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V 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

W.\SHlNGTON 

December 6, 1993 

Dear Norm: 

I c e r t a i n l y enjoyed our t r i p t o Seattle 
together. Our discussion about the 
f e a s i b i l i t y of using commercially derived 
a i r c r a f t t o meet some of our s t r a t e g i c 
a i r l i f t requirements was p a r t i c u l a r l y 
e n l i g h t e n i n g . I hope t h a t my subsequent 
remarks t o the outstanding workers at the 
Boeing p l a n t conveyed my b e l i e f t h a t t h i s 
remains a very v i a b l e o p t i o n . 

Thank you f o r your support on a number of 
very important issues t h a t have come before 
Congress the past several months. I look 
forward t o working w i t h you when you r e t u r n 
from recess t o f i n d the most c o s t - e f f e c t i v e 
and capable way of p r o v i d i n g s t r a t e g i c 
a i r l i f t f o r our Armed Forces. 

Sincerely, 

The Honorable Norman D 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

7>^ 
. Iricks 



THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN ^^'"^^ ^^^^ 

T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

December 4, 1993 ,' .' | \ 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: ANTHONY LAI^J^//^ 
HOWARD PASTER/r 

SUBJECT: L e t t e r from Representative Dicks RE A c q u i s i t i o n of 
Commercially Derived A i r c r a f t 

Purpose 

To respond to a l e t t e r from Representative Norman Dicks of 
Washington i n which he urges you t o consider purchasing Boeing 
747 and 767 a i r c r a f t as p a r t of program t o upgrade and expand our 
s t r a t e g i c a i r l i f t c a p a b i l i t y . 

Background 

Representative Dicks wrote the l e t t e r a t Tab B before he 
accompanied you on your f l i g h t t o Sea t t l e t o attend APEC. A f t e r 
your discussion w i t h him on t h a t f l i g h t , you acknowledged the 
f e a s i b i l i t y of using commercially derived a i r c r a f t t o meet U.S. 
s t r a t e g i c a i r l i f t requirements i n your remarks t o workers a t the 
Boeing p l a n t . The Department of Defense continues t o view t h i s 
as a v i a b l e option i n l i g h t of conti n u i n g problems w i t h the C-17 
a i r c r a f t program. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the l e t t e r t o Representative Dicks a t Tab A. 

Attachments 
Tab A L e t t e r t o Representative Norman Dicks 
Tab B Incoming Correspondence 

cc: Vice President 
Chief of St a f f 



9159 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

November 30, 19 93 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT BELL 

FROM: KEITH HAHN ^ 

SUBJECT: L e t t e r t o the President from Representative Dicks 
RE A c q u i s i t i o n of Commercially Derived A i r c r a f t 

At Tab B Representative Norman Dicks of Washington has w r i t t e n 
the President urging him t o purchase Boeing 747 and 767 a i r c r a f t 
as p a r t of the U.S. s t r a t e g i c a i r l i f t f l e e t . This l e t t e r was 
mailed November 17, before the President's v i s i t t o S e a t t l e . The 
President and Representative Dicks t a l k e d about t h i s subject on 
the f l i g h t t o Seatt l e and the President subsequently i n s e r t e d 
language i n t o h is speech t o Boeing workers. 

The response t o Representative Dicks assures him t h a t we w i l l 
continue t o consider the option of purchasing commercial a i r c r a f t 
t o meet p a r t of our a i r l i f t requirements. The l e t t e r also thanks 
him f o r his recent support on several important congressional 
votes. 

Concurrence by: 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you forward Tab I t o the President 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r the President 

Tab A L e t t e r t o Representative Dicks 
Tab B Incoming Correspondence 



H O U S E O F R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S 

W A S H I N G T O N , D. C. 2 0 5 I 5 

N O R M A N D D I C K S 

W A S H I N G T O N , S I X T H D I S T R I C T 

November 17, 1993 

1̂  

Dear Mr. President: 

I thoroughly enjoyed the chance to v i s i t w i t h 
you while watching Sidwell Friends complete t h e i r 
undefeated f o o t b a l l season. 

I n preparation t o your t r i p to Seattle f o r 
the APEC Conference I want t o bring t o your 
a t t e n t i o n an issue of tremendous importance f o r 
the Puget Sound region. 

The Department of Defense i s c u r r e n t l y g i v i n g 
serious review to a c q u i s i t i o n of commercially 
derived a i r c r a f t t o meet our c r i t i c a l a i r l i f t 
requirements. Undersecretary of Defense John 
Deutch l a s t week v i s i t e d Boeing f a c i l i t i e s i n 
Seattle w ith me to review the p o t e n t i a l t o u t i l i z e 
747 and 767s f o r t h i s mission. We are o p t i m i s t i c 
that a decision on t h i s issue from the Department 
w i l l be coming s h o r t l y , and the Congress has 
provided funding t o i n i t i a t e such a program. 

I sincerely believe t h i s i s an opportunity to 
provide the nation w i t h cost e f f e c t i v e m i l i t a r y 
assets while at the same time providing important 
work that can help avoid f u r t h e r employment 
reductions i n the Puget Sound area. 



I have provided background information on the 
issue to your s t a f f and hope that you w i l l be able 
to give t h i s matter your personal a t t e n t i o n . 

S i n c e r e l y , 

'yfortti 
NORM DICKS 
Member of Congress 

NDD:tlf 

1̂  

The President of the United States 
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Washington, DC 20500 
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United States 
Information 
Agency 

Washington, D.C. 20547 

Office of the Director 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 

December 6, 1993 

Mr. William H. Itoh 
Executive Secretary 
National Security Council 

Mary Ellen C o n n ^ l ^ t ^ ^ 
Executive Secretary 

Draft National Security Strategy 

USIA 

The first National Security Strategy issued by President Clinton is certain to be the 
subject of considerable scrutiny both in the United States and abroad. It offers the 
opportunity to broaden the traditional concept of national security and to define our 
national interests in a world transformed by the changes that have brought to an end 
four decades of Cold War. Through the National Security Strategy, the Administration 
can build the case for the interrelationship of international affairs and our domestic 
well being. At a time when communications technoglogy sends into the living room, 
the kind of information that would have been beamed back only to the White House 
Situation Room in another era, the public needs an explanatory framework for 
understanding the Clinton Administration's policy and approaches. 

Unfortunately, it is our opinion that the November 18 draft of the National Security 
Strategy is not a wholly satisfactory public affairs document. Even at the risk of 
further delaying publication, we urge that a new version be prepared. That text should 
place additional emphasis on the importance of the strategies of "soft power," in a 
period where ideas and values have come to the forefront of human concern. There 
is everywhere a new interest in the civic culture of the United States and the day-to­
day practice of democracy and free enterprise. Long term investments in educational 
and cultural exchange also contribute to national security through the promotion of 
international understanding. 

We look forward to working with you in revising the National Security Strategy. 

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE 



UNCLASSIFIED 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

06-Dec-1993 09:05 EDT 

MEMORANDUM FOR; 

FROM; 

SUBJECT; 

Natalie S. Wozniak 
Donald K. Steinberg 

Robert G. Be l l 
(BELL) 

Detargeting Press Guidance 

( WOZNIAK ) 
( STEINBERG ) 

QUESTION: Is the United States t a l k i n g to Russia about 
detargeting our nuclear missiles, as reported today i n the 
New York Times? 

ANSWER: I n a statement on A p r i l 2 3 on advancing US relations 
with Russia and the other new independent states, the 
President noted: "We are beginning a comprehensive review of 
measures that could enhance strategic s t a b i l i t y , including 
the p o s s i b i l i t y of each side reprogramming i t s nuclear 
missiles so they are not routinely aimed at each other." 
Since A p r i l , we have had on-going, productive talks with 
Russia on t h i s issue, and we hope to conclude them at an 
early date. 

QUESTION: Are you planning an announcement at the Summit? 

ANSWER: I t would be premature to t a l k about whether an 
agreement w i l l be announced i n t h i s area at the Summit since 
we are s t i l l discussing t h i s i n i t i a t i v e with Russia. 

CC: Records 
CC: Steven P. Andreasen 
CC: Rose E. Gottemoeller 

( RECORDS ) 
( ANDREASEN ) 
( GOTTEMOELLER ) 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D C. 20606 

December 7, 1993 

21355 
Redo 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE A / 

FROM: ^ ROBERT BELL Ŷ '̂  ^ 

SUBJECT; Proposed PDD on U.S. Pol i c y on B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e 
Defenses and the Future of the ABM Treaty 

Per your request, r e v i s i o n s t o the proposed PDD on the above 
subject have been made and coordinated w i t h OMB. 

Concurrence: Gordon Adams 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum t o the President a t Tab I . 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum t o the President 

Tab A Proposed PDD 

-•ftECBE'r 
Dec lass i fy on: OADR 

DECLASSIFIED 
„ E.0.13526 

White House Guidelines, Septembfr 11,2006 

SECRET 



-BEGRET-
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

November 29, 1993 

21355 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL ̂  

FROM: STEVEN P. ANDREASEN ̂ jfjA*" 

1'^ 

SUBJECT; Proposed PDD on U.S. Policy on B a l l i s t i c Missile 
Defenses and the Future of the ABM Treaty 

The attached PDD re f l e c t s the decisions taken by the President on 
U.S. policy on b a l l i s t i c missile defenses and the future of the 
ABM Treaty. . » 

Concurrences: Nancy Menan Alan Kreczkor^ 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum to the President 

Tab A Proposed PDD 

DEaASSlFIED 

"SECRBT— 
Declassify on: OADR 



21355 

T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

WASHINGTON 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ANTHONY LAKE 

Proposed PDD on U.S. Pol i c y on B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e 
Defenses and the Future of the ABM Treaty 

Purpose 

To submit f o r your approval a proposed P r e s i d e n t i a l Decision 
D i r e c t i v e (PDD) on U.S. p o l i c y on b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e defenses and 
the f u t u r e of the ABM Treaty. 

Background 

The proposed PDD r e f l e c t s the decisions you have taken on 
P r e s i d e n t i a l Review D i r e c t i v e (PRD)-31, "U.S. Po l i c y on B a l l i s t i c 
M i s s i l e Defenses and the Future of the ABM Treaty." 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the proposed PDD a t Tab A, 

Attachment 
Tab A Proposed PDD 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.O.13526 

White Houne GuidelineH, Sept'J'tg"' 
By_fl^ NARA, Date 

•OECRET 
Declassify on; OADR 

cc: Vice President 
Chief of St a f f 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

W A S H I N G T O N 

PRESIDENTIAL DECISION DIRECTIVE/NSC-

MEMORANDUM FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE 
THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY 
THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
THE SECRETARY OF ENERGY 
DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 
U.S. PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE TO 
THE UNITED NATIONS 

CHIEF OF STAFF TO THE PRESIDENT 
ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR NATIONAL 
SECURITY AFFAIRS 

DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF 
DIRECTOR OF THE ARMS CONTROL AND 
DISARMAMENT AGENCY 

DIRECTOR OF THE OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
POLICY 

SUBJECT: U.S. Policy on B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Defenses and the 
Future of the ABM Treaty 

This P r e s i d e n t i a l Decision D i r e c t i v e establishes and d i r e c t s the 
implementation of U.S. Pol i c y on B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e Defenses (BMD) 
and the Future of the A n t i - B a l l i s t i c M i s s i l e (ABM) Treaty. (^ 

Background 

On A p r i l 26, 1993, P r e s i d e n t i a l Review D i r e c t i v e (PRD)-31 tasked 
a comprehensive examination of U.S. BMD p o l i c y , focusing on the 
f o l l o w i n g three areas: 

The o b j e c t i v e s the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n should pursue as a 
p r i o r i t y i n BMD. (^ 

An assessment of what, i f any, changes i n the ABM Treaty 
should be sought i n l i g h t of these objectives and the 
modalities f o r achieving any changes. 

A strategy f o r pursuing our BMD objectives w i t h Russia and 
wi t h f r i e n d s and a l l i e s . j ( ^ ) 

DECLASSIFIED 
PER E.0.13526 

-gPCRDT / / 
D e c l a s s i f y on: OADR 



SECRET 
The Review was completed by the Interagency Working Group (IWG) 
on Arms Control and forwarded t o the Deputies Committee on 
November 13, 1993. I t was considered by the P r i n c i p a l s Committee 
on November 22, 1993. (̂-Ĉ ) 

U.S. BMD Objectives and Program 

Consistent with the assessment of the ballistic missile threat 
contained in PRD-31, on August 30, 1993, I approved the 
recommendations from the Bottom-Up Review (BUR), including the 
Secretary of Defense's recommendations for a fundamental 
restructuring of BMD programs. J^) 

S p e c i f i c a l l y , the U.S. w i l l pursue a BMD program between FY95 and 
FY99 t h a t w i l l provide f o r : 

Enhanced theater m i s s i l e defense (TMD) c a p a b i l i t y l a t e r t h i s 
decade. (U) 

Maintaining n a t i o n a l m i s s i l e defense (NMD) as a technology 
research and development (R&D) program. (U) 

A modest follow-on technologies (FOT) and research and 
support (R&S) program. (U) 

The TMD programs i d e n t i f i e d i n the BUR w i l l play a key r o l e i n 
minimizing two c r i t i c a l dangers t o U.S. s e c u r i t y : r e g i o n a l 
t h r e a t s t o U.S. i n t e r e s t s and the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of weapons of 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n (WMD). I n general, our TMD forces should: 

Provide h i g h l y e f f e c t i v e p r o t e c t i o n against l i m i t e d t a c t i c a l 
b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e attacks f o r forward deployed and 
concentrated or dispersed expeditionary elements of the 
armed forces of the United States and f o r the f a c i l i t i e s and 
forces of f r i e n d s and a l l i e s of the United States. (U) 

E f f e c t i v e l y p r o t e c t a l l i e d population centers. This 
p r o t e c t i o n could provide the opportunity f o r U.S./allies t o 
execute m i l i t a r y options i n support of n a t i o n a l objectives 
w i t h minimum i n t e r f e r e n c e from enemy m i s s i l e forces. (U) 

ABM Treaty 

Consistent w i t h U.S. BMD programmatic o b j e c t i v e s , the f o l l o w i n g 
w i l l be t h e p o l i c y of the United States w i t h regard t o the ABM 
Treaty. „̂ C5) 

ABM Treaty i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . The Adm i n i s t r a t i o n has already 
informed the Congress t h a t i t w i l l adhere t o the 
t r a d i t i o n a l , or "narrow," i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the ABM Treaty. 
(U) 

NMD ABM Treaty issues; The United States w i l l not seek 
amendments t o the ABM Treaty t o permit (1) expansion of the 
number of ABM s i t e s and ground-based i n t e r c e p t o r s beyond 



those c u r r e n t l y permitted (1 and ICQ, r e s p e c t i v e l y ) , (2) 
development, t e s t i n g or deployment of space-based sensors 
f o r d i r e c t b a t t l e management ( i . e . , s a t e l l i t e s capable of 
s u b s t i t u t i n g f o r ABM radars) or (3) development, t e s t i n g or 
deployment of space-based i n t e r c e p t o r s . The United States 
w i l l , however, reexamine these options i f a decision i s 
taken at some fu t u r e date t o elevate NMD t o an a c q u i s i t i o n 
and deployment program. 

B r i l l i a n t Eyes (BE) ABM Treaty issues: The o b j e c t i v e BE 
space-based sensor system i s not s u f f i c i e n t l y defined t o 
determine i t s ABM Treaty i m p l i c a t i o n s . I f , a t some f u t u r e 
date, the USG concludes t h a t the ABM Treaty would p r o h i b i t 
the o b j e c t i v e BE system, the USG w i l l determine at t h a t time 
whether t o seek changes or redesign the system t o make i t 
consistent w i t h the USG i n t e r p r e t a t i o n of the ABM Treaty. 
However, the United States w i l l not negotiate a t t h i s time 
ABM Treaty amendments or otherwise seek formal agreement t o 
the o b j e c t i v e BE system. 'X̂ .̂ 

Succession: The United States w i l l agree t o negotiate a 
protoco l t h a t w i l l m u l t i l a t e r a l i z e the ABM Treaty, i . e . , t o 
give each of the Bishkek s i g n a t o r i e s , as w e l l as Georgia and 
Azerbaijan the option of becoming p a r t i e s t o the ABM Treaty. 

TMD/ABM c l a r i f i c a t i o n : The requirement f o r robust TMD 
programs has been vali d a t e d as a top p r i o r i t y i n our defense 
planning; thus, ensuring t h a t the ABM Treaty i s updated to 
r e f l e c t changes i n TMD technologies i s more important than 
ever. (U) 

The U.S. w i l l propose to our ABM Treaty partners t h a t f o r 
purposes of determining t r e a t y compliance a TMD system would 
not be deemed to have been "given the c a p a b i l i t y t o counter" 
a s t r a t e g i c b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e (SBM) unless i t had a c t u a l l y 
been tes t e d against an SBM. An SBM would, i n t u r n , be 
defined as having a maximum v e l o c i t y g reater than 5.0 
km/second. T9i*«. 

Linkage: The U.S. w i l l i m p l i c i t l y l i n k our p o s i t i o n s on 
succession and TMD/ABM c l a r i f i c a t i o n . The U.S. w i l l not 
conclude one without the other. "f^^^L^ 

BMD Cooperation 

The U.S. w i l l be prepared t o discuss (1) sharing of b a l l i s t i c 
m i s s i l e e a r l y warning information, (2) planning f o r use of ATBM 
forces and (3) employing technology cooperation t o a s s i s t i n 
f o r g i n g a p o s i t i v e s e c u r i t y r e l a t i o n s h i p between the United 
States and Russia and to serve as p a r t of a general s t r a t e g y to 
address the p r o l i f e r a t i o n of b a l l i s t i c m i s s i l e s and weapons of 
mass d e s t r u c t i o n . The United States w i l l adopt a r e g i o n a l / 
b i l a t e r a l approach t o BMD cooperation i n each of the above three 
areas. X^L)^ 

OCGRET Bf^RPT" 



^EGREj! 4 

In general, the degree to which we are w i l l i n g to share 
technology w i l l depend on the country with which we propose to 
cooperate. In the specific case of Russia, the extent to which 
we would pursue missile defense technology cooperation would 
depend on t h e i r continued progress i n p o l i t i c a l and economic 
reform; adherence to arms control agreements and the Missile 
Technology Control Regime; and a willingness to enter i n t o and 
abide by a b i l a t e r a l agreement on cooperative a c t i v i t i e s . T^i^ 

The United States w i l l , however, l i m i t these cooperative programs 
with Russia i n two important ways: 

F i r s t , the technology development should be generic and not 
involve direct cooperation i n any current U.S. system 
development ( i . e . , j o i n t space sensor technology programs 
should include experiments not t i e d to BE or other 
operational system development) . 

Second, the United States should focus on j o i n t l y developing 
new technology products rather than transferring e x i s t i n g 
technology. Thus, only the carefully controlled U.S. 
technology necessary for specific projects would be 
incorporated into them. 

Our program with Russia w i l l proceed on i t s own merits, although 
the pace of cooperation w i l l be i m p l i c i t l y linked to our a b i l i t y 
to move forward with our own TMD programs. That, i n turn, w i l l 
require a forthcoming response from Russia (and the other New 
Independent States that would be made Party to the ABM Treaty) on 
our TMD/ABM demarcation proposals. "T^^ 

Encouraging other countries to acquire ATBMs, and (as appro­
priate) sharing U.S. technologies permitted by the MTCR, can 
further U.S. security interests i n some regions of the world, 
reduce escalatory tendencies that unchecked offensive m i l i t a r y 
capabilities can create and contribute to U.S. counter-
p r o l i f e r a t i o n e f f o r t s . 

However, potential tensions and tradeoffs exist between pursuing 
missile defenses and l i m i t i n g or preventing p r o l i f e r a t i o n . A 
tension between our BMD e f f o r t s and our nonproliferation goals 
may arise i f and when we need to cooperate with a non-MTCR 
country in the development or sale of missile interceptors. 
Entering into such cooperation could easily put the U.S. in the 
position of engaging in behavior that we would object to -- and 
might have to impose sanctions on -- i f i t were carried out by 
other countries. Thus, the U.S. w i l l s t r i c t l y l i m i t the number 
of non-MTCR states with which such cooperation occurs. T''8«)i.̂  

The Department of Defense and Department of State w i l l formulate 
a specific proposal for (a) early warning, (b) TMD and (c) 
technology cooperation with Russia (and, as appropriate, other 
countries and/or regions) and submit i t to the IWG on Arms 
Control no late r than January 1, 1994. "tS^ 



Negotiating Forum 

The United States w i l l use the SCC as the forum for negotiating 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n s , modifications, state succession and procedural 
applications of the ABM Treaty. Meeting i n the SCC w i l l serve to 
r e a f f i r m the Administration's commitment to the ABM Treaty and 
w i l l constitute a good f a i t h e f f o r t to cooperate with the 
Russians on issues over which they have serious concerns. 

Higher-level p o l i t i c a l discussions should be used to reach broad 
agreement on our basic implementation strategy and to set 
parameters for the SCC sessions to follow. These discussions 
w i l l also be the main forum for a r t i c u l a t i n g to the Russians our 
revised BMD cooperation objectives, supplemented by technical 
discussions in sub-level working groups. TSS^ 

Implementation 

The NSC s t a f f w i l l coordinate the taskings i d e n t i f i e d i n t h i s 
PDD. (U) 
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SUBJECT: 
MILITARY NOMINATION: 31 OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT TO REAR ADMIRAL 

VICE PRESIDENT 

McLARTY 

NEEL 

PANETTA 

BAGGETT 

EMANUEL 

GEARAN 

GERGEN 

GIBBONS 

HALE 

HERMAN 

LAKE 

LINDSEY 

McGINTY 

MYERS 

NUSSBAUM 

ACTION FYI 

• • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

ACTION 

PASTER • 

QUINN • 

RASCO • 

RUBIN • 

SEGAL • 

SEIDMAN • 

STEPHANOPOULOS 

TYSON • 

VARNEY • 

WATKINS • 

WILLIAMS • 

• 

B E L L 

FYI 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

REMARKS: 

Do you have any o b j e c t i o n ? 

RESl^GNSE: 

The N a t i o n a l Security Council s t a f f concurs i n the attached m i l i t a r y 
nominations. 

JOHN D. PODESTA 
Assistant to the President 

and Staff Secretary 
Anthony Lake Ext. 2702 



T H E DEPUTY S E C R E T A R Y O F D E F E N S E 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301-1000 

2 '\ NOV 1993 

.MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: Flag Officer Nomination 

On behalf of the Secretary of Defense, I reconrimend you nominate the 31 officers whose 
names are on the attached list for appointment to the grade of rear admiral (lower half) in the 
United States Navy. These nominations are a result of selection boards I approved on behalf of 
the Secretary of Defense. 

This action will not cause the Nâ y to c.>:ceed the number of officers authorized to be 
serving in the grade of rear admiral (lower halt"). 

William J. Perry 

Attachment 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS HIN GTO N 

November 29, 1993 
• r 1 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE 

FROM: 

^DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE 

SUBJECT: Navy Flag Officer Nomination 

Forwarded for your approval and signature i s a nomination 
containing the names of 31 officers for appointment to the grade 
of rear admiral (lower half) in the United States Navy. 

This recommendation i s based on a selection board that was 
approved by the Deputy Secretary of Defense, for the Secretary. 

Recommendation 

That you approve and sign the attached. 

Attachment 
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OlliE mh'rtz Bouse 
l^ashington 

To the Senate of the United States: j NOMINATE 

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED CAPTAINS IN THE LINE OF THE UNITED STATES 
NAVY FOR PROMOTION TO THE PERMANENT GRADE OF REAR ADMIRAL 
(LOWER HALF), PURSUANT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, 
SECTION 624, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY 
LAW: 

UNRESTRICTED LINE OFFICER 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 
CAPTAIN 

TIMOTHY ROBERT BEARD, IZZ 
DAVID LAWREN BREWER I I I , 
STANLEY WALTER BRYANT, t 
TONEY MICHAEL BUCCHI, 
ROBERT STANLEY COLE, 

(b)(6) 
(b)(6) 

(b)(6) 

WILLIAM WINSTON COPELAND, JR., 
JOHN WILBUR CRAINE, JR., 
JAMES BEATY FERGUSON I I I , 
EDMUND PETER GIAMBASTIANI, JR. 
JOHN JOSEPH GROSSENBACHER, EZI 
JAMES BRUCE HINKLE, I (Ml(̂ ) ~ 

L U.S. NAVY 
I, U.S. NAVY 

D, U.S. NAVY 
, U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 
(h)(fi) ], U.S. NAVY 

U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 

. I (h)(fi) t. U.S. 
(h)(6) I, U.S. NAVY 

(b)(6) 

NAVY 

U.S, 
GORDON STALLINGS HOLDER, 
RICHARD GEORGE KIRKLAND, 
PETER AVARD CHIPMAN LONG, [Z 
MARTIN JULES MAYER, I (h)(6}_ 

(b)(6) 

mm 
U.S. 

BARBARA ELIZABETH MCGANN, 
PATRICK DAVID MONEYMAKER, 
CHARLES WILLIAM MOORE, JR., d 
JOHN BERNARD NATHMAN, I (h)(fi) 

(b)(6) 

NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 
, U.S. NAVY 
NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 

NAVY U.S. 

JOHN BRAMWELL PADGETT III, [_ 
WILLIAM LUND PUTNAM, I (h)(e) 
THOMAS RUSSELL RICHARDS, 
DAVID PUTNAM SARGENT, JR., 
WILLIAM ROBERT SCHMIDT, CZ 
DONALD ALAN WEISS, 

m 

(h)(fi) 
Mm 

Mm 
m 1 
3, U.S. 

Mm u 
J, U.S. NAVY 

1 U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 

U.S. NAVY 
], U.S. NAVY 

NAVY 

1 
U.S. 
NAVY 

[001] 

ENGINEERING DUTY OFFICER 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

CAPTAIN JOHN ANTHONY GAUSS, 
CAPTAIN THOMAS JOHN PORTER, (b)(6) 

U.S. NAVY 
U.S. NAVY 



AEROSPACE ENGINEERING DUTY OFFICER 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

CAPTAIN ROBERT WAYNE SMITH, I (b)(6) I. U.S. NAVY 

SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (CRYPTOLOGY) 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

CAPTAIN HARRY WINSOR WHITON, i (h)(K) 1̂  U.S. NAVY 

SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (INTELLIGENCE) 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

CAPTAIN LOWELL EDWIN JACOBY, I (b)(6) j U.S. NAVY 

SPECIAL DUTY OFFICER (OCEANOGRAPHY) 

TO BE REAR ADMIRAL (LOWER HALF) 

[001] 

CAPTAIN PAUL GOLDEN GAFFNEY I I , I (b)(6) I, U.S. NAVY 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D C. 20506 

December 8, 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR MARC GROSSMAN 
Executive Secretary 
Department of State 

SUBJECT: 

NSC S t a f f 
Member: 

NSC S t a f f Foreign Travel N o t i f i c a t i o n 

E l i s a H a r r i s 

D i r e c t o r f o r N o n p r o l i f e r a t i o n and 
Export Controls 

Purpose of Travel 

TO p a r t i c i p a t e i n the Chemical Wea'pons Convention Preparatory 
Commission plenary. 

ITINERARY: 

Date C i t y 

12/11-19 The Hague 

Country 

Netherlands 

Maior Event/Meeting 

CWC Preparatory 
Commission plenary 

> ^ j v f f i l l i a m 
.̂ Executi 

H. I t o h 
ve Secretary 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL-
WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

December 3, 1993 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR NANCY SODERBERG 

THROUGH: J. ROBERT MANZANARES 

FROM: DANIEL f̂ N̂EMAN/ROBERT BELL"̂ "̂ '""' 

SUBJECT: Travel Request f o r E l i s a H a r r i s , 
The Hague -- December 11-19, 1993 

We would l i k e E l i s a Harris t o attend the Chemical Weapons 
Convention Preparatory Commission meeting i n the Hague the week 
of December 13. Two issues of importance t o the United States 
w i l l be decided at t h i s meeting: I s r a e l i p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the 
Western Group and the Prepcom budget f o r 1994. Ms. Ha r r i s ' 
attendance a t t h i s meeting w i l l strengthen the hand of the U.S. 
dele g a t i o n as i t works t o achieve p o s i t i v e outcomes on these 
issues. ACDA i s i s s u i n g i n v i t a t i o n a l orders t o cover her t r a v e l 
and other expenses f o r the meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the t r a v e l a u t h o r i z a t i o n a t Tab I and the 
memorandum t o Marc Grossman a t Tab I I . 

Approve Disapprove 

Attachments 
Tab I Travel A u t h o r i z a t i o n Form 
Tab I I Memorandum t o State Department 



DATE 12/6/93 

NSC STAFF TRAVEL ADTHORIZATION 

1 . TRAVELER'S NAME: ELISA D. HARRIS 

2 . PURPOSE/EVENT ( Inc lude D a t e s ) : 
CWC Preparatory Commision plenary. 

11 npr ro 19 Dec 

3. ITINERARY (Please Attach Copy of Proposed Itinerary) 
Wash DC to The Hague and return to Wash DC 

DEPARTURE DATE 12/11 RETURN DATE 12/19 
DEPARTURE TIME 5:15p RETURN TIME 9:00am 

MODE OF TRANSPORTATION: 

GOVT. AIR COMMERCIAL AIR xx POV RAIL_ 

OTHER . . 

ESTIMATED EXPENSES: 

TRANSPORTATION PER DIEM OTHER 
TOTAL 

7. WHO PAYS EXPENSES: NSC OTHER XXX 

IF NOT NSC, DESCRIBE SOURCE AND ARRANGEMENTS: _ 
ARMS r.nNTPnT. AND DISARMAMENT AGENCY 

8. WILL FAMILY MEMBER ACCOMPANY YOO: YES N0_ 

IF SO, WHO PAYS FOR FAMILY MEMBER (I f Travel Not Paid By 
Traveler, Describe Source 4 Arrangements): 

9. TRAVEL ADVANCE REQUESTED: $ 

10. REMARKS (Use This Space to Indicate Any Additional Items You 
Would Like to i4>pear on Your Travel Orders) : 

11. TRAVELER' S SIGNATURE: ^ 

12. APPROVALS: Senior Director JO^A^^J/^/-^^--^^^ 

Director of Administration l\, KJLH 

National Security Adviser ^ JtyM-tXC 



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

December 8, 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR; LYNN DAVIS 
Department of State 

ASHTON CARTER 
Department of Defense 

JOHN KELIHER 
Department of Energy 

CRAIG CHELLIS 
Central I n t e l l i g e n c e Agency 

GENERAL MICHAEL RYAN 
J o i n t Chiefs of S t a f f 

JOHN HOLUM 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 

SUBJECT; IWG Meeting on SCC Issues I'S^ 

There w i l l be a meeting of the Arms Control IWG on Friday, 
December 10, from 9:30-11:00 a.m. i n Room 208, t o discuss the 
attached SCC d r a f t guidance cable on succession and TMD/ABM 
demarcation. Agencies should also be prepared t o discuss Russian 
SCC Commissioner Koltunov's ideas on TMD/ABM demarcation, ta b l e d 
i n the SCC on December 7 . " ^ t ^ * ^ 

Names of attendees should be telephoned t o 202-395-3330 no l a t e r 
than COB Thursday, December 9, 1993. (U) 

Robert G. B e l l 
Special A s s i s t a n t t o the President 

and Senior D i r e c t o r f o r Defense 
Policy and Arms Control 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.O.13526 

>OB€nBir"> 
D e c l a s s i f y on: OADR 

White Hou.se GuSn«:Septembe^^^^ 2006 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506 

December 8, 1993 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL 

FROM: STEVEN P. ANDREASEN 

SUBJECT: L e t t e r from Representatives Regarding Nuclear 
Testing 

Representative Kopetski and 77 other Representatives have w r i t t e n 
the President urging him t o continue the U.S. t e s t i n g moratorium 
despite the recent Chinese nuclear t e s t . 

The response from the President notes t h a t we deeply regret the 
recent t e s t by China and are encouraging the Chinese to r e f r a i n 
from f u r t h e r t e s t i n g . The response also notes t h a t the President 
has d i r e c t e d DOE t o take such actions as are needed to put the 
U.S. i n a p o s i t i o n to be able to conduct nuclear t e s t s next year, 
provided the n o t i f i c a t i o n and review conditions of the H a t f i e l d -
Exon-Mitchell Amendment are met i n the Spring of 1994 and notes 
the relevant f a c t o r s upon which the President's u l t i m a t e decision 
on whether to t e s t w i l l be made. The response tracks c l o s e l y 
w i t h the statement released by the White House on October 5 i n 
response to the Chinese t e s t . 

Concurrence: Jeremy Rosne^^^) 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum to the President a t Tab I . 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum t o the President 

Tab A L e t t e r t o Representatives 
Tab B L e t t e r from Representatives 
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THE WHITE H O U S E 

W A S HI N G T O N 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE 
HOWARD PASTER 

SUBJECT: L e t t e r from Representatives Regarding Nuclear 
Testing 

Purpose 

To respond to a l e t t e r from 78 Representatives on nuclear 
t e s t i n g . 

Background 

Representative Kopetski and 77 other Representatives have w r i t t e n 
you urging you to continue the U.S. nuclear t e s t i n g moratorium 
despite the recent Chinese t e s t . 

The response from you notes t h a t we deeply r e g r e t the recent t e s t 
by China and are encouraging the Chinese to r e f r a i n from f u r t h e r 
t e s t i n g . The response also notes t h a t you have d i r e c t e d DOE to 
take such actions as are needed to put the U.S. i n a p o s i t i o n to 
be able to conduct nuclear t e s t s next year, provided the 
n o t i f i c a t i o n and review conditions of the Hatfield-Exon-Mitchell 
Amendment are met i n the Spring of 1994 and notes the relevant 
f a c t o r s upon which your u l t i m a t e decision on whether to t e s t w i l l 
be made. The response tracks c l o s e l y w i t h the statement released 
by the White House on October 5 i n response t o the Chinese t e s t . 

Recommendation 

That you sign the response to the Representatives at Tab A. 

Attachments 
Tab A Le t t e r t o Representatives 
Tab B L e t t e r from Representatives 

cc: Vice President 
Chief of S t a f f 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Dear Mike: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r of October 5 on nuclear t e s t i n g . As 
you know, the People's Republic of China conducted an underground 
nuclear t e s t on October 4, despite the urging of more than 20 
nations, i n c l u d i n g the United States, not t o do so. 

The United States deeply regrets t h i s a c t i o n , and we have urged 
China t o r e f r a i n from f u r t h e r nuclear t e s t s and t o j o i n the other 
nuclear powers i n a global moratorium. Such a moratorium w i l l 
c o n t r i b u t e to the achievement of the Administration's goal of 
completing a Comprehensive Test Ban (CTB) Treaty by 1996, 
consistent w i t h the Hatfield-Exon-Mitchell Amendment passed by 
Congress l a s t f a l l and signed by President Bush. 

In response to the Chinese t e s t , I have d i r e c t e d the Department 
of Energy to take such a c t i o n as i s needed to put the United 
States i n a p o s i t i o n to be able t o conduct nuclear t e s t s next 
year, provided the n o t i f i c a t i o n and review conditions of the 
Hatfield-Exon-Mitchell Amendment are met i n the Spring of 1994. 
My u l t i m a t e decision on whether to t e s t w i l l be based on 
fundamental U.S. n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y i n t e r e s t s , t a k i n g i n t o 
account: (1) the c o n t r i b u t i o n f u r t h e r t e s t s would make to 
improving the safety and r e l i a b i l i t y of the U.S. arsenal i n 
preparation f o r a CTB; (2) the extent to which China and others 
have responded to the U.S. appeal f o r a g l o b a l moratorium on 
t e s t i n g ; (3) progress i n the CTB n e g o t i a t i o n s ; and (4) the 
i m p l i c a t i o n s of f u r t h e r U.S. nuclear t e s t s on our broader 
n o n p r o l i f e r a t i o n o b j e c t i v e s . I have also asked A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
o f f i c i a l s t o begin consultations w i t h Congress and our a l l i e s on 
these issues. 

F i n a l l y , I am pleased t o note t h a t , f o r the f i r s t time, the F i r s t 
Committee of the United Nations General Assembly approved l a s t 
month by consensus a r e s o l u t i o n advocating a global t r e a t y t o ban 
a l l nuclear weapon t e s t s . The United States was a p r i n c i p a l 
co-sponsor of the r e s o l u t i o n . Our b i l a t e r a l c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h 
the other nuclear states on the o r g a n i z a t i o n and conduct of CTB 
negotiations also have been very successful, and we have made 
progress i n the Conference on Disarmament (CD) t o confer a 



n e g o t i a t i n g mandate on the CD's Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear 
Testing. While we s t i l l have some important procedural matters 
to resolve, I am confident t h a t we w i l l be able to begin the CTB 
negotiations i n January 1994. 

The Honorable Michael J. Kopetski 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
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October 15, 1993 

The Honorable William J . Clinton 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

We are writing to express our support for continuation of the U.S. 
nuclear testing moratorium, despite the recent Chinese nuclear test. 

Earlier this year, you determined that U.S. national security interests 
were best served by a vigorous effort to control the spread of nuclear 
weapons, technology, and materials. Central to this effort are negotiation of 
a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (CTBT), Indefinite extension of the 
Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT), and greater controls over the proliferation of 
weapons-grade material and ballistic missile technology ~ all of which we 
strongly support. 

Now that the Chinese have conducted a nuclear test, however, we 
know there will be individuals in and out of the government who will be 
calling for a tit-for-tat response: a U.S. test for a Chinese test. In our 
view, this makes no sense. If a Chinese test harms U.S. efforts to achieve 
its policy goals in this area, a U.S. test would make achievement of our 
objectives even more difficult. And there is still no compelling reason for 
tests to improve the safety and reliability of the U.S. nuclear arsenal. 

We applaud your statement condemning the Chinese test. In addition, 
we believe the United States should announce its intention to continue the 
moratorium, urge other nuclear powers to desist from further testing, and 
finally, declare its commitment to the rapid conclusion of a CTBT. 

Thank you for your attention to our request. We look forward to 
working with you on this vital matter. 

Sincerely, 

Martin Olav Sabo Michael J . Kopetski 

BarnH^ Frank 

THIS PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIBERS - PLEASE RECYCLE 
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T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

October 25, 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH 
NSC Executive Secretariat 

FROM: HOWARD PASTER] 

SUBJECT: Presidential Correspondence 

Attached are copies of letters sent to the President from 
various members of Congress. 

Since these letters address national security issues, we 
would appreciate your assistance in having drafts written. 

Thank you very much for your assistance. I f you have any 
questions, please feel free to c a l l LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500. 

The following i s a brief description of the letters: 

1) John Conyers (D-MI), concerning Haiti; 

^^2) Martin Olav Sabo (D-MN) and others, concerning nuclear 
testing moratorium; 

3) Louise Slaughter (D-NY), concerning medical aid for 
Bosnia; 

4) Charlie Rangel (D-NY), concerning Haiti; 

5) Conrad Burns (R-MT), concerning Russian exports of 
aluminum; 

6) Tom Foglietta (D-PA), concerning death of Alicia Yvette 
Nunez and negligent medical treatment in Dominican 
Republic. 

Attachments 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 
VAX_MAIL@OEOB 
P0NEMAN@A1@OEOB 
KRIST0FF@A1@0E0B 
ANDREASENQAlOOEOB 

FROM: White House Situation Room 
(WHSR@A1@WHSR) 

SUBJECT: AUSTRALIAN CONCERN ABOUT DOE REVELATIONS 

<DIST> 
SIT: ANDREASEN KRISTOFF PONEMAN VAX 
<PREC> 
PRIORITY 
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T H E WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 10, 1993 

Dear Senator Specter: 

Thank you f o r your kind note about the 
Pitt s b u r g h health care speech and f o r your ideas 
f o r the redevelopment of the Philadelphia Navy 
Yard. I appreciate your comments and I share 
your concern about the f u t u r e of the Yard. 

I understand the C i t y of Philadelphia has made 
s u b s t a n t i a l progress i n developing a re-use plan 
f o r the f a c i l i t i e s a t the Shipyard. I am 
hopeful t h a t a v i a b l e plan t h a t enjoys the 
support of Mayor Rendell and the congressional 
delegation w i l l be presented t o the Pentagon 
soon so t h a t l a s t year's $50 m i l l i o n 
a p p r o p r i a t i o n can be disbursed. I know 
Secretary Aspin, Deputy Secretary Perry and 
Secretary of the Navy Dalton a l l are eager to 
see the quick and successful conversion of the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard and are ready to work 
w i t h you and your colleagues. 

I am aware of Deputy Secretary Perry's recent 
l e t t e r t o you, and I f u l l y endorse his 
commitment to support Philadelphia i n i t s 
redevelopment plan. I am very much encouraged 
by your recent statement w i t h Mayor Rendell 
r e p o r t i n g a u n i f i e d approach t o the c i t y ' s re­
use plan. Thank you again f o r sharing your 
views w i t h me. 

i n c e r e l y , 

The Honorable Arlen Specter 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN 
/ a. / 3 

December 9, 1993 ' 4 : ( I 
ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRE3^jpNT 

FROM: ANTHONY L A ^ J ^ . 
ROBERT RUBIN 
HOWARD PASTER^ 

SUBJECT: 

Purpose 

L e t t e r from Senator Specter RE: Philadelphia 
Naval Shipyard 

To respond t o Senator Specter's l e t t e r regarding the f u t u r e use 
of the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard. His l e t t e r followed h i s 
November 3 t r i p w i t h you t o P i t t s b u r g h . 

Background 

The Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, employing about 12,000, was 
ordered closed i n the 1991 round of base closings. I t w i l l 
complete i t s l a s t major c a r r i e r overhaul i n September 1995. 

Federal agencies have provided about $3.5 m i l l i o n t o date t o 
a s s i s t i n redevelopment planning. As you know, the c l o s i n g has 
been very c o n t r o v e r s i a l : a s i n g l e l o c a l re-use o r g a n i z a t i o n and 
plan has not emerged; Senator Specter has led a s u i t against the 
fe d e r a l government t h a t charges the Navy conspired t o close the 
base by pro v i d i n g incomplete and inaccurate in f o r m a t i o n ; and $50 
m i l l i o n appropriated l a s t year f o r the Shipyard has yet t o be 
released by DoD f o r lack of an acceptable re-use plan and 
p r o j e c t s . 

In h is l e t t e r to you (Tab F) Senator Specter proposed 
e s t a b l i s h i n g a t r i - s t a t e Regional Development A u t h o r i t y 
overseeing a f e d e r a l l y funded National Maritime and I n d u s t r i a l 
Center. Specter p u b l i c l y c r i t i c i z e d Mayor Rendell's approach as 
too narrow and as "throwing i n the towel" (Tab B). 

The Mayor's Commission, which includes most l o c a l Members of 
Congress and broad r e g i o n a l r e p r e s e n t a t i o n , met on November 29 
and i s c u r r e n t l y f i n a l i z i n g i t s d r a f t re-use strategy and plan 
f o r s u b m i t t a l t o DoD by the end of December. DoD's O f f i c e of 
Economic Adjustment has been encouraged by the Commission's 
recent e f f o r t s , which would use some public, investment t o 
leverage l a r g e r p r i v a t e investment t o b<inv&j4. the Shipyard i n t o a 
maritime and i n d u s t r i a l center w i t h diverse enterprises and 
employment o p p o r t u n i t i e s . Mayor Rendell's recent l e t t e r t o you 
(Tab C) sets f o r t h some of hi s near-term o b j e c t i v e s . 

cc: Vice President 
Chief of S t a f f 



Government o f f i c i a l s t h a t have met w i t h Philadelphia o f f i c i a l s 
and Members of Congress have c o n s i s t e n t l y stressed the importance 
of a u n i f i e d l o c a l e f f o r t and redevelopment plan. On November 17 
DepSecDef Perry sent Senator Specter the l e t t e r a t Tab D 
encouraging the Senator to work w i t h Mayor Rendell's Commission 
in s ubmitting a u n i f i e d re-use plan to DoD f o r a c t i o n . 

Most r e c e n t l y , Senator Specter and Mayor Rendell released a j o i n t 
statement on November 30 (Tab E) claiming harmony i n t h e i r two 
approaches, both on the re-use plan and i n continuing the 
l a w s u i t . I t i s s t i l l too soon t o t e l l i f t h i s w i l l r e s u l t i n 
meaningful progress i n the development of a u n i f i e d redevelopment 
plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the proposed response a t Tab A which thanks Senator 
Specter f o r his memorandum and follows-up on B i l l Perry's c a l l 
f o r a u n i f i e d Philadelphia re-use plan, and which expresses your 
encouragement regarding his recent j o i n t statement w i t h Mayor 
Rendell. You should not comment upon the Specter l a w s u i t pending 
before the Supreme Court. 

Attachments 
Tab A L e t t e r to Senator Specter 
Tab B Philadelphia I n q u i r e r a r t i c l e 
Tab C Mayor Rendell l e t t e r t o the President 
Tab D DepSecDef Perry L e t t e r t o Specter 
Tab E Specter/Rendell J o i n t Statement 
Tab F Incoming Correspondence 



Specter 
blasts report 
on shipyard 
The senator criticized jJ<«. 
the city's "doomsday ^--^ 
scenario." He is suing to 
keep the yard open. , , / 

BFAmyS-BoseiilMrK ' 
tNoirransTArpuiUTin 

VS. Sen. Arleo Specter had busb 
words yeslotUiy for • dty report 
concluding ibat there «rlll be no fed­
eral baUout Qt the Philadelphia Na­
val SbipTard. which ia schednleit to 
close in 19Mi, 

He to differ. 
"We beUeve there is a raaUsUc 

chance to keep the Navy cqien 
and ke^ the work coming in." Ŝpec-
ter said at a news ooaJereoce io his' 
PhilodeliAia pffice. 

* ê do not need to issue a repon 
that sav» we're thrpwjng >n tllfi tnw-
eL This appnuK^ is polealiaUy disss-
trow." 

Tbe Rendell administration report, 
which will be presented tmnorrow to 
tbe mayors omimlssioo on the shlp: 
yard's future, warns that the only 
hope for tbe 5.300 shipyard workers 
is private investment and retraining. 
' Specter said such a "doomsday aoe-

nario" Jeopardised his efforts to 
draw more government work to tbe 
alilpyanl and explore the possiblUty 

See StOPVMa on B2 

Specter blasts report, 
says it may hurt effort 
to keep shipyard open 
, ^ SHIPtUD from Bt 

of a Joint pobli&prlvate investment 
"It undercuts our aUlity to negoti­

ate with the Department of Defense " 
he said. "If we've given np bme. wlwr 
should they fninil axpectations that 
are nonexisteuL" 

He also said that thedt/s report 
oould affect the optcome of the law­
suit to overturn the Bush administra­
tion's decision to dose the nation^ 
oldest ^IpyanL The lawsnlt te be-
fon; the U5. Supreme Court 

%»ectw {R.. Pa ). U.S. Reps: Curt 
Wddon {R..Pa.) and Robert R An­
drews (D., N J.). and union orndals 
have sued the federal government, 
contending that tbe Navy rigged tbe 
bas&ckkUng process by snp|Hr«alBg 
evidence from its own experts that 
the shipyard be kept open. 

Specter aaid fiiat hi. IUMI «p»^^ 
with President Oloton about the sfaS" 
gra ana MM jfa, haidenr ^ 
y r w l to get Involved in the issue. He 
has also spoKen with tbe secrtfaiy of 
the Navy, who he said cKpressed an 
interest ia working rat an amnge-
ment 10 keep the Navy yaird opoi with; 
some goveminent work and some pri­
vate work. Specter wrote in a letter to 
Mayor Renddl oo behalf of iiii^i^Hf 
Wekhm Old Andrews 

"There Is a strong posslUUty of 
future work from the Navy." Specter 
wrote to Rendell ia the letter, re­
leased yesterday. Tto state the con­

trary is to articttlate a self-fnlfUlliu; 
praiAecy.'' . ^ 

David L Cohen, the m r̂or's chief 
of staff, said yesterday that the diy 
had coodudied that there was "no 
'cbance" the Navy would cootlnae to 
send work io the abipy«d at the 
levd 11 has done io the past 

Ev« if the Navy continued to send 
some work here, Cohen said, Uie 
bulk of the Jobs could only be saved 
through private investment. ' 

"We tbe dty have reached the con-
duslon that it wonld now be reckless 
to count on the govemmeDt to be the 
sole eaptayer at the Navy yard," Co-
tea said. "We cannot put all our eggs 
lo a government basket. 

"We have to have aa altemaUve 
plan where we have private employ­
ment ia <Htler to generate Jobs." 

Future w p̂osed naaa for the larg­
er manufacturing site In the region 

MJ?*"* that cotUd employ up to 
i m workers. Other USM anaiSirt 
la the reyortlitclwde a oational mari­
time research center, manniacturimt 
Plantt warehouses and rtffl^ T S 
Navy plans to keq» 500 acres of the 
faculty mid rdlnqaish 900 acres. 

Although Specter cmplaiaed to re-
iwrters that the m ŷor lud not re­
turned his call of yesterday momlog, 
Cohen said Specter and his staff had 
known about the report for several 
weeks. 



C I T Y O F P H I L A D E L P H I A 
OFRCe OF THE MAYOR 
ROOM 218 CITY HALL I0WA80 0. RCN06LL 
PHIUOELPHIA. PENNSYLVANIA 18107-3296 "^^^^ 
(21S) 660-21S1 
FAX (215) 6M-2170 

November 14, 1993 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

As we discussed last nioht, attaeh-d - n n 

w^^::^/i^^:srsjiii vTi^^i^^ 
r«»ii^!)V*^^"^"5"*'^^?'' »^ility to these proposals a 
A l ^ l v*rie». depending on the proposal. For exaSple the 
?NsSJ) V the Naval Surface WarlJ?? CeAtS 
(NSWC) headquarters would have to go through BRAC '95 i t maV— 
sense to consolidate these f a c i l i t i e s at the P h i l a d e W a N^v^" 

u r b S r c L t Z r ^ ? ; ; '̂'"̂ ^ ̂ •^P economiciuy gaiS hJt urban center; (2) a good portion of the Mswc ia 
in Philadelphia; and^3) ! t would ful'fJu'^he'goJi^J^LfpJ'r h. 
V r l ' l l d-gree, make up for the loss of economic a c ? i v i t ^ 
from the closing of the Shipyard. You could not absolutelv 
guarantee to do this, but i f the Department of Defense 
recommended that this consolidation take place at thJpNSY th.r. 
i s an excellent chance that i t would occur '̂̂ /̂ ê '̂̂ SY, ther. 



The President 
November 14, 1993 
Page 2 

Also in this category, the Defense Finance and Accounting 
Service (DFAS) was put out for competition by tha Defense 
Department, outside of the BRAC process. When he took office. 
Secretary Aspin called the whole competition off. Clearly, for 
the same reasons cited above, relocating DFAS to tha Philadelphia 
Naval Shipyard makes abtindant good sense and would be part of an 
overall conversion strategy. The scune principle would apply to 
the Na-vy committing the USS Seattle and USS Saratoga to our 
Shipyard without competition. 

The second category of proposals involves new i n i t i a t i v e s 
which we believe could be ordered by the DoD where there has been 
no competition already tindertaken. Two excellent examples of 
this arei the National Maritime and Industrial Center (which 
would be set up only i f the National Shipbuilding I n i t i a t i v e 
passes tha Congress), and the proposal for asbestos removal and 
scrapping of the ships. These are two new i n i t i a t i v e s which 
could be given to the PNSY and would have a great impact in 
preserving some of the jobs of the existing workforce. 

The third area involves grant money. Our proposals request 
a significant outlay of federal monies in the area of technology 
grants and job training. Although these requests are f a i r l y 
substantial, they are also r e a l i s t i c , i f any real, successful 
conversion i s to take place. 

Lastly, throughout the entire conversion process, the Navy 
has the right to make certain decisions which would have a 
tremendous economic impact on our efforts. Examples of these are 
the decisions which have to be made as to selling excess property 
to the City or leasing retained property for use by the City. 
Clearly, a decision by the Navy to do these things quickly, axxd 
at minimal cost, would be most beneficial to us. 

Obviously, this i s a f u l l shopping l i s t . However, I do not 
believe i t i s an unrealistic one, i f economic conversion ie to 
truly have a chance at success. I think putting some or a l l of 
these things in a package would be extremely attractive to 
Congressman Weldon and our own delegation. You can obviously 
contact Congressman Weldon directly, or I would be happy to act 
as a catalyst to get him, our delegation, and Congresswoman 
Marjorie Margolies Mezvinsky together with you for a meeting on 
Monday or Tuesday. 
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The President 
November 14, 19^3 
A'aga 3 

Thanks again i 

Sincerely yours. 

i ^ J f =• WENDELL 

EGR/se 

Attachment 
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P h l L d a l p h i . , " ; T NSWO/Crderoclc DivUlon -

cover.d by BRAC f M ^ S H i ^ i ^ ; " ' " i U t i . . w . r . not 

Act ivi ty , and Kaval shLh! ,??!? i """Ouroaa Support 

Off ice , at P h i l ^ : ? | t j : ; * „ S ; ; J = S « l - S for Alteration. 

h « d ^ i j j ~ ° ™ % ? o n . o l i d a t i o n of the NSWC 
Realignment Commission (BRAC) 

capability. •̂̂ '̂ '-dy has extensive asbestos-removal 

p'iSJr "..tr̂ ttVUli l: -.ttie 
decommission the USS 3.̂ !.. '̂̂ ^ f a c i l i t y to 

iJSt̂ -:̂  —• ---̂ ŝ i;??ê :: 5:p̂?e;sir;u?̂^̂^̂^̂^ 
s:pp%^rt'^iij2;^^^^^^^^ or the Defense Personnel 
Defense Finance and SccoSJJ^^ e^**^f^ *" -^te for tSe 
The ccBp-tition fS? the S?AS L ? ! " ^ ^ ? ' ^?^^^^ consolidltion 
by Secretary Aspin and i s beina r-r^ * ? ? ^ * " * <'*ll«<i of? 

p:o-::i.-—- - SSr̂^̂Avê:,.. 
R:?n^:^^:^JS*J:Jj^^ - l - n Technology 
funding or other^'JSdinS i o S J c r ^ i T • through ARPA 
•nable existing DoD c o n J r l c ? ^ ! \ P»̂ «>posals w i l l 
markets and promote ^ J o C S i S J " d j ^ - f - i f y into commercial 
worker, in the prl^aJe^ieJ^or *̂ PP«'*=̂ ities for PNaF 



7. 

Provide adequate funding for PNSY'a Hofe i.,.-4-4 

Center would be a eenier for research JJd i " ' * Industrial 

cc,t. „d a,ree»ent So en^i'SLfn^afJii^iTSp*^ Z^'^^" 

TQ/se 
11/14/93 
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THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINttTON.O.C. ZOaOl 

November 17. 1993 
Honorable Arlen Specter 
United States Senate 
303 Han Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Spector 

Thank you for vour rmt̂ t — 
the Philadelphia Nav J '° "̂ ^̂  » discuss the reuse .ff^ . 

One of the things that I have hm̂  • 

""S^toi* I can to Mdst lhe prople of PhiSip^I ^ ««»«n>eni u«t i S d o 

Sincerely, 

William J. Perry 

u 



SEN. SPECTER & MAYOR RENDELL ISSUE JOINT STATEMENT ON THE 
PHILADELPHIA NAVAL SHIPYARD 

Philadelphia, PA, November 30*****p.m. Senator Arlen Specter 
and Mayor Edward Rendell today issued the f o l l o w i n g j o i n t 
statement regarding t h e i r p o s i t i o n s on the f u t u r e of the 
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard: 

"To d i s p e l any notion t h a t there i s any r e a l d i f f e r e n c e i n 
approach between Mayor Ed Rendell and Senator Arlen Specter on 
the f u t u r e of the Philadelphia Navy Yard, t h i s j o i n t statement i s 
being issued: 

1. Both agree t h a t maximum e f f o r t s should be made t o b r i n g 
as much work as possible from the Department of Defense, 
i n c l u d i n g the Department of the Navy t o the Philadelphia Navy 
Yard. 

2. Both agree t h a t a comprehensive community re-use plan 
should be developed as soon as possible f o r the u l t i m a t e 
conversion of the Navy Yard which would incorporate the st r a t e g y 
o u t l i n e d i n the "Naval Base Conversion I n i t i a t i v e " and such 
supplements as may be added by members of the Congressional 
delegation w i t h the agreement of the C i t y w i t h f e d e r a l monetary 
assistance and p r i v a t e investment t o create a n a t i o n a l maritime 
and i n d u s t r i a l center which would draw on Department of Defense 
work as w e l l as p r i v a t e s h i p b u i l d i n g and ship r e p a i r . 

3. Both agree t h a t the l a w s u i t (Senator Arlen Specter v. 
Secretary of the Navy John Dalton) should be prosecuted by the 
p l a i n t i f f s t o the maximum extent t o i n v a l i d a t e the closure order 
of the Navy Yard f o r the reasons set f o r t h i n the l e g a l papers 
and/or t o provide leverage i n ne g o t i a t i o n s w i t h the f e d e r a l 
government to obtain the best possible settlement f o r the f u t u r e 
of the Navy Yard. 

4. Both agree t h a t a u n i f i e d approach should be presented 
among the C i t y of Phil a d e l p h i a , the Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
Delaware Congressional delegations, and the p l a i n t i f f s i n the 
l a w s u i t , i n c l u d i n g representatives of the working men and women 
at the Navy Yard, and the Governors of Pennsylvania, New Jersey 
and Delaware, t o promote the best f u t u r e i n t e r e s t s of the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard f o r the b e n e f i t of the working men and 
women employed there and the region generally." 

*************** 
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lanited States Senate 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-6025 

November 4, 1993 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Thank you very much f o r i n v i t i n g me t o j o i n 
you and the F i r s t Lady on your t r i p t o P i t t s b u r g h 
yesterday. 

As you requested, I am enclosing a memo on 
pr o j e c t e d f u t u r e use of the Philadelphia Navy 
Yard. These ideas have o r i g i n a t e d from many 
sources and doubtless others w i l l want t o 
supplement i t before we discuss the matter 
f u r t h e r ; but i t i s a s t a r t i n g p o i n t . 

So t h a t p o t e n t i a l l y i n t e r e s t e d p a r t i e s may 
be informed, I am sending a copy of t h i s l e t t e r 
and the memorandum t o the Secretary of Defense, 
the A ttorney General, the Secretary of Navy, the 
As s i s t a n t Attorney General f o r the C i v i l 
D i v i s i o n , the S o l i c i t o r General, Mayor Rendell 
and a l l Members of the Pennsylvania, New Jersey 
and Delaware Congressional Delegations. 

S i n c e ^ l y , 

UU-
Arlen Specter 

P.S. I am sending t h i s by t e l e f a x so you can 
have i t as promptly as possible. 

Enclosure 
AS/ml 



flnitol States Senate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20610 

MEMORANDUM November 4, 1993 

TO: The President 
FROM: Arlen Specter 

RE: Conversion Plan To Make The Philadelphia Navy Yard A National Maritime and Industrial Center 

Following up on our discussion yesterday concerning the Philadelphia Navy Yard, I suggest the following: 

1. To carry out your Administration's programs on defense conversion, DoD should assist a tri-state (Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Delaware) Regional Redevelopment Authority to establish on the site of the Philadelphia Navy Yard a National 
Maritime and Industrial Center which would bid on DoD and private shipbuilding and ship repair. This Authority 
would seek private investment and would look to future industrial initiatives such as modular ship construction, next 
generation ship propulsion, dual use ships, environmentally sound ships and ship yards and nonmaritime industrial 
activities. 

2. Your Administration should modify the plan to mothball the Yard and should instead allow the dry docks and 
industrial assets there to be used by the Authority. It is unfair to the City to keep these valuable premises off the tax 
roles and to preclude the use of the land for other productive purposes. On other base closures, the land may 
customarily be used to generate jobs and taxes. In addition, the dry docks £md industrial eissets would be better 
preserved by such use. 

3. Your Administration should encourage awarding of Navy maintenance and repair contracts, on a competitive basis, to 
the Philadelphia Navy Yard where such work can be completed prior to the scheduled closing date. 

4. Before the scheduled closing date, the Authority should be able to bid on private commercial shipbuilding, repair work 
and other commercial industrial projects. 

5. After the closure date, the Authority should be able to bid on all Navy work, on a competitive basis, just like Navy f flip 
yards. 

6. Your Administration should support the Authority during the transition period with the maximum conversion grants 
possible under existing law and future congressional appropriations; and consideration should be given for further 
fmancial assistance to the Authority for some portion of the $574 million now estimated to close the Yard and the 
biUion dollar plus figure which is estimated for complete environmental clean up. 

THE PENDING LAW SUIT 

As we discussed yesterday, I suggested that there is at least some value to the Administration in avoiding the risk of 
litigation in the case of Arlen Specter v. Secretary Garrett now pending in the Supreme Court. This case arguably would not 
set a precedent on other base closures because it is only one where ranking DoD officials have flagrantly failed to comply with 
the Base Closure Act's requirements that all information must be turned over to Congress and GAO. The Navy wdthheld reports 
from Admirals Claman and Hekman that the Philadelphia Navy Yard should be kept open albeit, downsized. That concealment 
violates due process of law by depriving us of critical evidence necessary for a fair hearing. 

A very distinguished panel of judges of the 3rd Circuit has twice held that there should be judicial review of the 
decision to close the Yar d. This case is unlike Franklin v. Massachusetts, rehed upon by govenunent lawyers, which precluded 
judicial review after a Presidential decision. In our case, the Commission made the individual decision to close the Philadelphia 
Navy Yard as well as the individual decisions on all the other bases and the President and Congress were limited to accepting 
or rejecting the total package. 

Lawyers will argue about the likely outcome, but I believe all will agree that it is advisable to avoid the cost of 
litigation and there is at least some risk to the goverimient on a Supreme Court decision which could limit the Base Closure Act 
generally. In any event, a plan which looks to future jobs and productivity is vastly nreferablemore litigation. 
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON. D C 20506 

December 1 , 1993 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL 

FROM: STEVEN R. JONES 

SUBJECT: L e t t e r t o the President from Senator Specter 
RE: Philadelphia Naval Shipyard 

Senator Arlen Specter (R-PA) has w r i t t e n the President (Tab F) 
regarding the f u t u r e use of the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard. His 
l e t t e r f o l l o w s his November 3 t r i p t o Pi t t s b u r g h w i t h the 
President. 

The Philadelphia Navy Base was ordered closed i n the 1991 round 
of base closings. The closure and redevelopment involves 
disposal of the 900 acre Naval S t a t i o n and leasing of the 500 
acre Shipyard. The Philadelphia Shipyard c u r r e n t l y employs 
12,000 d i r e c t l y , i n c l u d i n g 5200 shipyard workers. The Shipyard 
i s scheduled t o complete i t s l a s t major c a r r i e r overhaul (U.S.S. 
John F. Kennedy) i n September 1995. 

The Departments of Defense, Commerce and Labor have been 
pr o v i d i n g grants (about $3.5M t o date) t o a s s i s t i n redevelopment 
planning. The c l o s i n g , however, has been very c o n t r o v e r s i a l : a 
si n g l e l o c a l re-use o r g a n i z a t i o n and plan has not emerged; 
Senator Specter sued the f e d e r a l government and charged t h a t the 
Navy conspired t o close the base by p r o v i d i n g incomplete and 
inaccurate information (the case comes before the Supreme Court 
next ye a r ) ; and $50 m i l l i o n appropriated by Congress l a s t year 
f o r the Shipyard has yet t o be released by DoD f o r lack of an 
acceptable re-use plan and p r o j e c t s . 

In his l e t t e r t o the President, Senator Specter proposed 
e s t a b l i s h i n g a t the Philadelphia Navy Yard s i t e a t r i - s t a t e 
Regional Development A u t h o r i t y overseeing a National Maritime and 
I n d u s t r i a l Center. This center would be i n i t i a l l y c a p i t a l i z e d 
w i t h f e d e r a l funds. Specter's proposal was developed separate 
from the plans of Mayor Rendell's Commission on Economic 
Development, and on Nov 28 Specter p u b l i c l y c r i t i c i z e d the 
Rendell approach as a "doomsday scenario" and as "throwing i n the 
towel." (Tab B) Specter c a l l e d f o r more expansive goals and 
fe d e r a l presence i n the new shipyard and i n d u s t r i a l center. 

The Mayor's Commission, which includes most l o c a l Members of 
Congress and broad r e g i o n a l representation from the t r i - s t a t e 
area, met on November 29 and i s c u r r e n t l y f i n a l i z i n g i t s d r a f t 
re-use strate g y and plan f o r s u b m i t t a l to DoD by the end of the 



year. DoD's O f f i c e of Economic Adjustment has been encouraged by 
the Commission's recent e f f o r t s which would use Shipyard assets 
v i a lease and convert the Shipyard i n t o a maritime and i n d u s t r i a l 
center, based on some p u b l i c investment t o leverage large p r i v a t e 
investment. 

The City's goal i s to create diverse enterprises and employment 
o p p o r t u n i t i e s . The Ci t y has sought ARPA Technology Reinvestment 
Project funding along these l i n e s . Mayor Rendell's l e t t e r t o the 
President a t Tab C sets f o r t h near-term assistance goals t h a t 
would c o n t r i b u t e toward the City's s t r a t e g y . 

Various members of the Philadelphia delegation have met w i t h 
Secretary Aspin e a r l i e r t h i s year, w i t h NSC s t a f f and more 
r e c e n t l y w i t h NEC s t a f f . Our message has c o n s i s t e n t l y stressed 
the importance of a u n i f i e d l o c a l e f f o r t and redevelopment plan. 

On November 17 DepSecDef Perry sent Senator Specter the l e t t e r a t 
Tab D encouraging Senator Specter t o work w i t h Mayor Rendell's 
Commission i n submitting a u n i f i e d re-use plan to DoD f o r a c t i o n . 

Most r e c e n t l y . Senator Specter and Mayor Rendell released a j o i n t 
statement on November 30 (Tab E) claiming harmony i n t h e i r two 
approaches. I n the statement. Specter and Rendell pledge 
agreement on both the re-use plan i n prosecuting the pending 
l a w s u i t . I t i s s t i l l too soon t o determine i f t h i s w i l l r e s u l t 
i n meaningful progress on a u n i f i e d redevelopment plan. 

The proposed response t o Senator Specter thanks him f o r his 
memorandum, follows-up on B i l l Perry's c a l l f o r a u n i f i e d 
Philadelphia re-use plan, and expresses our encouragement 
regarding the recent j o i n t statement by Specter and Rendell. 
The President should not comment upon the Specter l a w s u i t pending 
before the Supreme Court. 

Ŝ UHJt- ^<W^ 
Concurrences by: Jeremy Rosner, Alan Kreczko, David Lane, 

Keith Hahn 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you send the j o i n t memo w i t h Howard Paster and Bob Rubin t o 
the President (Tab I ) recommending his signature at Tab A. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r the President 

Tab A L e t t e r t o Senator Specter 
Tab B Philadelphia I n q u i r e r a r t i c l e 
Tab C Mayor Rendell l e t t e r t o President 
Tab D DepSecDef Perry L e t t e r t o Specter 
Tab E Specter/Rendell J o i n t Statement 
Tab F Incoming Correspondence 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

November 5, 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM ITOH 

FROM: HOWARD G. PASTER 
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS 

SUBJECT: CONGRESSIONAL MAIL 

Attached i s a copy of the letter sent to the President from 
Senator Arlen Specter (R-PA), concerning the Philadephia Navy 
Yard. Since this letter addresses national security issues, I 
would appreciate your assistance in drafting a response. 

Thank you very much for your assistance. I f you have any 
questions, please feel free to c a l l LeeAnn Inadomi at x7500. 

Enclosure 
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