:

reported that the prospects for
attaining Russian ratification of the
START II Treaty would be enhanced if
U.S. Senators met with their Russian
counterparts to discuss the mutual
benefits of the Treaty. On March 9, you
wrote Senators Mitchell and Dole
requesting that they authorize the SACOG
to undertake a mission to Moscow for
this purpose. In response to your
request, six members of the Group
(Senators Nunn, Pell, Lugar, Stevens,
Warner, and Bumpers) visited Moscow
between May 3-5. Enroute to Russia, the
delegation stopped in Croatia, and they
had an opportunity to consult with ,
Secretary Christopher on the situation
in Bosnia when their paths crossed in
Moscow.

On February 15, you wrote to the five
Co-Chairmen of the SACOG expressing your
commitment to use the Group as a
valuable consultative mechanism on arms
control matters.

Open

30 minutes

Roosevelt Room



PARTICIPANTS:

OUTLINE OF EVENTS:

REMARKS REQUIRED:

MEDIA COVERAGE:

FIRST LADY'S ATTENDANCE:

The President; the Vice President;
Senators Nunn, Pell, Lugar, Stevens,
Warner, and Bumpers; Ambassador Talbott;
Howard Paster; Toby Gati; Robert Bell
(notetaker).

Welcome Senators back and ask Senator
Nunn to present a summary of their
impressions and recommendations.
Solicit other Senators’ comments as
appropriate.

None

None

No

VICE PRESIDENT’S ATTENDANCE: Yes

SECOND LADY’'S ATTENDANCE:

RECOMMENDED BY:

CONTACT:

No
NSC

Robert Bell (x-3330)
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

May 7, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES J. JUKES

FROM: WILLIAM H. ITW/

SUBJECT: Defense Proposed Testimony on FEMA’s Civil Defense
Budget Request

The National Security Council staff concurs in the proposed
testimony.



3106

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

May 5, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

THROUGH : ROBERT BELI.Q&CV/
FROM: KEITH HAHN L
SUBJECT: Defense Proposed Testimony on FEMA’s Civil Defense

Budget Request

Tab II provides the proposed Department of Defense testimony in
response to several specific questions posed by the HASC
Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee. The acting DoD
Director for Emergency Planning, Max Alston, will answer the
questions, but he limits his proposed testimony to those FEMA
issues in which DoD has a direct interest. He specifically does
not answer questions on the FEMA budget submission and how money-
might be saved in a FEMA reorganization.

The proposed testimony appropriately addresses the questions
about the contribution that DoD can make in emergency relief and
disaster planning, while restating the importance of maintaining
civil defense capabilities.

Concurrence by: Jeremy Rosé};ﬁff

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memorandum at Tab I concurring in the proposed
testimony.

g
[R%

Attachments” " * .
Tab I ‘Memorandum for Signature

Tab II: ¥icoming Correspondence
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3104 % /‘W
TESTIMONY vay 5, 1995 TESTING

LEGISLATIVE REFERRAL NEMORANDUM
LRM #N-248

To: legislative Liaison ofticer -

' NSC - William H. Itoh - (202)395-3723 - 249

. FEMA ~ Spence W. Perry = (202) 646-4105 - 327
FROM: JAMES J. JUKES (for) { fin

‘ legislative Reference

Assistant Director f

OMB | CONTACT: Jeffrey WEINBERG (39Bfts4s7)
| Secretary’s line (fo simple responses): 395-3454

SUBJECT: DEFENSE Proposed Testimony on PEMA‘s civil
| defengse budget request

nna#n:uns 3PN May 6, 1993

i

OMB| requests the views of your agency on the above subject before
advising on its relationship to the program of the President, in
accbrdance with OMB Circular A-19.

Plehse advise us if this item will affect direct spending or
receipts for purposes of the the “Pay~-As-You-Go" provisions of
Title XIII of the omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990.

ce:

Kerl Ryder
stave Redburn
Cchris Heiser
pon Gessaman
Ton Stanners
Jorjathan Breul
Ed |Rea
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LRN #X-248

RESPONSE TO LEGISLATIVE REFERRAL MENORANDUM

i ¢ 4 four response to this request for views is simple (e.g.,

response sheet. If the response is simple and you prefer to
call, please call the branch-wide line shown below (NOT the
analyst’s line) to leave a message with a secretary.

congur/no comnment) we prefer that you respond by faxing us this

You!nay also respond by (1) calling the analyst/attorney’s direct
1ine (you will bs connected to voice pail if the analyst does not
ansver); (32) sending us a memo or letter; or (3) if you are an
OAS1S user in the Exeoutive Office of the President, sending an
E-n3il message. Please include the LRM number shown above, and
the [subject shown below.

TO: Jeffrey WEINBERG (395-3457)

offica of Minagement and Budget

Fax Number: (202) 393-3109

Analyst/Attorney’s Direct Number: (202) 395-3457
Branch-Wide Line (to reach secraetary): (202) 395-3454

i
I
i
1
H

Fnoé: (Date)

(Name)

(Agency)
(Tolephono)

SUBJECT: DEFENSE Proposed Testimony on FEMA’s civil
i defense budget request

Thoétollovinq is the response of our agency to your reducst for
views on the above-captioned subject:

Concur
No objection
No comment

Ses proposed edits on pages

Other:

FAX RETURN of pages, attached to this
response shee
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.5, Bouse of Representatives
COMMITTEE ON ARMED BERVICES - -

Wiashington, BEL 20513

May 3, 1993

Mr. Graly.Alderman, Jr.

uty Under Secretary of Dafense
for fecurity Polioy
iumgtou, .C. 20301-2200

Dear Mr. Alderman:

- On Monday, Nay 10, 1993, the Oversight and Investigations
gubcoxnittee will Teviev FEMA's tisoal year 1994 Civil Dafanse
Kudget request. The Subcuxmittee invites you to a at the

258593 19:55 OMB LRD/ESGG 223
i
sirga 8138 FROM O8D-LRS TO JUKES PAGE . 002
“ @002:00)

2100 p.m. hearing; you will be advised of the location as 800N &8

gocniblc.

. Your testimony should discuss the Department of Defense
slosition on FEMA's fiscal year 1994 Civil Defanse Prograns.
testimony should also sdaress tha following issues:

: o In Februsry 1993, the National Academy of Public

The

Aduinigtration ("NAPA®) issued a comprehensive rsport about
now to reform FEMA. The report was written in consultatien
with B\, the General Accounting Office and the Dapartnent

of Dafenss, What NAPA proposals, if , does DOD faver?

What MAPA proposals, if any, is POD against?

o As you know, the fiscal year 1994 budget doss not have

1ine items entitled "Civil Defenss® and *rFodexal

Preparedness.” Rather, tha budget has two nev line itens!
(1) Pederal Planning and Response; .and (2) Stats and local
Planning and Response. Both Madget ivens include resources

from the old Civil Defensa and Fedaeral Praparadness
prograss. We bhave two questions about this change.

First, can FEMA absord 1::202 cuts in these prograns?
Combining Civil Defense Federal Preparedness should

achieve significant econonies of scile because they paxform
of the mame functions and their assets can be used for

é all disasters.

. Second, will the budgat roorinnigution wozk? FENA VB
oriticized for not using civil Dafense and Yedezal

rreparedness assets in preparation for, and in responce o,

a disestsx. The naw budgat structure attampts to ranedy
that probles. FIMA's own intarmal organization, however,

pas not changed, FROA i3 kesping the sazs number of oftices
and managers within Civil Defansa and foderal Praparadnass.
As a result, in seno‘instancoa thago-vill be tvo managers
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(. Craig Aldersman, Jr.
Nay 3, 1993

Page tvo

- and offices to adainister a single progzrasm.

o Should the Civil Defensa Act be smanded? Undar current
lav, FINA cannot spand money planaing for & natural disastar
ifléhls will detract from "attack-ralated civil defanse
preparedness.” Is the Act outdated and shouldn't FEMA be
pc::itt;d.to spend funds preparing for ths unost likely
threats :

o What staps, if , is the Department of Defense taking to
lemant ¥leasons learned® from the recent mass disasters
in the United Statas (Burricana Andrew, LA riots, ete.).

o Nany congressional committees retain jurisdiction over

rE's activities, Does this inpede FENA'S cnorqoncz
zanagement functions? Would it sinplify matters if Congress
designated one comnittes {r each house with responsibility

| ovar FEMA?

. plewse provide 28 coples of your testimony 48 hours prier to
the hearing to the gubcommittea's office (2343 Rayburn). Alwo,
on Xay 10th ?1aan- furnish at lesst 25 additional coples to tha

ommittee's office, Bhould you or your staff have any

; stions, please contact Mr. Ariel David at (302) 225-3036.

In the past, the Military Installations and Pacilities
sybcommittes had jurisdiotion over ¢ivil pefanss. In January,
ho , the full comittes reorganised and Civil Defense Was
t;anstqzrod to Oversight and Investigatiens.

: gincearely,
. . ' <
o LN ./é
Investigatio
ttee

'
N
’
.
.
t
H

oraan Sis ames V., Hansen
Chaixman , 1ican
Oversight and oversight and InVestigations
subcoanl suboomsittas

i
n+/avn/na

j .

xx TOTAL PRGE.B03 ww
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STATEMENT OF

N T Cop  BELEASEQ Y THE COMMITTER
oyl ,

MAXWELL ALSTON

ACTING DIRECTOR FOR EMERGENCY PLANNING
OFFICE OF THE

DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (SECURITY POLICY)

BEFORE THE
SUBCOMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND INVESTIGATIONS
comiwme ON ARMED SERVICES
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

10 May 1993

.85
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FISCAL YEAR 1994 CIVIL DEFENSE PROGRAM

' Mister Chairman, and members of the Committee. 1am Maxwell
Alston, Acting Director for Emergency Planning of the Department of
Defense. | appreciate this opportunity to testify on behalf of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency's Clvil Defense Budget
proposal for Fiscal Year 1994. -

| While it Is customary to have this testimony presented by 8 more
senjlor official, due to ongoing transition in the Department of Defense,
i re;coived the call. However, | have been directly involved in the
preparation of DoD’s testimony on the Civil Defense Budget for several
years, and work closely with FEMA in many aspects of our mutually
supportive defense and emergency planning activities. Therefore, | am
ph}'assd to speak on behalf of the Department of Defense today.

~ Civil Defense and the proposed Civil Defense Budget for FY 1994
reflect significant (perhaps radical) changes, which reflect In turn the
driﬂmatically changing alignment of world threats and risks. By
cof parison to previous FEMA budgets, the Civil Defense items
historically carried In Defense accounts are both reduced and
depmphasized. .| assure you, however, that DoD applauds FEMA's
?:foral thrust to obtain greater efficiency and effectiveness through

aligning many of its-historic defense-related functions into two new
prpgram areas, respectively called “Federal-" and “State and Local
Planning and Response.” Therefore, the proposal FEMA Is submitting
today has the endorsement and full support of the Department of
Délfense as a vital element of the Nation's preparedness.
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| We appreciate the unusually specific nature of this Committee's
inv?tation to DoD to testify today on a broader range of telationships
than the annual FEMA budget submission. Due to time constraints, our
response is necessarily abbreviated; but we will provide more complete
information for the record at a later date.

~ Accordingly, | turn now to comments on each of the areas you
requested in your invitation letter, which is appended to our testimony
forlreferenco. Then | will conclude with a brief perspective.

| NAPA Recommendations. You have asked which NAPA proposals,
if ahy, does DoD favor or oppose. We answer, first, by commending
NAPA and its panel for an outstanding report, which is based on
extraordinarily thorough research and sound analysis. However, today,
weaddress only the specific comments captioned "Role of the Military
and the Federal Government as First Responder” (page x) and those
Panel Recommendations in the list on pages xv-xxi, which specifically
refer to the Department of Defense.

i

" DoD concurs with NAPA's comment (page x) that, “The time has
come to shift the emphasis [of civll defense] from national security to
domestic emergency management using-an all-hazards approach.”
However, we emphasize DoD’s perspective that the risk of some forms
of attacks by foreign enemies on or within this country have not
disappeared, and that the recent World Trade Tower incident may even
herald a period of more likely threats to the Nation. Therefore, as the
Na&ion’s civil defense preparedness moves to "an all-hazards

roach,” it must not lose sight of both direct and indirect hazards to
large numbers of people, which could resuit from many forms of attacks
thét are unprecedented in America but quite familiar around the world.
Those include the increasing capability of some potential attackers to
em:ploy chemical, biological, and even nuclear weapons.

!
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- The Department of Defense concurs especially with NAPA's
coriclusion that the disaster planning and response furctions of civil
ddp_nse should not be transferred to DoD. We seek to maintain our
tothi capabilities for defense missions, Including readiness for armed
combat should it be necessary, even as we significantly reduce the total
military capability of the Natlon. The Defense Department remalins
cor?\mittgd t'q historic roles (so evident in response to Hurricanes Andrew
."‘i’ iniki in 1992) in which the U.S. Armed Forces support civil authorities
for.disaster planning and response; and we agree that the actual
resbonse to Hurricane Andrew on South Florida revesled a need for
better civil and military planning for inmediate response by the military
» ;m component of a Federal Team. However, we particularly concur
with NAPA in this statement:

! "The problem should be addressed by improving procedures

~ that enable civilian authorities to call upon the capabilities

~ of tha Armed Forces in a timely fashion in those relatively rare

~ circumstances that require response capabilities of a magnitude
. only they can provide.” ‘

. Assummarized by reference to Chapters of the Report, on pages. -
xv-xxi, we generally concur with the following NAPA recommendations,
which relate specifically to DoD. We obviously do not mean to forectose
additional Defense discussion of these or other recommendations, by .
us'fon;dlhg in this testimony: A

Chapter Three

- Retain the current mission and role of the Armed Forces....Make -
certain that processes and procedures exist for promptly
triggering their capabilities....

. Setin motion a review by DoD of the role of the National Guard
with regard to disaster management and response.

i
i
:
!
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Chapter Four
| « Weareprepared to work with FEMA to impler’hént any

. . appropriate change in responsibllities for defense mobilization
functions or classified programs (page xvi).

- Wedo not comment on the appropriate number of FEMA
Regions, as discussed by reference to the Continental U.S.
Armies on page xviii; and we emphasize that the number and
nature of Continental Armies Is itself subject to change today.
However, we confirm DoD’s basic intent to retain and develop
an infrastructure of responsibility to cooperate with FEMA in all
appropriate matrix management techniques to provide
efficient civil and military planning on multi-state bases. To that
end, DoD has realigned its previous war planning structure for
civil defense into a single system of Military Support to Civil
Authorities applicable in both peace and war. We will continue
to cooperate with FEMA in applying the talents of Military
Reserve officers to civil-military planning tasks in the States and
counties, as well as the FEMA Regions, if needed. In that
regard, we would question the current proposal to eliminate
the 600 Individual Mobilization Augmentees at State and local
agencies as being perhaps “penny-wise and pound-foolish.”

FEMA Budget Amounts and Form. The Defense Departmentis not
abje to answer your questions: “Can FEMA absorb larger cuts in these
programs 2 and “Will the budget reorganization work 7* The
questions are more properly addressed to FEMA, and to OMB; although
DQD is prepared to assist those agencies in detailed analysis of the
_qu;estion and related data, if needed. For DoD to provide line-by-line
oversight of parts of the FEMA budget that are placed in Defense
actounts, some change in the new FEMA budget format would be
required. Removing those items from the Defense Budget might be

preferable.
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~ Should the Civil Defense Act be Amended ? Without prejudice to
the specifics of what amendments are needed, mdst inDoD who are.
familiar with the Civil Defense Act believe that significant amendments
are required to reflect a new statement by the Congress of the desired
national goals, purposes, and mechanisms for civil defense. In studying
the present Act, it is noteworthy that the Legislative process produced
such a broad and fiexible definition of "attack” in 1950. FEMA certainly
should bé permitted - - in fact directed - -to spend funds preparing for
the most likely threats and risks to the Nation. Yet, most threats of
attack are encompassed by the language of the current Act. Revision of
thé Act probably should be directed more to providing a dlear statutory
charter for the Nation’s primary disaster preparedness agency itself than
to rpttempted definition of the threats and risks for which it should
prepare. '

. What steps is the Deparyment of Defense taking to implement
~Léssons Learned” from Hurricane Andrew, the Los Angeles riots etc. ?
5 believe our military capabilities to respond to the various civil -
emergencies of 1992 and 1993 are satisfactory; and the lessons we have

. learned are more incremental than directional in nature. For example,

our response to Hurricane Andrew in South Florida revealed a need for
somme specific Federal Government planning for immediate response to a
truly catastrophic disaster, in which we would muster efficiently ol

. -'.caéabmﬂesthat could contribute to assessing the situation.withinthe

ditester area and prioritizing the response needed to restore State and
iocal government control of the situation and the recovery processes.
Frankly, it also revealed that the Armed Forces could respond far more
efficiently in applying defense resources, if we could follow more.. -
detailed planning, led by civil agencies, for all of the accepted functions
of disaster.management. We believe the Federal Response Plan can
Ie+d itself to this type of preparedness, if all departments and agencies
involved make a commitment of time and other resources. ey
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~ InLos Angeles and South Florida alike, we saw the wisdom of
constitutional and historicmisdemendivisions of laborbetween the
Nakional Guard (which responds first under the orders of the Governor)
and the Active Components of all militery forces. Frankly, we also saw
thdt choices between those divisions of labor can be influenced by
economic pressures on the States and command and control issues (as in
. th§ decision to federalize the Californis Natlonal Guard), and by the
prQsence‘or absence of effective planning. Therafore, while basic
Defense Department policies and responsive mechanisms are not in
need of revolutionary correction, we have learned the need for updated
dottrine and Increased planning with the civil sector on many fronts,
induding especially Defense-led planning for mutually supportive
oniployment of the National Guard in state duty status and Federal
military capabilities. Those lessons learned are being implemented by
developing new doctrinal materials and by varlous planning initiatives.
Thére also-is a recognized need for dynamic new adaptations of historic
training and exercise actlvities, by both civil and military sectors, to
address real contingencles for large-scale domaestic disasters.

- Congressional jurisdiction for FEMA. DoD would not presume to
judge this matter. However, in answer to youir specific question, some
reduction in the current multiple jurisdictions obviously could benefit ail
concerned.

The Defanse Department annually has expressed appreciation for
actions of the Congress to fund programs to impiement the national civil
defense policies, as they have evolved to reflect changes in the national
security environment. Last year, we supported the Civil Defense Prog-
ratn proposed for FY 1992, not only for the dollars it requested, but for
itsishift in emphasis and its spirit of revitalization. Rapid changes in the
world make it extraordinarily difficuit to keep written policy statements
and national strategies apace with reality; but we all are pleased to have
2 r'gew statement of civil defense policy after two years of development.
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. In addition to those answers to your questions, we call to your
atténtion the fact that the Defense Department and oar military forces
ha\{e a double interest in civil defense. First, we view our participation
in divil defense as a responsibility to protect Americans, in which,
whenever authorized by law and national priorities, we provide military
support to civil government, Secondly, we know civil defense can
ensure civil government effectiveness in times of national security crisis,
whizn the Department of Defense could be a prime beneficlary of many
forms of civil emergency preparedness. ‘ '

~ Throughout the Cold War era, the Nation's civil deferise policy
focused on Soviet capabilities for nuclear attack. Today, that threat has
bedn greatly diminished,. However, even if current best-case scenarios
for.reducing and controlling strategic weapons and long-term
~ codpaeration with the Russian Republic are realized, Russia and others in
the world will retain nuclear capabilities that can significantly threaten
the national welfare, if not the physicai su rvival, of the United States.

~ For as far as we dare try to see into the future, our civil defense
pragram will need to deal with the contingent consequences of many -
forms of attack, while it provides reliable capabliities to respond to -
" natural and man-made catastrophes of all descriptions. A national
-+ . program of “civil defense” - - however, it may be defined in detail - - is
. shimportant link for planning by the Department of Defense with civil
au{lhorltles. as one element of total preparedness.

~ The military response to Hurricane Andrew in South Florida
reinforced our awareness, stated in testimony on the Civil Defense
Buiget last yeor, that o
* «_inherent responsibility of the State governments to prapare for
and respond to all forms of disaster must not be assumed by the
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. Federal Government - - under any planning mechenism. For the
. Department of Defense, all hazards emergency preparedness must
" be coordinated with the States through the National Guard, as well
as through FEMA.”

Except for urgent actions to save lives or protect Federal property,
the law prohibits use of resources of the Department of Defense to.
respond to civil emergencles, unless there is a clear source for
reimbursement (e.g., under the Stafford Act, If the President declares s
major disaster). The Department of Defense also is acutely aware that
civil governmant reliance on large-scale military response to disasters
could be dangerously misleading. The much smaller military forces of
the: future might be drastically constrained In their ability to support clvil
gowl'lemment, if a disaster colncides with any circumstances of actual or
probable military engagement.

We support FEMA's proposal to apply $146 Million in the DoD ‘
accounts to adapting historic civil defense programs, for which $159
Million is appropriated in FY 1993, We also endorse FEMA's intent to
codrdinate use of those funds effectively with other FEMA activities to
build a dynamic all-hazards emergency management program that can
mapt real needs of the Nation for the future. A more definitive method
of budgeting for those activities outside of the Defense accounts may be
preferred in future years; but we believe FEMA's budget proposal for
FY 1994 represents a prudent application of available resources to civil
Mome needs in this time of transition and uncertainty.

Thank you for your courtesy in inviting and hearing this testimony
. onbehalf of the Department of Defense.

wx TOTAL PAGE.B10 *xx
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 6, 1993

Dear General Jackson:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for reappointment as
Lieutenant General and assignment as Vice
Commander, Air Mobility Command. Through
long years of arduous service to our great
nation, you have served faithfully in
positions of ever-increasing responsibility
and importance. The American people are
indeed fortunate to be served by senior
military leaders of your stature and
accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

o
} e 3 [
Lieutenant General John E. Jackson, Jr., USAF

Commander, Fifteenth Air Force
March Air Force Base, California 92518-5000




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 6, 1993

Dear General Jamerson:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for reappointment as
Lieutenant General and assignment as
Commander, Twelfth Air Force. Through long
years of arduous service to our great nation,
you have served faithfully in positions of
ever-increasing responsibility and
importance. The American people are indeed
fortunate to be served by senior military
leaders of your stature and accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

[ 4
} 1] 3
Lieutenant General James L. Jamerson, USAF
Vice Commander-in-Chief

United States Air Forces Europe
APOE 09094-5001



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 6, 1993

Dear General Lorber:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for promotion to Lieutenant
General. Through long years of arduous
service to our great nation, you have served
faithfully in positions of ever-increasing
responsibility and importance. The American
people are indeed fortunate to be served by
senior military leaders of your stature and
accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

[
Major General John G. Lorber, USAF
Director, Plans
Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff
for Plans and Operations

Headquarters, United States Air Force
Washington, D.C. 20330-1630




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

May 6, 1993

Dear General Croker:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for reappointment as
Lieutenant General and assignment as
Commander, Eighth Air Force. Through long
years of arduous service to our great nation,
you have served faithfully in positions of
ever-increasing responsibility and
importance. -The American people are indeed
fortunate to be served by senior military
leaders of your stature and accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

*
} 1 ] 3 !
Lieutenant General Stephen B. Croker, USAF

Vice Commander, Air Combat Command
Langley Air Force Base, Virginia 23665-2788




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

May 6, 1993
ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM:: ANTHONY LA@/

SUBJECT: Letters of Congratulation

Purpose

2924

To recognize the nomination for promotion or reappointment as
Lieutenant General of certain senior Air Force officers.

Background

Major General Lorber, USAF has been nominated for promotion to
Lieutenant General and Air Force Lieutenant Generals Jackson,
Jamerson and Croker have been nominated for reappointment in
their current grade. We routinely prepare Presidential letters

of congratulation to recognize these achievements.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the letters of congratulation at Tab A.

Attachments
Tab A Letters of Congratulations

cC:

Vice President
Chief of Staff
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL Add On 1
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

May 5, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL 26
FROM: RICHARD HOOKER WO
SUBJECT: Letters of Congratulations

We have prepared letters of congratulations for several Air Force
general officers nominated for promotion or reappointment in the

grade of Lieutenant General.
Concurrence by: Keith Hahn*ﬂ(/
RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memo to the President at Tab I

Attachments
Tab I Memo to the President

Tab A Letters of Congratulations
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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Document No.

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

DATE: _ 04/28/93 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 02708793

1. MAJGEN JOHN G. LORBER, USAF
qusugcr: _ MILITARY wowrwarrons: 3+ TROEN JONRE: TR0 ooco T isar
4, LTGEN STEPHEN B. CROKER, USAF
ACTION ACTION
VICE PRESIDENT T - PASTER O
McLARTY = _ RASCO C
GEARAN — RUBIN C
PANETTA _ SEGAL O
EMANUEL i STEPHANOPOULOS
GIBBONS _ VARNEY C
HALE O WATKINS U
HERMAN O WILLIAMS C
LAKE O M
LINDSEY a .
MONTOYA O
NUSSBAUM O
REMARKS: o - '
Do you have any objections?
RESPONSE:

JOHN D. PODESTA
Assistant to the President
and Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
13 'TR28 P2: 48

April 27, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE_ERES;Q@NT

FROM: J&-m—if"t;mm

DTRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Alr Force General Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Major General John G. Lorber, United States Air Force, for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general and a
recommendation for his assignment as Vice Commander in Chief,
United States Air Forces in Europe, and Director, European Air
Combat Operations Staff.

The Deputy Secretary of Defense has attached an evaluation of
General Lorber's performance in a joint duty assignment from the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

This nomination has been staffed by the Acting Secretary of the
Air Force and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

eco

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHING_TON. D.C. 20301-1000

24 APR 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend the duties of
Vice Commander in Chief, United States Air Forces in Europe, and
Director, European Air Combat Operations Staff, a position of
importance and responsibility previously designated to carry the
grade of lieutenant general, be assigned to Major General John G.
Lorber, and that you nominate him for appointment to the grade of
lieutenant general. General Lorber, who is 51 years of age, is
currently assigned as Director, Plans, Deputy Chief of Staff Plans
and Operations, Headquarters, United States Air Force. He will
succeed Lieutenant General James L. Jamerson, United States Air
Force, who is being nominated for another position.

In order to carry out the duties and responsibilities of the
proposed assignment, an officer must have demonstrated highly
effective performance in a number of senior leadership positions
involving offensive and defensive air operations. He must also
possess a thorough understanding of wartime planning for the European
Theater, and be an outstanding representative of the United States to
the allied nations of the region. General Lorber meets these
requirements.

The above action will not result in the Air Force exceeding the
number of officers authorized to be serving in the grade of
lieutenant general.

As required by title 10, United States Code, section 601(d) (1),
I have attached an evaluation of General Lorber’s performance in a
joint duty assignment from the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

. . ‘. 2.
! Z,,-’/ » [ /

Wwilliam J. Perry

Attachments



CHAIRMAN, JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20318-0001

CN-128-93
6 April 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
Through: Deputy Secretary of Defense

Subject: General Officer Nomination

1. In accordance with the provisions of title 10, United States Code, and DOD Instruction 1320.4,
the Acting Secretary of the Air Force has recommended Major General John G. Lorber for
assignment as Vice Commander in Chief, United States Air Forces in Europe, and Director,
European Air Combat Operations Staff, and appointment to the grade of lieutenant general.

2. I have reviewed Major General Lorber's performance in one joint duty assignment. As Chief,
Theater Nuclear Policy Branch and Nuclear Employment and Policy Planner, J-5, Joint Staff, he
was the principal expert in theater nuclear policy and theater planning for NATO. His consequent
success in dealing with crucial and highly sensitive issues and in-depth understanding of the
requirements facilitated his interaction with the Services, Office of the Secretary of Defense,
Department of State, and the National Security Council. His development of the 1984 DOD
Nuclear Posture Report to Congress, and its subsequent acceptance by the cognizant Committee,
was a major step in resolving a number of troublesome nuclear issues. I am confident he is well
qualified for this assignment and advancement.

3. After consultation with the other members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, I concur in the Acting
Secretary of the Air Force's nomination of Major General Lorber for this assignment and
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general. Accordingly, I recommend you forward the
enclosed nomination to the President approving these actions.

COLIN L. POWELL
Chairman
of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff

Enclosure
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The White Bouse

Washington

To the Senate of the United States:

I nominate:

The following named officer for appointment to the grade of Lieutenant
General while assigned to a position of importance and responsibility under Title

10, United States Code, Section 601:
To be Lieutenant General

Major General John G. Lorber,[ (h)6) | [004)]
United States Air Force




THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20301-1000

g 4 APR 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you designate
the position of Commander, Twelfth Air Force, Air Combat Command, and
Commander, United States Southern Command Air Forces, as a position
of importance and responsibility designated to carry the grade of
lieutenant general under the provisions of title 10, United States
Code, section 601. This position comes from the Air Force’s
restructure of Tactical Air Command, Strategic Air Command, and
Military Airlift Command into two commands. Consequently, the
position of Commander, Twelfth Air Force, Tactical Air Command, and
Commander, United States Southern Command Air Forces, should no
longer be designated as a position of importance and responsibility.
Your signature on this memorandum will constitute your approval.

I also recommend the duties of Commander, Twelfth Air Force, Air
Combat Command, and Commander, United States Southern Command Air
Forces, be assigned to Lieutenant General James L. Jamerson, and that
you nominate him for reappointment to the grade of lieutenant
general. General Jamerson, who is 52 years of age, is currently
serving as Vice Commander in Chief, United States Air Forces in
Europe, and Director, European Air Combat Operations Staff.

In order to carry out the duties and responsibilities of the
proposed assignment, an officer must have demonstrated highly
effective performance in a number of senior leadership positions
involving the deployment and employment of tactical forces in support
of United States security interests on a worldwide basis. He must
also have a thorough understanding of the requirements and processes
associated with wartime contingency planning and insuring that
assigned forces are maintained in a state of readiness sufficient to
carry out specified wartime and peacetime missions. General Jamerson
meets these requirements.



This action will not result in the Air Force exceeding the
number of officers authorized to be serving in the grade of
lieutenant general.

1 /'vf:.&lfm/? Pef@zy

Attachments

DATED

APPROVED

President of the United States



~SFCRET — l 20453
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL Add-on

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 7, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR SAMUEL R. BERGER

THROUGH : ROBERT G. BELL W

FROM: STEVEN ANDREASENé?A"

SUBJECT: Minutes of April 30, 1993, DC Meeting on U.S.
Policy on Nuclear Testing and a Comprehensive
Test Ban

Attached for your review is the Minutes of the April 30, 1993, DC
meeting on U.S. Policy on Nuclear Testing and a Comprehensive
Test Ban.

RECOMMENDATION

That you review the attached Minutes at Tab I.

Attachment
Tab I DC Meeting Minutes
DECLASSIFIED
_ E.O. 13526
White House Guidelines, September 11, 2006
By VL NARA, Date [5/3/Be
Do- 052 -F
B ERET—

Declassify on: OADR E;l (;l EI '_’F
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2789
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 7, 1993

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

o
THROUGH : ROBERT G. BELLE"/
FROM: RICHARD HOOKER ROKr
SUBJECT: Letters of Congratulations

We were asked to prepare letters of congratulations for certain
general and flag officers recently nominated for promotion or
retirement in grade.

Concurrence by: Keith Hahn{dy/

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the memo to the President at Tab I.

Attachments
Tab I Memo to the President

Tab A Letters of Congratulations
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE
SUBJECT: Letters of Congratulations
Purpose

To personally recognize certain Air Force, Army and Navy dgeneral
and flag officers recently nominated for promotion or retirement.

Background

We routinely prepare Presidential letters of congratulations for
flag and general officers when nominated for promotion or
retirement in grade to recognize their achievements and foster
relations with the defense community.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the letters of congratulations at Tab A,

Attachment
Tab A Letters of Congratulations

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear General Trzaskoma:

As your long and distinguished career comes
to a close, I want to extend my personal
thanks and warm congratulations to you for
many years of faithful and distinguished
service. For more than three decades, you
have set a standard for achievement and
accomplishment in peace and war. The
American people are indeed fortunate to have
been served by an officer of your unigue
talents and abilities.

Hillary and I wish you every success and
happiness as you complete your remarkable
military career.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant General Richard J. Trzaskoma, USAF
Commander, Twenty Second Air Force
Travis Air Force Base, California 94535-5002



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear Admiral Moore:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for promotion to Rear Admiral
(Upper Half). Through long years of arduous
service to our great nation, you have served
faithfully in positions of ever-increasing
responsibility and importance. The American
people are indeed fortunate to be served by
senior military leaders of your stature and
accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish You every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

Rear Admiral (Lower Half) Douglas M.
Moore, USNR

Special Assistant to the Commander
Defense Fuel Support Center
Alexandria, Virginia 22304-6160



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear General Fain:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for promotion to Lieutenant
General and assignment as Commander,
Aeronautical Systems Center, Air Force
Materiel Command. Through long years of
arduous service to our great nation, you have
served faithfully in positions of ever-
increasing responsibility and importance.
The American people are indeed fortunate to
be served by senior military leaders of your
stature and accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

Major General James A. Fain, Jr., USAF

Deputy Chief of Staff, Requirements

Air Force Materiel Command

Wright Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 45433-
5001



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear General Ryan:

As your long and distinguished career comes
to a close, I want to extend my personal
thanks and warm congratulations to you for
many years of faithful and distinguished
service. For more than three decades, you
have set a standard for achievement and
accomplishment in peace and war. The
American people are indeed fortunate to have
been served by an officer of your unique
talents and abilities.

Hillary and I wish you every success and
happiness as you complete your remarkable
military career.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant General Martin J. Ryan, Jr., USAF

Commander, Eighth Air Force

Air Combat Command

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana 71110-
5002



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear General Mears:

As your long and distinguished career comes
to a close, I want to extend my personal
thanks and warm congratulations to you for
many years of faithful and distinguished
service. For more than three decades, you
have set a standard for achievement and
accomplishment in peace andg war. The
American people are indeed fortunate to have
been served by an officer of your unique
talents and abilities.

Hillary and I wish you every success and
happiness as you complete your remarkable
military career.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant General Gary H. Mears, USAF
Director, J-4/Logistics

The Joint Staff

Washington, D.C. 20318-4000



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear General Wykle:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for promotion as Lieutenant
General and assignment as Deputy Commander-
in-Chief, U.S. Transportation Command.
Through long years of arduous service to our
great nation, you have served faithfully in
positions of ever-increasing responsibility
and importance. The American people are
indeed fortunate to be served by senior
military leaders of your stature and
accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

Major General Kenneth R. Wykle, UsA
Commanding General
U.S. Army Transportation Center

and Fort Eustis



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear Captain Wright:

It is a pleasure to send my personal
congratulations to you on the occasion of
your nomination for promotion to Rear Admiral
(Lower Half). Through long years of arduous
service to our great nation, you have served
faithfully in positions of ever-increasing
responsibility and importance. The American
people are indeed fortunate to be served by
senior military leaders of your stature and
accomplishments.

Hillary and I wish you every success as you
take up your new duties. Good luck, and best
wishes for your continued service to the
nation.

Sincerely,

Captain Dennis I. Wright, USN
Chief, Medical Readiness Command
Department of the Navy
Washington, D.C. 20372
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM

4,/24/93 4/27/95
DATE.: ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY:
MILITARY NOMINATIONS: LT GEN MARTIN J. RYAN, JR., USAF
' MAJ GEN KENNETH R. WYKLE, USA
SUBJECT: LT GEN RICHARD J, TRZASKQOMA, USAF

REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) DOUGLAS HATTHEi;
ACTION FYI ACTION  FYI o
VICE PRESIDENT _ _ PASTER _ _
McLARTY _ _ RASCO — _
GEARAN _ _ RUBIN _ _
PANETTA _ _ SEGAL _ _
EMANUEL _ _ STEPHANOPOULOS  _ _
GIBBONS _ _ VARNEY _ _
HALE — _ WATKINS T _
HERMAN T —_ WILLIAMS _ _
LAKE _ _ BELL, Bob———% _
LINDSEY - = CLERK — V
“ MONTOYA - _ _ _
NUSSBAUM _ —
I
REMARKS: o MAJ GEN JAMES A. FAIN, JR., USAF

LT GEN GARY H. MEARS, USAF

CAPTALw vonni5 1. wRi1iGHT, USWH
Do you have any objections to the attached?

RESPONSE:

Nzational Security Council staff concurs 1in the attached military
nominations.

JOHN D. PODESTA
Assistant to the President
and Staff Secretary
Ext. 2702
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 21, 1993 v PS: ,3

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PiffIDENT
FROM:

”/DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Lieutenant General Martin J. Ryan, Jr., United States Air Force,
for appointment to the grade of lieutenant general on the retired
list.

This recommendation has been staffed by the Acting Secretary of
the Air Force and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON D C. 20301-1000

YTMORANDUM FOR THEZ PRESIDENT
SURJECT: Air Force General Offlcer Nemination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you nominate

i ieutenant General Martin J. Ryan, Jr., United States Air Fcrce, for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general on the retired list.
Zeneral Ryan, who is 56 years oI age, is currently assigned as

Commander, Eighth Air Force, Air Combat Command.

William J. Perry

Attachments



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

-5 onl P Id

April 21, 1993

MEMORANDUM FOR THE- PRE NT
FROM: ;izééégizzzeaan

DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Army General QOfficer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Major General Kenneth R. Wykle, United States Army, for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general and a
recommendation for his assignment as Deputy Commander in
Chief/Chief of Staff, United States Transportation Command.

The Deputy Secretary of Defense has attached an evaluation of
General Wykle's performance in joint duty assignments from the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

This nomination has been staffed by the Acting Secrétary of the
Army and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D C 20301-1000

1% APR 1933

MEMCRANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SURJECT: Army General Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend the
assignment of Major General Kenneth R. Wykle, United States Army, as
Deputy Commander in Chief/Chief of Staff, United States
Transportation Command, and his nomination for appointment to the
grade of lieutenant general. General Wykle, who is 51 years of age,
is currently serving as Commanding General, United States Army
Transoortation Center and Fort Eustis. He will succeed Lieutenant
General James D. Starling, United States Army, who is retiring.

In order to carry out the dutles and responsibilities of the
proposed assignment, an officer must have demonstrated highly
effective performance in senior leadership positions. He must have a
thorough xnowledge of operational and plarning aspects of global
transportation. He must also be knowledgeable about the Joint
Operational Planning and Execution System and the Department of
Defense Planning, Programming and Budgeting System. General Wykle
meets these requirements.

This action will not result in the Army exceeding the number cf
officers authorized to be serving in the grade of lieutenant general.
As required by title 10, United States Code, section 601(d) (1), I
have attached an evaluation of General Wykle's performance in joint
duty assignments from the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff.

William J. Perry

Attachments



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 21, 1993 2 PS: 13

FROM: "
" DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Lieutenant General Richard J. Trzaskoma, United States Air Force,
for appointment to the grade of lieutenant general on the retired
list.

This recommendation has been staffed by the Acting Secretary of
the Air Force and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



~THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D.C. 203011000

19 Ark 1933

MEMCRANDUM FCR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJZCT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you ncminate
Lieutenant General Richard J. Trzaskoma, United States Air Force, fcr
appointment to the érade of lieutenant general on the retired list,
General Trzaskoma, who is 56 years of age, is currently assigned as
Commander, Twenty-Second Air Force.

//_/1'? o /" o
William J. Perry

Attachments



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 20, 1993 -~ g PS: 13

MEMORANDUM FOR THE--PRESI T

FROM: - .
 DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE
SUBJECT: Navy Flag Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is a nomination
containing the name of one officer for promotion to the grade of
rear admiral in the Supply Corps of the United States Naval
Reserve.

This recommendation is based on a selection board that was
approved by the Acting Secretary of the Navy, and forwarded by
the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D.C 20301-1000

{5 APR 93

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESITENT

SURJECT: Navy Flag Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you nominate
rhe officer whose name is on the attached list for appointment to the
grade of rear admiral in the Supply Corps of the United States Naval
Reserve.

This nomination is based on the results cf a selection board
approved by the Acting Secretary of the Navy. This nomination will
not result in the Navy exceeding the authorized strength of flag
officers in an active status in the Naval Reserve.

P . /,._.
William J. Perry -

Attachments



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

-

April 20, 1993 -3 1 P3: 13

MEMORANDUM FOR THE FE;DEHT

FROM:
+DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Major General James A. Fain, Jr., United States Air Force for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general and a
recommendation for his assignment as Commander, Aeronautical
Systems Center, Air Force Materiel Command.

The Deputy Secretary of Defense has also recommended that you
designate the position of Commander, Aeronautical Systems Center,
Air Force Materiel Command, as a position of importance and
responsibility to carry the grade of lieutenant general under the
provisions of title 10, United States Code, section 601.
Consequently, the position of Commander, Aeronautical Systems
Division, Air Force Systems Command, should no longer be
designated as a position of importance and responsibility. Your
signature on the attached memorandum will signify your approval
of this recommendation.

The Deputy Secretary of Defense has waived the joint duty
assignment requirements in the case of General Fain based on his
scientific/technical experience and utilization.

This nomination was staffed by the Acting Secretary of the Air
Force and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20301-1000

15 APR 1932

MEMCRANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you designate
the position of Commander, Aeronautical Systems Center, Air Force
Materiel Command, as a position of importance and responsibility
designated to carry the grade of lieutenant general under the
provisions of title 10, United States Code, section 601.
Consequently, the position of Commander, Aeronautical Systems
Division, Air Force Systems Command, should no longer be designated
as a position of importance and responsibility. Your signature on
this memcrandum will constitute your approval.

I also recommend the duties of Commander, Aeronautical Systems
Center, Air Force Materiel Command, be assigned to Major General
James A. Fain, Jr., and that you nominate him for appointment to the
grade of lieutenant general. General Fain, who is 51 years of age,
is currently serving as Deputy Chief of Staff, Requirements,
Headquarters, Air Force Materiel Command.

In order to carry out the duties and responsibilities of the
proposed assignment, an officer must have demonstrated highly
effective performance in a number of senior leadership positions
involving the acquisition of aeronautical systems, subsystems, and
related equipment. He must also be able to plan and manage advanced
engineering development projects. General Fain meets these
requirements.

The joint duty assignment requirements were waived in the case
of General Fain based on his scientific/technical experience and
utilization. Joint duty requirements do not exist for officers with
scientific/technical qualifications.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 21, 1993 . 2| P§: K

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

e

FROM:
DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Air Force General Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Lieutenant General Gary H. Mears, United States Air Force, for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general on the retired
list.

This recommendation has been staffed by the Acting Secretary of

the Air Force and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you apprcve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20301-1000

£ 7 APR 1933

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Air Force General Cfficer Nomination

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you rominate
Lieutenant General Gary H. Mears, United States Air Force, for
appointment to the grade of lieutenant general cn the retired list.
General Mears, who is 56 years of age, is currently assigned as
Director, Logistics, J-4, Joint Staff.

"/’)"I-.-} (;? /l ‘ I
v \
William J. Perry

Attachments



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 20, 1993

SN p5: 3

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PBE§IB£NT

FROM: —GAUGHAN-
IRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE

SUBJECT: Navy Flag Officer Nomination

Forwarded for your approval and signature is the nomination of
Captain Dennis I. Wright, United States Navy, for appointment to
the grade of rear admiral (lower half).

The nomination is submitted by the Deputy Secretary of Defense
after considering information pertaining to Captain Wright, which
has been provided by the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense
(Military Manpower and Personnel Policy) (TAB A). If you approve
this nomination, the adverse information will be provided to the
Senate Armed Services Committee. :

On January 3, 1992, then President Bush, nominated seven officers
for appointment to the grade of rear admiral (lower half), based
on results of a promotion board approved by the former Secretary
of Defense. The Senate did not act on Captain Wright's
nomination prior to adjournment of the 102d Congress.

This nomination has been staffed by the Acting Secretary of the
Navy and approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense.

Recommendation

That you approve and sign the attached.

Attachment



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON. D C 20301-1000

15 APR 193

MEMCRANDUM FCR THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Navy Flag Officer Nomination

on behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I recommend you nominate
Captain Dennis I. Wright, United States Navy, for appointment to the
grade of rear admiral (lower half) in the United States Navy.

On January 3, 1992, President Bush nominated seven officers for
appointment to the grade of rear admiral (lower half), based on
results of a promotion board approved by the former Secretary of the
sefense. The Senate did not act on Captain Wright’s nomination prior
ro adjournment of the 102d Congress.

I have personally reviewed information concerning Captain Wright
and will provide the information to the White House Military Office
separately. Should you approve this nominaticn recommendation, the
same information will be provided to the Senate Armed Services

[ g I e e
Culllnil L L TCT .

This action will not result in the Navy exceeding the number of
officers authorized to be serving in the grade of rear admiral.

) /

o /'i//': . /

William J. Perry

Attachments
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