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ACTION

3669

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 10, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

THROUGH: ROBERT BELL
FROM: KEITH HAHN
SUBJECT: Defense Proposed Report RE: S 1941, Milstar II

Communications Satellite Program Termination Act

At Tab II Defense responds to a March 17, 1994 letter from
Senator Nunn requesting views on legislation which would
terminate the Milstar II Communications Satellite Program. DoD
is anxious to get this letter signed by Secretary Perry and to
the SASC by Thursday, although it is not clear at this time
whether the SASC will take up the Defense bill in the next couple
of weeks.

The proposed response at Tab II outlines the requirements for an
upgrade military communications satellite system and expresses
DoD’s firm support for continued deployment of the Milstar II
program. We concur in the justification for this program
outlined by DoD.

Concurrence by: Jeremy Rosné%r/

RECOMMENDATION

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

Attachments
Tab I Memorandum for Signature
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD K. PETERSON
FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH

SUBJECT: Defense Proposed Report RE: S 1941, Milstar II
Communications Satellite Program Termination Act

The National Security Council staff concurs in the proposed
Defense report.
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gxxcurzﬁn: '7ICH OF THE PRY ;n:ﬁt
'OPPICE OF, ENENT AND BUDGEY.
"ﬁh‘P ton, D.C. 203508 ' <:/

| May 9, 199

LEGISLATIVE REFERRAL

ﬁo: Logislative Liaisop o?rxcer -
L:c - William H. Itob - (202)395-3228 ~ 249

Jxou: RONALD K. PETERSON (for)
! Aggistant Director for Legis ativp Reference

Do
Jnn CONTACTS MYKR GOAD. (395-7301)
! sadrota:y?c ?1no (for simple| resppnses): 395-6194

|
SUBJECT! Defense Proposed Report RE: 5 194&5 Milstar
II Communications Satellite Progr
Terminatipn Abt

DEADLINEt 3100 P.M.,| TUESDAY, MAY 10, 1p94

Services Committpe hay consider thip bill during the
of the ¥Y 1995 Natipnal Defense Authorigation Act.
ingly, the Department has requested| expe@iited clearange.
do not respond by the deadline, wvelwilll assume that

gency has no Iont%

8t The quartmoht of Defense advlnFc that the Benate
L

quests the viewc!otL.our agency on the above subject before
ng on its relationship to the program of! the President, in
ance with OMB Circulhr A-19.

Jloas advise us if this 1t.u will atfeot| direvt spending og
$tl for purposes of ]ho the "Pay-As-You-Go" provisions of
XXIT of the onnimusibuaqoc Reconciliation Act of 1990,

: Gegsanan _
. Adans P
. Palnieri :

Grirrin .
Regd, OVP !
Carman, OVP
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RESPONSE TO ﬁxo}an&bxvn REFERRAL RANDUN

| : |
1t ggir response to this tequeot tor viewp is simple (e.9.,
/no comment) we prefexr that you respond Fy faxing us this
\se shest. If the response is simple and ¥ou prefer ¢
lease oall the brahoh-wide line sh ovw (NOT the
analyst’s line) to leave h message with a|sscretary.

izgf,

‘ou may also respond by (1) calling the apalys Jattorney’s diraect
ine {you will be connected to voice mail| if the analyst dogs not
answer); (2) sending us a memo or letter;jor tF) it you are {an
IASIS|user in the Executive Office of the|President, sending an
-mail message. Please inolude the LRM number|shown above, and

e subject shown below. %

: MIKE GOAD Lm

ofrice of Mahagement and Budget
Fax Number: [20R) 395-5691
Analyst/httoineg s Direct Numbet: (202) 395-7301
Branch-Wide Linh'(to reach secregtary)t (202) 395-&194

1

FROM: | i (Date)

; (Name)

(Agency)

|, _ (Telephorie)

41, Milstar

SUBJECT: Defense Proposed. Report RE: S 1
' ram

II communicationg satellite Pro
Termination Act| -

20—

The following is the réspvnso of our agen¢y toyour request |for
views {on the above-qapTionbd subjects

Conour
. No obﬁect;on

No coément

See pfop¢ied edits on pages

Ootheri

| =

FAX eru#ﬂ of paqeﬁ, attached to this
; résponhse shee
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, THE DISTRICT.OF OOL+!IA

i
|
l
l

Honoxpble Bam Nuin !
mtﬁn. comittee on Armed Bervices

United Stiatos Benate
mimm:."x’ac %510—6@50 |

Dear . Chaizman,

: |

are responding to your Maxch 17, 199
your iews on 8. 1941, 103xd Congress, 2nd Sassion
ite ate the Milstar II Communications Satellite

o Department of Defanse opposes this legislation.
8. 1941 d terminate a c¢ritically importagt p am that
¢ts the combat potential ef current and |futu military
torcas. Nilstar provides gommand and contro} and formation
fer capabilities esjoer?tinl to a smaller |fighting force.

o

you know, the Miistar program has mb!jocted to
sive raviews this Department during the prpvious and

nt Administzation.  The extensive nat of EE:» reviews
provides evidencé of out conviotion in the n¢ed for the Milstar
tem. I offer the following ratiomale for this essential
t spport capablility. !

_lthe Milstar system is planned to provide ope: tional forces
.- espacially highly mobild tactical units -1 secure, survivable,
ifloxible commnications onia world-wide basig. system
‘operdtes in & previously unused portion of the radio spectrum --
‘Bxtremely High Fiequency (EHF), This attribyte, plus other
iseatures 1ike advanced sighal processing and orossiinks, provide
¢ mionion capabilitieg. Milstar supports £ tal
rements to provide integrated comnectivity for theater and
modernized, jam-fesistant
ynications network. Milstar is designed|to satisfy
wuirements essential to Tm military peads|of a PON'Us-band,
~projection’ forces, :

vinLany immine tg

| - . Anti-jam: Hilsi:ar!(;oummicatiom

l jamting. j
- - Covert Operatiohs:| Milstazx provides} low ility of
! intercept/detection; its use will not c ge the

; location of users to ¢namy listening sygtems

- Deployment and Mobility: Milstar t.o:mlna;‘o will deploy
on taotical aizcraft and move with front-lind forces.

i ) | !
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i
i

!
1

the flexibility and assurance of uninterrupted ¢ ications
available from Milstar.: |

.| Tn respomss to Congressional direction, rement
restiuctured the Milstar program extensively|thred years ago.
Ths Department significantly reduced cost ant tailored the
'ptog am to the changes national secur virotment. A
Medipm Data Rate pﬁloag as added to the sa e design and
desidnated as the Milstar Il satellite. The| Dt toent reviewed
requ
provide ‘flexible® end pssjhred communications ile forces -
-x ssing deficiencies observed during Depert gtorm when U.8.

. The rtmant evaluated himherous alternativps to [Milstar while

25/89/94 18: 22 OMB LRD/RDI 04
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|

- Coverage and Connoit;iviw: A complets 'zal+tcllat:lon of
four satellites vd)_,l isure worldwide s¢cdss [(except in the

polar reglions), :
' oo

- Interoperability: Armmy, Navy, Alr ¥grce ' Marines --
Milstar enables LM i . ¢
gervicas. Py

- Reachback: xnstar{,mubles communications put of theater
without rellance on féraign-based ground relays vulnerable
to destruction, sabotdge, or host natios poll
restrictions. !

The first two ulcta:!ntelutes will epable sfficient
syn: {gzation of combat power and are not yulnersble to enasy
efforts to deny U.§. fokces this capability.| with the addition
of Milstar II satallitep #3 through ¢6, Milster will add
additional capability to provide more data, ast

ers. It will also enable the 's Mobile Subscriber
t (MSB) to provide global ¢ cations
nders, NO othex syatem. existing or planned,| 'can prov

d forces outran their ¢communications support

In 1993, we further sf:tutinized MILSATCO! ams a8 part
Bottom Up Review -- consistent with al military strategy
f od power projection possible future theater confliot,

dering an updated threat estimste, operptiongl requirements;
-effectiveness tradeoffs, risk, and affordability. The

hasized Low and {um Data Rate chpabilities for V.8.
1 forces, It specifically addressed possible lower cost
tives to the bn:elltfi progran,
Our qurrent invest "strategy -- two Milstar I satellites
Milstar IT satellites, followed by a txpnpition to an
ced EHY satellite not| later than FY 2006 -- yas selected
g8 it best mat military requirements and rep senced the
best| means of providing enram;ial. cagablli while reducing

11 program cost. All other options wery higher risk and

deéferred providing e»uq‘m:ll 1 operational capsbility,

i
H
!
!
1
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ansition o an adv cad EHF system is
avestment strategy owever, its devel

our
te cal challenge. ring the Bottom Up R view, | the Technical
Suppart Group ldentifi e lack of maturity in packaging

rea downsixing
the satellite payload 8o i gould be launched on a|medium launch

micrawave and digital o,oogronioo a6 a risk

‘vehidle (MLV). Our PY 1995 budget includes g4 requ st for $22.1
mill to begin a focuged itachnology effort to enpure
tec

ologies mature :ulficilqntly to allow trdnsitibn to a smaller

; e are continuing to search ror the besy appr
lconcgpt. If it s possible to transition to |an adyanced

| T¢ q such a. program tg Congress.
‘committed to fialding cost-effective, affor
comtminications capabilities.

. The Joint Chiefs of Staff have assured they firmly
| BUPPArE -the requirements for assured, protec ed c
The Milstar system satigfies these critical ¢ombat! requiremants
"in a|timely and eost-effee‘;ivo manner. To cgncel Milstar II at
.this [time would save money only by defexring|necesgary capability
‘and gocepting additional risk to our defense posture for the next
3 e -- risk which could| érode deterrence or tr xlate into
dney

sed logs of 1ife in & potential future/c ne£lict.

' Cancellation would glso adyersely impact & 1imited industrial
or the sophisticated processed BEF technologies that are

gis of the xilataF systen.

The Department :tr’pnq,h( reconmands that|the Milstar: I1
cations sptellite prégram not be terminated. It is &

|

{

| fun al element in the t of Defgnse of military
lcnd commercial shtellite munications.

f

i . .
oL I Bihcerely,

*

|
g

r TOTAL PAGE.OOp x»

}
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3722
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

May 11, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE
THROUGH: 1ROBERTﬂBELE Q&J%{

FROM: KEITH HAHN u(

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise FUERTES CAMINOS 94
SOUTH Phase II

Attached at Tab I is a proposed memorandum to the Executive
Secretary, Department of Defense, concurring in military exercise
FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH Phase II. At Tab II Defense recommends
approval and State concurs.

FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH Phase II is an engineering exercise to
be conducted in and around the vicinity of the Departments of
Copan and Valle and outside the city of Tegqucigalpa, Honduras.
This exercise consists of the deployment, employment and
redeployment of an engineering joint task force that will work
with two Honduras engineer platoons. Exercise activity will
include the building of four new schools, repairing a school and
drilling twelve to fourteen water wells.

An earlier FUERTES CAMINOS exercise in Colombia was seen by some
in that country as an affront to their sovereignty and was
subsequently discontinued. The FUERTES CAMINOS series of
exercises is designed to promote democratic institutions within
the participating host nation and serves to assist the
participating host nation in improving their engineering and
humanitarian civic action capabilities while promoting their
economic infrastructure development. This part of the exercise
is scheduled for execution from July 1 to September 15. The
critical cancellation date is May 18, 1994.

./7 /
Concurrences by: Larr§/2223gﬁ and Mortég/Halperin

RECOMMENDATION

That you have Will Itoh sign the memorandum at Tab I concurring
in the exercise.

Approve Disapprove
Attachments
Tab I Memorandum for Signature

Tab II Incoming Correspondence



3722
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

MEMORANDUM FOR COL. ROBERT P. MCALEER
Executive Secretary
Department of Defense

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise FUERTES CAMINOS 94
SOUTH Phase II

The National Security Council staff concurs in the subject
exercise.

William H. Itoh
Executive Secretary
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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

~ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301

10 MAY 199

MEMORANDUM FOR EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise -
FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH Phase II

The Department of Defense recommends NSC approval of the
attached Significant Military Exercise Brief, Exercise
FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH Phase II. The Department of State
concurs with this recommendation.

Please note the critical cancellation date-1s 1 May 1994.

Robert P. McAleer
Executive Secretary

Attachment:
As stated
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JOINT STAFF
INFO SERVICE CENTER

DJEDIATE 1YUW RHLBAARO470 1192254
0 2920001 APR 94
FM USCINCSO SCJ3 QUARRY HEIGHTS PM
T0  JOINT STAFF WASHINGTOM DC//J7-JETD//
JOINT STAFF WASHINGTON DC//J3-CNOD/J4/J5/PA//
INFO SECDEF WASHINGTON DC//uSDP:ISA/ASD:PA/SP/EP//
SECSTATE WASHINGTON DC//PM-ISP/ARA/INM//
DIA WASHINGTON DC//JS-CAJIT-SC/CSP-1//
ONC WASHINGTON DC//PM-1SP//
USCINCTRANS SCOTT AFB IL//TCJ3/TCJ4-ORK//
CINCLANTFLT NORFOLK VA//N3/NS3/NA22/334//
CINCLANTFLT DET SO FT AMADOR PM//COM/NOO/N3//
USCINCACOM NORFOLK VA//J3/JALRC/IT//
MARFORLANT NORFOLK VA//G3//
USSOUTHAF DAVIS-MONTHAN AFB AL//A1-CEX/
AE-DOKE//
CINCLANTFLT DET SO FT AMADOR PM//N3//
COM SECOND NCB LITTLE CREEK VA//NB/PA//
USCINCSOC MACDILL AFB FL//S033-0/S0J9-CSC/S033-T//
" CDRFORSCOM FT MCPHERSON GA//AFOP-TX/AFOP-TI/FCPA//
CDRUSARSO FT CLAYTON PM//SOCS/SOCM/S00P//
COMJTF-B SOTO CANO AB HO
COR MTMC FALLS CHURCH VA//NTOP-0//
COMSC WASHINGTON DC//N3/NB1//
CDRUSAED MOBLE AL//CESAM-PM-MA//
CORICORPS FT LEWIS WA
CDRBEA ENGR BN FT LEWIS WA
COMNMCB 74 GULFPORT S
CDR416 CES GRIFFIS AFB NY//CEX//
USSOUTHAF FWD HOWARD AFB FX//JM/AOCP//
HQ AMC TACC COMMAND CENTER SCOTT AFB IL//
DOOX//
USTRANSCOM MACDILL AFB FL//MAC/MSC/MTNC//
AMEMBASSY TEGUCIGALPA USKILGP TEGUCIGALPA HO

CDRSSSTH ENGR GP FT LEWIS WA
COMNMCB SEVEN GULFPORT MS

UNCLAS

Qo

SECTION 01 OF 02

SUBJECT: PART I SIGNIFICANT MILITARY EXERCISE BRIEF (SMEB) (U)

1. PURPOSE: TO PROVIDE SIGNIFICANT MILITARY EXERCISE BRIEF .
FOR FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH (PHASE II)-HONDURAS (FC94 S-HO).  SE&
2. EXERCISE WAME: FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH (PHASE 11)-HONDURAS. Sf'e

3. GEOGRAPHIC AREA: DEPARTMENTS OF COPAN AND VALLE AND OUT SIDE oa/as¢¢

THE CITY OF TEGUCIGALPA IN HONDURAS.

4. DATES: D01 JUL - 15 SEP 1484,

5. CRITICAL CANCELLATION DATE (CCD): 18 MAY 94.

NOTE: DUE TO CONTRACTING CONSIDERATIONS CCD IS FORTY-FIVE (45) DAYS
PRIOR TO EXERCISE START DATE.

6. TYPE: A JOINT/COMBINED EXERCISE, CJCS PART I, USSOUTHCOM
SPONSORED, COMBINED/JOINT ENGINEERING FTX. PRIMARY EFFORT T0 BE
ENGINEER ORIENTED WITH PARTICIPATION FROM U.S. MILITARY ACTIVE DUTY
UNITS OF THE ARMY, NAVY, AND AIR FORCE. THE EXERCISE CONSISTS OF
DEPLOYMENT, EMPLOYMENT, REDEPLOYMENT OF AN ENGINEERING JTF WORKING
¥ITH TWO (2) HONDURAS ENGINEER PLATOONS (24 PERSONNEL) TO BUILD FOUR

JOINT STAFF Vi 3
ACTION J7-JETD(3) (U.6,1,8,F)
INFO  SIS-N(1) CMAS(1) CICS:PA-3(1) NMCC:CWO(1) J3(3)
+ NIDS(1) J4(5) J4:LPEILD3-)(1) JA:MILSEC-)(1)
J4:SHEDENG-(1) J7(6) J4:SMEDSUST-3(1) J5(1)
35:CBB-J(1) QUAL CONTROL(1) J7:ECG-J(1) J6E-3(1)
~ J33:CN0D-J(1) J6F-3(1)
+NEACP

SECDEF V2 . 10
ACTION - (1,8,F)
INFO  SECDEF-N(1) SECDEF-C(1) USDAT:PL(1)

USDAT:TWP(1) USDP:IA(1) USDP:DSAA(1) USDP:PPEAP(1)

NIA(1) USDP:EP(1) USDP:ISA(1)

+USDP: CC

+SAFE -

DIA W3 2

ACTION : (U,6.8.F)
INFO  SY-AD(1) DIA/KMRB(1)
R D1[* T

MCN=94119/13332

TOR=94119/22542

IR ACCICIEDND

(4& NEV SCHOOLS AND REPAIR ONE gl) SCHOOL IN THE DEPARTMENT OF COPAN
AND DRILL TWELVE TO FOURTEEN (12-14) WATER WELLS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF
VALLE AND QUTSIDE THE CITY OF TEGUCIGALPA IN HONDURAS.
1. PURPOSE:
A. OVERALL EXERCISE OBJECTIVES:

(1) DEMONSTRATE CONTINUING U.S. SUPPORT FOR HONDURAS

(Z; PROMOTE ECONONIC INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT WITHIM THE

(3) FOSTER MILITARY-TO-MILITARY RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN THE
U.S. AND HN.

(4) ENHANCE THE READINESS OF PARTICIPATING U.S. AMND KN
UNITS.

(5) PROVIDE U.S. FORCES WITH THE OPPORTUNITY TO DEPLOY TO
REMOTE OCONUS LOCATION.

6) EXPOSE U.S. ENGINEER UNITS TO A BARE-BASE ENVIRONMENT.

7) DEVELOP A POSITIVE IMAGE IN THE HN TOWARD THE U.S.
GOVERNMENT AND ITS ARMED FORCES THROUGH HCA ACTIVIVIES.

(8) FAMILIARIZE U.S. CONUS BASED FORCES WITH THE USSOUTHCOM
AOR.

() EXERCISE JOINT TASK FORCE BRAVD COMMAND AND CONTROL/
LOGISTICS SUPPORT SYSTENS. '

(10) CONDUCT COMBINED/JOINT ENGINEER TRAINING.

(11) CONDUCT JOINT OPERATIONS TO ENHANCE INTEROPERABILITY
BETWEEN US FORCES.

(12) DEVELOP A TIME PHASED FORWARD DEPLOYMENT DATA (TPFOD)
THROUGH THE USE OF JOINT OPERATIONS, PLANNING, AND EXECUTION SYSTEM
(JOPES) TO ENSURE SUCCESSFUL DEPLOYMENT AND REDEPLOYMERT OPERATIONS.

(13) DEVELOP A PUBLIC AFFAIRS AND MIST PLAN DESIGNED TO
CREATE THE CONDITIONS NECESSARY TO CONDUCT A SUCCESSFUL EXERCISE.

(14) EVALUATE LOGISTICAL SUSTAINMENT OPERATIONS.

B. JOINT MISSION ESSENTIAL TASKS (JMET) OF THE EXERCISE:

(1) PLAN AND COORDINATE THE SUSTAINMENT OF ASSIGNED AND
AUGMENTING FORCES COMMITTED INTO THEATER.

(2) CONDUCT FOREIGN INTERNAL DEFENSE (FID) AND NATION
ASSISTANCE OPERATIONS.

(3) IMPROVE MILITARY-TO-MILITARY RELATIONS AND
INTEROPERABILITY BETWEEN U.S. AND HOST NATION FORCES.

(4) IMPROVE RESPECT FOR HUMAN RIGHTS AND SUPPORT FOR
CIVILIAN, DEMOCRATIC RULE.

8. _OPLAN EXERCISED: N/A
9. PQLITICAL IMPLICATIONS:
FORMAL DIPLOMATIC AGREEMENTS AND COMMITMENTS COMCERNING THIS
EXERCTSE ARE BEING NEGOTIATED WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF HONDURAS.
B. DATE COMMITMENTS MADE: ONGOING.
C. OTHER POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS:
(1) THIS INCREASED COOPERATION WILL STRENGTHEN AND
UNDERSCORE U.S. SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRATIC INSTITUTIONS IN HONDURRS,
AND WILL IMPROVE U.S. AND HOST NATION FORCE RFADINESS.

(2) THE EXERCISE VILL SERVE TO DEMONSTRATE U.S. RESOLVE
WITHIN THE REGION AND ASSIST HONDURAS IN IMPROVING THEIR
ENGINEERING/HUMANITARIAN CIVIC ACTION CAPABILITIES.

10. POLITICAL-MILITARY SCENARIO SUMMARY: JTF BULLDOG WILL DEPLOY BY
SEA AND AIR TO HONDURAS DURING THE PERIOD 01 JUL - 15 SEP 84 TO
CONDUCT A COMBINED JOINT ENGINEER FIELD TRAINING EXERCISE (FTX).

THE FTX EXERCISES WILL INVOLVE CONVENTIONAL ENGINEER FORCES WORKING
SIDE-BY-SIDE WITH HN ENGINEERING FORCES TO BUILD FOUR (4) NEW .
SCHOOLS, REPAIR ONE (1) SCHOOL AND DRILL TWELVE TO FOURTEEN (12-14)
WATER WELLS.

1%, SUMMARY OF KEY EXERCISE EVENTS:

PHASE 1.  PREDEPLOYMENT (01 APR - 31 MAY 84).
PHASE 11. EQUIPMENT/RESOURCE DEPLOYMENT (01 - 15 JUN 84) .
PHASE 111 ADVANCE DETACHMENT OPERATIONS (15 - 30 JUN 94)

MO

PHASE Iv. EXECUTION (01 JUL - 31 AUG 84)
PHASE V.  REDEPLOYMENT (01 SEP - 15 SEP 9d)
PHASE VI.  POST EXERCISE ACTIONS - (15 - 30 SEP 84).

12. DIRECTING HEADQUARTERS: USSOUTHCON, JOINT TASK FORCE BRAVO
(JTF-B) SERVING AS EXECUTIVE AGENT.
13. PARTICIPATING COMMANDS, HEADQUARTERS, AND FORCES:
A. US FORCES (APPROX 210 PERS)
(1) USSOUTHCOM
(A) THEATER SUPPORT ELENENT/PAD
(B) PUBLIC AFFAIRS DETACHNENTS
(2) JOINT TASK FORCE BRAVD (JTF-B) AS EXECUTIVE AGENT
A) AVN ELNENT -
B) LOGISTICAL SUPPORT ELENENT
(3) USARSD FCO4 SOUTH TRANSITION SUPPORT CELL

CDSN=MAK 286
PAGE 1 OF 2
2920007 APR 84

AR CENT QR

TAD=94119/23372
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JOINT STAFF L e

INFO SERVICE CENTER

(4) USSOUTHAF:
A) A1GTH/ASTH CES - PRIME BEEF (2 ROTATIONS X 40 PERS)
B) C-130 (TED)
(5) USACOM/FORSCOM
71 (A) PORT SUPPORT ACTIVITY
- < (B) COR I CORPS FT LEWIS (136 PERS)
1) B64TH EN JTF suunosT(s H80)
;

BT
UNCLAS

ity

FINAL SECTION OF 02

SUBJECT:  PART 1 SIGNIFICANT MILITARY EXERCISE BRIEF (SNEB) (U)
EN (O (VERTICAL)

2) PUBLIC AFFAIRS DET

3) CS/CSS ELENENTS
(C) 865TH EN WELL DRILLING DET, FT BRAGG (15 PERS)
(6) USSOCOM/USASOC:  96TH CA DET (4 PERS)

USTRANSCON

(A) NSC:  DEPLOYWENT/REDEPLOYNENT SEALIFT

(B) WTMC: PORT OPERATIONS SUPPORT

(C) AMC:  DEPLOYMENT/REDEPLOYNENT AIRLIFT

(8) CINCLANTFLY DET SO/COMSECOND CB  WACB-74 WD (15 PERS)
(9) ACC: €-130
(10) HOST NATIONS
(A) MINISTRY OF EDUCATION
(B) WINISTRY OF PUBLIC WORKS
(C) MILITARY ENGINEERS - TWO (2) PLATOONS (24 PERS)
14. SCOPE OF ANTICIPATED PARTICIPATION:

A. CINCSOUTH IS SUPPORTED CINC.

B. US ASSIGNED FORCES TO THE US MILTTARY SERVICES N/A

C. OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES/DEPARTMENTS: US EMBASSY/USKILGP IN
HONDURAS WILL MONITOR/COORDINATE POLITICAL-NILITARY ACTIVITIES
RELATED TO THE EXERCISE.

15. SIMULATED USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS. N/A.

16 COORDINATION EFFECTED WITH OTHER UNIFIED, SPECIFIED, OR SERVICE
COMMARDS, GOVERWMENTAL DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, OR REPRESENTATIVES
THEREOF - COORDINATION BETWEEN USSOUTHCON, USSCUTHAF, USACOM/FORSCOM,
USTRANSCOM, CINCLANTFLT, AND AKEMBASSY TEGUCIGALPA HAS OCCURRED.

A. USACON, USSOCOK. CINCLANTFLT, AND USSOUTKAF WILL PROVIDE
FORCES: TRANSCON WILL PROVIDE INTERTHEATER TRANSPORTATION FOR
DEPLOYMENT/REDEPLOYMENT AND INTRATHEATER RESUPPLY

B. UNASSIGNED FORCES TO THE US MILITARY SERVICES N/A
17. RECOMENDED PUBLIC AFFAIRS POLICY  USSOUTHCOM WILL PURSUE AN
ACTIVE PUBLIC AFFAIRS POLICY.PUBLIC AFFAIRS ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE
CENTAN THEATER OF OPERATIONS WILL OCCUR IN CONCERT WITH USSOUTHCON
POLICY AND WITH THE CONCURRENCE OF ANEMBASSY, TEGUCIGALPA, HONDURAS.
. USSOUTHCOM PAO WILL COORDINATE AND SUBKIT PUBLIC AFFAIRS GUIDANCE TO
OATSD (PA) SEPARATELY.

18." GENERAL POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:

A. DIPLOMATIC INFORMATION: AMEMBASSY, TEGUCIGALPA, SHOULD
NOTIFY THE HN GOVERNMENT AND GOVERRMENTS OF THE REGION ON A PRIVATE
BASIS IN ADVANCE OF ANY PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENT

B. SECURITY RESTRICTIONS: USSOUTHCOM HAS DOWNGRADED EXERCISE
INFORMATION T0 "FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY* (FOUO) ~FOR PLANNING AND
COORDINATING PURPOSES, PLANNERS MAY SHARE FCO4 S-HO INFORMATION VITH
HN GOVERNNENT AND NILITARY OFFICIALS.

10. PERCEPTION MANAGENENT: (ASSESSMENT OF PERCEPTION OF US ARD
ALLIED STRATEGY AND MILITARY CAPABILITY.) THIS EXERCISE WILL
STRENGTHEN UNDERSTANDING THAT THE US IS WILLING TO KELP THE
DEMOCRATIC COUNTRIES IN LATIN AMERICA TO DEVELOP A BASE FOR THEIR

- INTERNAL GROWTH.'

20. " ADDITIONAL REMABKS
A. DESIRED OR ALTERNATE ROUTING OF FLIGHTS FOR BOTH DEPLOYNENTS
AND RETURN ROUTE: NOME PREFERRED
' FCQ‘BS NUMBER OF AIRCRAFT HOURS, SEA AND AIRLIFT FUNDS INVOLVED FOR
-m: .

(1) AIRLIFT HOURS......... ;TBD)
SRR 1 AIRLIFT FUNDS......... 2. 20
7o (3) - SEALTFT FUNDS......... 2.

. €. ENROUTE SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS: NONE :

D. PREDEPLOYWENT SITE SURVEY REQUIREMENTS: USSOUTHCON/JTF-B/TF
ENGINEERS HAVE MADE INITIAL SITE SURVEYS ~JTF BULLDOG WILL CONDUCT
FOLLOW-ON SURVEYS AS NEEDED.

"E. NONBER OF US FORCES AND EQUIPMENT RENAINING IN COUNTRY AS A
ESULT OF ANY PREVIOUS EXERCISE: NONE.

MCN=94119/13332

TOR=94119/22542 TAD=94118/23372 -

1IN ACCQIEIFD

F. WNUNBER OF US FORCES AND EQUIPMENT REMAINING IN COUNTRY AS A
RESULT OF THIS EXERCISE: NONE. :

6. U.S. FORCES WILL OPERATE IN SUPPORT OF U.S./HO MILITARY
TRAINING OBJECTIVES. USSOUTHCOM AUTHORIZES U.S. PERSONNEL TO
ACCOMPANY HOST COUNTRY UNITS/PERSONWEL OM ALL ENGINEER OPERATIONS
WITHIN DESIGNATED DEPLOYMENT AREAS. HOWEVER, U.S. PERSOMNEL WILL
NOT PARTICIPATE IN ANY HN OPERATIONS WHOSE NISSION IS OUTSIDE THE
SCOPE OF FC94 S-H0. :

21. POCS FOR THE USSOUTHCOM: SCJ3-DDX, LTC PLEASANT, USA,
ggi3§$9/3252: SCEN IS LTC KETRON, USA, 285-6309.

CDSN=MAK286: .
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PRIORITY IYUW BHLBAARGHLL 303030
P O2221L2Z MAY G4

FM USCINCSO SCJ3 QUARRY HEIGHTS PM//DDX//

T0 JOINT STAFF WASHINGTON OC//J7-JETD/J3-CNQD//

UNCLAS

QQQQ

EXER/KINGS GUARD 94 AND FUERTES CAMINOS 94 SOUTH PH 11//
MSGID/GENADMIN/USCINCSO SCJ3-DDX//

REF/A/MSG/USCINCSO 2918122 APR 94//

REF/B/MSG/USCINCSO 2920002 APR 9k//

SUBJ/CHANGES TO SMEBS//

RMKS/T. THE PURPOSE OF THIS MESSAGE 1S TO CLARIFY PORTIONS OF THE

SMEBS (REFS A AND B) FOR EXERCISE KINGS GUARD 94 (KG9L) AND FUERTES

CAMINOS 94 SOUTH (PHASE |1)-HONDURAS (FC9L4 S-HO)
2. KG9L: CHANGE PARA 8.A. OF REF A TO READ:
8. POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS:

A. U.S. COMMITMENTS TO ALLIES: NO FORMAL AGREEMENTS OR
COMMITMENTS WITH REGIONAL FORCES CONCERNING THIS EXERCISE WILL BE
MADE. JTF-B, USMILGPS, (HO) AND (ES) WERE BRIEFED ON CONCEPT AND
EXERCISE SCOPE DURING INITIAL PLANNING CONFERENCE (IPC) IN JAN 94.
HO/ES MILITARY STAFFS WERE ALSO BRIEFED ON THE CONCEPT DURING THE
IPC. GOVERNMENTS OF HO/ES AND AMBASSADORS/COUNTRY TEAMS HAVE
APPROVED THE EXERCISE.

3. FC94 S-HO: CHANGE PARA 9.A. TO READ:
9. POLITICAL IMPLICATIONS:

A. FORMAL DIPLOMAT!IC AGREEMENTS AND COMMITMENTS CONCERNING THIS
EXERCISE ARE BEING NEGOTIATED WITH THE GOVERNMENT OF HONDURAS AND WE

ANTICIPATE AN AGREEMENT WILL BE SIGNED BY 18 MAY 94. THE
AMBASSDOR/COUNTRY TEAM HAVE APPROVED THE EXERCISE.// BT
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 205086

May 11, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE GJ%//

THROUGH: RoBERT. BELLI{

FROM: PETER FEAVERPF

SUBJECT: Invitation for President to Attend Annual Wreath

Laying at Tomb of the Unknowns 30 May
At Tab II Secretary Perry has written to invite the President to
attend the annual Memorial Day wreath laying at the Tomb of the
Unknowns. It is traditional that the President participate and
the President did so last year.

Tab I is a schedule proposal to cover the event.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign and forward the schedule proposal at Tab I.

Approve Disapprove
Attachments
Tab I Schedule Proposal

Tab II Invitation from Secretary Perry
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Schedule Proposal date / /
WASHINGTON
ACCEPT REGRET PENDING
TO: Ricki Seidman
Assistant to the President and
Director of Scheduling and Advance
FROM: Anthony Lake
REQUEST: Participation in annual wreath laying at
Tomb of the Unknowns at Arlington
National Cemetery.
PURPOSE: To honor our Nation’s fallen service
members.
BACKGROUND: It is traditional that the President

PREVIOUS PARTICIPATION:
DATE AND TIME:
DURATION:

LOCATION:

PARTICIPANTS:

OUTLINE OF EVENTS:

REMARKS REQUIRED:
MEDIA COVERAGE:

FIRST LADY’S ATTENDANCE:

attend the annual Memorial Day wreath
laying at the Tomb of the Unknowns and
the subsequent program in the
Amphitheater at Arlington Cemetery.
Participated Memorial Day 1993.

May 30, 1994. 11:00 a.m.

1 hour 15 minutes

Arlington Cemetery

Secretary Perry, Anthony Lake and Robert
Bell

President lays wreath at Tomb of the
Unknowns. Proceeds to Amphitheater
where he delivers remarks for the
memorial service.

Yes

Pool

No

VICE PRESIDENT’S ATTENDANCE: No

SECOND LADY’S ATTENDANCE:

RECOMMENDED BY:

CONTACT:

No
Secretary of Defense

Peter Feaver x55022

cc: Stephanie Streett
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THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMB!IA

May 7, 1994

The President
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. President:

The annual Memorial Day wreath laying at theTomb of the
Unknowns, and the program in the Amphitheater at Arlington National
Cemetery, are scheduled for May 30 beginning at 11:00 a.m. These
events are always well attended.

The Department of Defense is developing this year's program
honoring our Nation's fallen service members, and | take this opportunity
to invite you to be the keynote speaker.

We appreciate your consideration, and await your decision.

Respectfully yours,

| [éx(/ Zm;f



3572

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

May 11, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH : ROBERT G. BELL 126/
FROM: STEVEN P. ANDREASEN 5%
SUBJECT: Presidential Determination Regarding Theater

Missile Defense Cooperation with the Allies

Attached at Tab I is a memorandum to the President recommending
that he sign a Determination certifying that representatives of
the United States have formally submitted to each of the member
nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and to Japan,
Israel, and South Korea a proposal concerning coordination of the
development and implementation of U.S. Theater Missile Defense
(TMD) programs with TMD programs of our friends and allies.

Until such a determination is delivered, the Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization (BMDO) is restricted to obligating not more
than 80 percent of appropriated funds for TMD. BMDO projects
reaching that limit by the end of the week.

Concurrence: Jerizﬁjﬁfsner Alan Kreczm3$ﬁ¥v(

RECOMMENDATION "

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

Approve Disapprove
Attachments
Tab I Memorandum to the President

Tab A Presidential Determination

Tab II Memorandum from Deputy Secretary Deutch
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

THROUGH: THE EXECUTIVE CLERK
FROM: ANTHONY LAKE
SUBJECT: Presidential Determination Regarding Theater

Missile Defense Cooperation with the Allies

Purpose

To recommend your approval of the attached Presidential
Determination regarding theater missile defense cooperation with
the Allies.

Background

The proposed Determination at Tab A certifies that
representatives of the United States have formally submitted to
each of the member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization and to Japan, Israel, and South Korea a proposal
concerning coordination of the development and implementation of
U.S. Theater Missile Defense (TMD) programs with TMD programs of
our friends and allies.

The Determination is required pursuant to the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994, Public Law 103-160.
Until such a determination is delivered, the Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization (BMDO) is restricted to obligating not more
than 80 percent of appropriated funds for TMD. BMDO projects
reaching that limit by the end of the week.

RECOMMENDATION

That you sign the Determination at Tab A.

Attachments
Tab A Determination

cc: Vice President
Declassify on: OADR Chief of Staff



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Presidential Determination
No.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

SUBJECT: Theater Missile Defense Cooperation with the
Allies
I.  Pursuant to the authority vested in me by the National

Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994, Public Law 103-
160, I hereby certify that the Director, Ballistic Missile
Defense Organization, has formally submitted to representatives
of the member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
and Japan, Israel and South Korea a proposal concerning
coordination of the development and implementation of U.S.
Theater Missile Defense (TMD) programs with TMD programs of our
friends and allies.

II. You are hereby authorized and directed to notify the
Congress of this determination and to publish it in the Federal
Register.
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THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301

-5 MAY 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR NATIONAL SECURITY
AFFAIRS

SUBJECT: Presidential Certification of Proposal to Allies
Regarding Cooperation on Development of Theater
Missile Defenses (TMD)

The 1994 National Defense Authorization Act, Section 242,
requires the President to certify in writing to Congress that
U.S. representatives have formally submitted to each of the
member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and to
Japan, Israel, and South Korea a proposal regarding cooperation
on development of TMD. Until such certification is delivered,
the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization (BMDO) is restricted
to obligating not more than 80 percent of appropriated funds for
theater ballistic missile defense. BMDO projects reaching that
limit shortly after May 1, 1994.

on April 4, 1994, Lieutenant General Malcolm R. O'Neill,
Director, BMDO, and his staff formally presented briefings
concerning current programs and future pians for TMD cooperation
with the Allies to representatives of the nations listed above.
Representatives from thirteen of nineteen nations invited
attended the presentation. These representatives also received a
formal letter from LTG O'Neill emphasizing the desire of the U.S.
Government to conduct cooperative TMD development with friends
and allies. Those nauvions that were invited to, but did not
attend the presentation were sent a similar letter with a copy of
the briefing materials. These actions satisfy the requirement
specified in the Congressional language.

Please accomplish those steps necessary to ensure that the
Presidential certification requirement has been met and is
returned to DoD. Attached is a draft proposed certification
memorandum. If you have any questions, or require additional
assistance regarding this matter, contact CDR Jim Cooper,
BMDO/SRI, (703) 693-1080.

Attachment:
As stated



DRAFT

MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

SUBJECT: Theater Missile Defense Cooperation with the
Allies

Pursuant to the authority vested in me by the Department of
Defense Authorization Act for the fiscal year ending September
30, 1994, Public Law 103-160, I hereby certify that the Director,
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization, has formally submitted to
representatives of the member nations of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization and Japan, Israel, and South Korea a proposal
concerning coordination of the development and implementation of
U.S. Theater Missile Defense (TMD) programs with TMD programs of
our friends and allies.

You are hereby authorized and directed to notify the Congress of
this determination and to publish it in the Federal Register.



SEC. 242. COOPERATION OF UNITED STATES ALLIES ON DEVELOp.
MENT OF TACTICAL AND THEATER MISSILE DEFENSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Systems to provide effective defense against theater ang
tactical ballistic missiles that may be developed and deployed
by the United States have the potential to make contribution,
to the national security interests of nations that are allies of the
United States that would be equal to or greater than the con.
tributions such systems would make to the national security in.
terests of the United States.

(2) The cost of developing and deploying a broad spectrum
of such systems wz,;l be several tens of bi?{ions of dollars.

(3) A truly cooperative multinational approach to the devel.
goment and deployment of such systems could substantially re.

uce the financial burden of s an undertaking on any one
country and would involve additional sources of technological
expertise,

(4) While leaders of nations that are allies of the United
States have stated an interest in becoming involved, or increas.
ing involvement, in United States tactical missile defense pro-
grams, the governments of those nations are unlikely to support
programs for theater missile defense development and dep
ment unless, at a minimum, they can participate in meani l
ways in the planning and execution of such programs, includ-
ing active participation in research and development and pro-
duction of the systems involved.

(5) Given the high cost of developing theater ballistic mis-
sile defense systems, the participation of United States allies in
the efforts to develop tactical missile defenses would result in
substantial savings to the United States.

(b) PLAN AND REPORTS.—(1) The Secretary of Defense shall de-
velop a plan to coordinate development and implementation of The-
ater Missile Defense programs of the United States with theater
missile defense programs of United States allies, with the goal of
avoiding duplication of effort, increasing interoperability, and re-
ducing costs. The plan shall set forth in detail any financial, in-
kind, or other form of participation by each nation in cooperative ef-
forts to plan, develop, produce, and deploy theater ballistic missile
defenses for the mutual benefit of the countries involved.

(2) The Secretary shall submit to Congress a report on the plan
developed under paragraph (1). The report shall be submitted in
both classified and unclassified versions, as appropriate, and may
be submitted as a component of the next Theater Missile Defense
Initiative report to Congress.

(3) The Secretary shall include in each annual Theater Missile
Defense Initiative report to Congress a report on actions taken to im-
plement the plan developed under paragraph (1). Each such report
shall set forth the status of discussions between the United States
and United States allies for the purposes stated in that paragraph
and shall state the status of contributions by those allies to the The-
ater Missile Defense Cooperation Account, sﬁown separately for each
allied country covered by the plan.

(c) RESTRICTION ON FUNDS.—Of the total amount appropriated
pursuant to authorizations in this Act for theater ballistic missile
defednse programs, not more than 80 percent may be obligated
until—

(1) the report under subsection (b)(2) is submitted to Con-
gress; and
(2) the President ceretti[ies in writing to Congress that rep-
resentatives of the United States have formally submitted to
each of the member nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization and to Japan, Israel, ‘and South Korea a proposal con-
cemil:ﬁ the matters described in the report. '
The President may submit with such certi/&ation a report of similar
formal contacts with any other country that the President considers
appmfriate. '

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of Congress that
whenever the United States deploys theater ballistic missile defenses
to protect another country, or the militar’;lyjorces of another country,
that has not provided financial or in-kind support for development
of theater baﬁistic missile defenses, the United States should con-
sider whether it is appropriate to seek reimbursement from that
country to cover at least the incremental cost to the United States
of such deployment.

(e) ALLIED PARTICIPATION IN TMD PROGRAMS.—Congress en-
courages allies of the United States, and rticula;lly those allies
that would benefit most from deployment of Theater Missile Defense
ystema, to partu:i te in, or to increase ﬁrticipation in, cooperative

heater Missile Defense programs of the United States. Congress
also encourage. rticipation by the United States in cooperative
theater missﬁe, fense efforts of allied nations as such programs
emerge.



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION
7100 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7100

SR

APR 4 1904
Rear Admiral Rudolf Lange
Defense Attache
Embassy of the Federal Republic of Germany
4645 Reservoir Road, NW
Washington, DC 20007

Dear Admiral Lange:

Today the Ballistic Missile Defense Organlzatlon has
presented to allied and friendly governments a review of our
near-, mid- and far-term plans for developing and deploying
Theater Missile Defenses (TMD). While these programs provide
protection for forward-deployed United States armed forces
against a proliferating and evolving theater missile threat, they
have potential to contribute to the national security of our
allies and friends as well.

The United States believes that a cooperative multinational
approach to the development and deployment of TMD supports
U.S./Allied counterproliferation policies, could substantially
reduce the financial burden of such an undertaking on any one

country and would involve additional sources of technological
expertise.

Cooperation with allies and friends in ballistic missile
defense programs has significantly evolved since beginning in
1985. We have witnessed this valued cooperation shift from
consultations and basic research projects to national
requirements studies and programs to develop TMD capabilities.
Some of these efforts are quite specific and advanced.

The TMD Program set forth in our presentation today, as
described in the enclosed briefing charts, continues to respond
to the ballistic missile threat to our homelands and deployed
military forces. In connection with strong interest of our
Congress in TMD cooperation, we will be submitting this briefing

as a report required by the FY94 National Defense Authorization
Act.

I trust that today's presentation as reflected in the
enclosed materials, will refine your understanding of the
Department of Defense missile defense program while reinforcing



our interest in TMD cooperation. As you review our materials,
I look forward to continuing this dialogue, and the cooperative,
cost-sharing programs that flow from this dialogue.

Sincerely,

[XRRESYRY

Lieutenant General, USA
Director

Enclosure:
As stated



BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE

Program Plan
Briefing For Allied Attaches

BALLISTIC
MissiLE
DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION

4 APR 94

LTG Malcolm O'Neill, USA
Director,
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization
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« Conclusion
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DISTANCES FROM NORTH KOREA

PI39642B / 021494

Kilometers

Y 250 km
E 500 km

BALLISTIC
ORGANIZATION

MissiLE
- DEFENSE




BALLISTIC

Deremes DISTANCES FROM IRAN

ORGANIZATION

Ethiopla

PHI9624B / 021494



. BALLISTIC

-~ MissILE BALLISTIC MISSILE THREAT

Dernver « TO THE UNITED STATES

"...To Acquire Ballistic Missiles That Could Threaten The
Continental United States. We Can't Give You A Precise Date —
Whether It's Eight Years Or Ten Years Or Fifteen Years From Now.
...A Shortcut...Would Be...To Buy ICBMs Or Major Components..."

James Woolsey, Director, CIA, February 1993

" .It's Entirely Possible That Within A Year Or Two, We May Have
Intelligence Information Which Leads Us To Believe That We Should
Accelerate Our Efforts On National Missile Defense..."”

William Perry, SECDEF, February 1994

"The Possibility Of Accidental Or Unauthorized Launches Of (FSU)
Nuclear Forces... Remains Highly Unlikely..."

Dr. Lawrence K. Gershwin, CIA, September 1992

P42018E / 030994



BALLIsSTIC

" MissiLE BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE KEY
Derense —  sOMPONENT OF DoD DEFENSE STRATEGY

- ORGANIZATION

- Protect Forces For Power Projection And
Relief Operations

- Regional Aggression
- Coalition Flexibility / Stability

- Support Defense Counterproliferation
Initiative

» Proliferation

- Cooperative R&D
- Dangers To Democracy
- Potential Multilateral Defense

- Dual Use Technologies
- Advanced Technology
« U.S. Economic Concerns - Aerospace
- Electronics

- Commercialization Of Military R&D

p}-34431C / 031794



" BALLISTIC

 MissiLE BMDO MISSION

- DEFENSE

- ORGANIZATION
.« BMDO Shall Manage, Direct, And Execute The BMD Program To
Acquire And Develop Systems And Architectures To

- Enable Deployment Of A Theater Missile Defense Capability
To Protect Forward-deployed Armed Forces Of U.S., Friends,

And Allies

- Develo? Options For And Acquire When Directed, An
Antiballistic Missile System That Is Capable Of Providing
Highly Effective Defense Of The U.S. Homeland Against

Limited Attacks Of Ballistic Missiles

- Demonstrate Advanced Technologies For Near Term
Insertion Options And Concept Development Of New

Systems

- Program Shall

- Be Conducted In Compliance With Existing Treaty
Obligations

- Utilize Nonnuclear Weapon Technologies

PH39645 /031094



BALLISTIC

MissiLE BUR BMD

- DEFENSE
- ORGANIZATION

First TMD —>

Second NMD —>

Third Technology /—>
R&S

PROGRAM GUIDANCE
(1 SEP 93)

Acquisition Programs —>

- Core—>Near And Midterm Capabilities
- Advanced—>Follow-on TMD Acquisition

Technology Readiness Program [—>

- Emphasize Téchnology Long Poles
- Maintain Contingency Options

Support Acquisition Programs
And Provide Tech Base

- Near Term And Advanced Technology
» Infrastructure / Personnel

>

$3B

$3B

The Administration's Commitment To BMD_Is Clear

.~ * Subsequently Decreased $1.1 Blllion

PI-39484F / 092604




- BALLISTIC

MissiLE TMD ACQUISITION APPROACH
Oreanzaton  (FOCUs On Active Defense And C31)

« New Acquisition Approach To Provide
Prototype Capabilities Early

- Near Term TMD Upgrades Through
CINCs' Experiments Program

- Build On Existing Capability
- Provide Early Contingency Capability

- Encourage International Participation

« Low-To-Moderate Concurrency And Risk

PF31171¢ /031094



- BALLISTIC

- MissILE
- DEFENSE DELIVERABLES
- ORGANIZATION
What's In It For CINCs | When
* Quick Fixes To Existing Systems | Today
- Faster Response In BM/C3 (FY 94 - 95)

* Playing TMD In Wargames And CPXs

- Improve Engagement Of Short-range TBMs Near Term

* Wide Area Alerting } (FY 94 - 97)

» Contingency Area Protection )

* Protection Against Weapons Of Mass
Destruction | | > Midterm

- Initial Littoral Protection (FY 97 - 2002)

- Significant Increase In Protected Area
Against TBMs )

- Significant Increase In Range And Lethality )
Of Missile Against TBMs

- Can Engage TBMs In Boost And Post S Advanced
Boost Flights (FY 2002+)

* Enhance Protection For Maneuver Forces

* Reduce Strategic Lift For TMD J

PF39371/120093



* BALLISTIC
MissiLE

- DEFENSE

" ORGANIZATION

SUPPORTING THE WARFIGHTER TODAY

» PAC-2 (Quick Reaction Program)

- Field Near Term Improvements In
TBM Detection, Tracking, And
Intercept

« TALON SHIELD / JTAGS / Radiant
Ivory

 Provide TBM Warning Capability
To Various CINCs |

« CINCs’ TMD Experiments

» Provide Opportunity To Exercise
TMD Tactics, Warning And
Cueing, Plans And Procedures

- Gaming (Example TMD Added To
Yearly Newport Global Wargame
And The Johns Hopkins Applied
Physics Lab (APL) Warfare
Analysis Lab Exercise)

- Highlights Awarness Of TMD
Employment And Interoperability
Issues

PJ-39372A / 020394



S CAPABILITIES
-95) -

(FY 94

TODAY

BALLISTIC

~ MISSILE
DEFENSE
* ORGANIZATION

PHIB44TEE / 031594



BALLISTIC

MissiLe
DEFENSE WORKING NOW ON TMD WITH CINCS
ORGANIZATION
’

._ " c SP

P S E E A N

A A N U c o

0O o Cc (o) c A
M ™ © M o P
M
M

+ CINC Experiments + Gaming Exercises » CINC Experiments - CINC Experiments |- CINC Experiments (OPTIC

~ (ORNATE IMPACT) (June 1993) (INTERNAL LOOK) (OPTIC NEEDLE) NEEDLE And ORNATE

- (SEP/ OCT 93) Canceled Due To (APR / MAY 93) IMPACT)

"~ -Volce Warning + BMD Meetings Somalia Sltuation, - Tactical (APR / MAY 93, SEP / OCT 93)
Net Through (November 1893) Next Scheduled Survelllance - Passed TBM Data To
PACOM To Exerclse Is FY 95 Demo (TSD) Set EUCOM And Through
USFK « Fleet TMD Task Up And PACOM To USFK

- 18 TBM Play For Force (JTF - 95) « Drafting JTMD Operational
USFK CPX Functional Document » Cuelng Mechanism To Other
» Cooperative TMD « Gaming Exerclses CINCs
* Gaming Exerclses Engagment Concept | - BLUE FLAG (December 1994)
. (May / June 1993) (March 1994) - Gaming Exerclse (October/

¢ BMD Meetings
(December 1993 -
International Flavor)

- TALON SHIELD *

» TALON SHIELD *

« TALON SHIELD*

» TALON SHIELD *

» Ad Hoc Group On
TMD for NATO

November 1993)
- Natlonal Test Bed

» TALON SHIELD
(In Use Today)

* Can Be Called Forward By CINC

Pf39373a / 033094




- BALLISTIC

Iglssu.s NEAR TERM CAPABILITIES
OggihblasleATlon (FY 94-97)

« PATRIOT PAC-2/ Guidance
Enhancement Missile (GEM)

« Improving Accuracy Against TBMs
* Increasing Battlespace
« Capability In FY 94 /95

(Deploy FY 95-97)

* TPS-59 (Radar) / HAWK Upgrade

- Enhancing TBM Surveillance And
Tracking For USMC HAWK Intercept
» Cueing Other Theater Sensors
« Capability FY 95/ 96
(Deploy FY 97)

+ BM/ C3 (DSP Data Dissemination)

. Expanding User Availability Of
Early Warning Information
« Capability FY 93 / 94

39374 / 022694
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 MissiLe NEAR TERM CAPABILITIES
i._;.gggi’:l?ZEATlON (F Y 94'97)

PI-S8447FF /031504



- BALLISTIC

 Missie MIDTERM CAPABILITIES
" ORGANIZATION (FY 97-2002)

- First Wide Area Protection Against TBMs
« Provide Multiple Shot Opportunities

. THAAD / TMD-GBR - Enhance Protection Effectiveness

« User Operational Evaluation

« Contingency Capability (FY 97-00)

- Objective Capability (FY 01-02)

- Improve Lethality Against TBMs

- Increase Protected Area

. PATRIOT PAC-3 - Provide Remofte Launch Capability

- Improve Discrimination

- Improve Low Altitude Performance
FUE FY 98

» Improve Detection And Intercept
Effectiveness

« AEGIS / SM-2 Block IVA | - Improve Warhead Against Hard Targets

« User Operational Evaluation

« Two Ship Capability (FY 97-99)

P39375A / 033104



BALLISTIC

MissILE MlDTERM CAPABI LIT'ES

DEFENSE

ORGANIZATION (FY 97-2002)
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. BALLISTIC

. Missie ADVANCED CONCEPTS
- ORGANIZATION (FY 2002"')

- Significantly Increase Range And
Lethality Of Missile
- Provide Greater Defense In Depth

- Sea Based (Wide Area)TMD

Interceptor” » Increase Shot Opportunities = Higher
Probability Of Kill
- Provide Maneuver Forces TBM
Protection
- Corps SAM* « Counter Cruise Missile Threat

« Increase Tactical Mobility
- Decrease Strategic Lift Requirement

- Kill TBM In Boost Phase
(Counter Submunitions)
- Boost Phase Intercept*  Defeat Deployed Countermeasures
« Assure Shortfall Of Debris And
Unexpected Munitions

+ These Programs Are Competing For Funds; TMD Program Only Funds
A Single New System (FY 98 Start)

pH393760 / 033194



MissiE ADVANCED CONCEPTS
Ornee (FY 2002+)

:ORGANIZATION
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BALLISTIC

Missie NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE (NMD)
Sramiznon  TECHNOLOGY READINESS PROGRAM

f

Bulld On
Extensive
Interceptor
*. Development
-And Tech Base

) !
<«<—— Epochs —+—>

Tech Readiness
Interceptors

Radar
Technology
Matured Through
Theater Radar
- Development

B

. Space" And
Misslle Tracking

C
Third

I ]
First Second
Generation Generation Generation
Opportunity Opportunity Opportunity

Maintains Contingency Defense Opportunities
- System Content And Capabilities
- Site Planning

» Threat Assessment
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BALLISTIC
MissiLE
DEFENSE
ORGANIZATION

Dlrectea Energy Boost Phase Intercept

ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY ‘

Kinetic Energy Boost Phase Intercept

- Builds Foundation For
Future Systems

» Focused On BMD High
Leverage, High Payoff
Technologles

International Cooperative Technology

- Emphasizes Theater
Boost Phase Intercept

pj-390331 / 011294



BALLISTIC

, MissiLE
- DEFENSE TOTAL BMDO P ROG RAM
ORGANIZATION
5 -
: Contingency
| "Rubber On The Ramp"
4 -
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Fiscal Year
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- BaLusTic
- MissiLE

 DEFENSE ISSUES

- ORGANIZATION

- Need For Missile Defense
. ContingenCy THAAD To Reduce Risk In Midterm

e Inclusion Of TMD In Planning For Future Operations And
Exercises

« Exclusion Of TMD Systems From ABM Treaty Coverage
- THAAD (Being Looked At Now)
- Advanced Systems (Navy Wide Area And Air Force
Ascent / Boost Phase)
- Technology Readiness Options for NMD

« BMDO Focal Point For BMD Advanced Technology

pF39378A / 020794



BALLISTIC
MissILE

gEFENSE CONC LUS'ON

. Active Missile Defense Is An Essential Insurance Policy
For Counterproliferation

« For Tactical / Theater Missile Defense, We Are Putting
TMD "Rubber On The Ramp’ Now And Throughout The

1990s

. For Strategic Missile Defense, We Have A Technology
Program Which Will Protect The Option To Deploy

"Making Ballistic Missile
Defense A Reallty"

R

pf-393800 / 20794



BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE

Plan To Coordinate Development And
Implementation Of Theater Missile Defense
Programs With Allies

BALLISTIC
MissiILE
DEeFeENSE
ORGANIZATION

4 APR 94

Dr. J. David Martin
Deputy For Strategic Relations
Ballistic Missile Defense Organization

pj-42632 /032994



BALLISTIC
MissILE

DEFENSE SCOPE OF PRESENTAT'ON

ORGANIZATION

- Background: TMD Allied Participation

- Today's TMD Environment
« U.S. Congressional Perspective

« Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD Programs With Allies
- Objectives
- Approach

- Underway Now, Near / Mid Term, Far Term

« Summary

pj-42633 / 032994



BALLISTIC

e FOREIGN PARTICIPATION
ORGANIZATION :
340 Contracts

Netherlands

$1011.89 Million
Belglum Denmark

Netherlands
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BALLISTIC

MissiLE MAJOR BMDO COST SHARE COOPERATION
OrcaeEATION ARRANGEMENTS WITH ALLIES

$ In Millions U.S./ Ally Funding

Country Program Value (Approximate)
UK Data Fusion 26.00 42% [ 58%
UK 2 Flight Trials 65.00 59% / 41%
UK Extended Air Defense Test Bed 19.20 58% / 42%
UK Artificial Intelligence 3.50 80% / 20%

Israel Arrow Experiment 158.00 80% / 20%
Israel Arrow Continuation Experiments (ACES) 322.00 72% | 28%
Israel System Engineering And Integration 3.15 75% | 25%
Israel Theater Missile Defense (TMD) Test Bed 33.00 72% | 28%
Israel TMD Test Bed Enhancement 5.20 80% / 20%
Israel TMD Test Bed Experiment Program 6.00 50% / 50%
Israel Hypervelocity Launcher Program 4.06 75% | 25%
Israel Boost Phase Intercept (BPI) 5.7 75% | 25%
Japan Western Pacific Architecture Study 6.50 90% / 10%
France Free Electron Laser (FEL) MOA TBD TBD
Netherlands Hypervelocity Gun Test 17.25 30% / 70%
SHAPE EADTB 32.3 59% / 41%

France EADSIM .68 35% / 65%

pl-33394 / 032994



BALLISTIC

il SCOPE OF PRESENTATION

ORGANIZATION

f

« Background: TMD Allied Participation

- Today's TMD Environment
« U.S. Congressional Perspective

 Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD Programs With Allies
- Objectives

- Approach

- Underway Now, Near / Mid Term, Far Term

« Summary

pl-42634 1 032994



BALLISTIC

i SCOPE OF PRESENTATION

ORGANIZATION

- Background: TMD Allied Participation

- Today's TMD Environment

- U.S. Congressional Perspective

« Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD Programs With Allies
- Objectives
- Approach

- Underway Now, Near / Mid Term, Far Term

« Summary

pj-42635 / 032994



rrrenia U.S. POLICY ON ALLIED
DereNse PARTICIPATION IN TMD PROGRAMS

ORGANIZATION

FY 94 National Defense Authorization Act

- Allied Nations Are Encouraged To Participate In, Or
Increase Participation In, Cooperative U.S. TMD Programs,
Particularly Those Allied Nations That Would Benefit The
Most From Deployment Of TMD Systems

- The U.S. Is Encouraged To Participate In Cooperative TMD
Efforts Of Allied Nations As Such Programs Emerge

pj-40727 / 032994



BALLISTIC

e TODAY'S TMD ENVIRONMENT

ORGANIZATION

- Allied And Friendly Nations Are More Aware Of Their Vulnerability
To Ballistic Missiles |

- Scope And Complexity Of ATBM Programs Argue For Combining
Best Available Technologies

- Successful Tests And Technology Demonstrations Will Continue
To Confirm Feasibility And Expand Interest And Participation

- Refocus Of U.S. Ballistic Missile Defense Program From Global,
Space Based Orientation To Theater Missile Defense
- Addresses More Immediate Requirements
- May Afford A More Favorable Political Climate

- Declining Defense Budgets Will Promote More Cost Shared Joint

Programs, Which In Turn, Will Expand Work Sharing And
Opportunities For Domestic And Foreign Industrial Participation

p}40737 / 032994



BALLISTIC

MissiLE U.S. CONGRESS FY 94

D
Oreanmsnon DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT
’
Language On Cooperation With Allies -
On Development Of TMD (Sec 242)

» Findings
- Deployed U.S. TMD Systems Can Contribute To The Security
Of Other Nations
- Cost Of Developing Such Systems Will Be Several Tens Of

Billions Of Dollars

- Cooperative TMD Development And Deployment May Reduce
Financial Burden And Provide Technical Expertise

- Allies Are Unlikely To Cooperate Unless There Is Meaningful
Involvement Including R&D And Production

* Plans And Reports
- DoD Should Develop A Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD

Programs With Allies To Avoid Duplication, Increase

Interoperability, And Reduce Cost
- A Report Of The Plan Will Have Actions Taken To Implement

The Plan, Status Of Discussions With Allies, And Status Of
Contributions By Allies

pi-40728 / 012594



BALLISTIC

i SCOPE OF PRESENTATION
ORGANIZATION

- Background: TMD Allied Participation
- Today's TMD Environment

. U.S. Congressional Perspective

« Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD Programs With Allies

- Objectives

- Approach

- Underway Now, Near / Mid Term, Far Term

- Summary

pj-42636 / 032994



BALLISTIC

MissiLe OBJECTIVES FOR ALLIED
S TION PARTICIPATION

’

Strengthen U.S. / Allied Mutual Security Commitments

Support U.S. / Allied Counterproliferation Policies And
Strategies

Help Underwrite A Portion Of The Cost Of TMD Development,
Production And Operation

‘Help Provide Protection For U.S. / Allied Forces

Underpin U.S. / Allied Freedom Of Action In Crisis Situations

Access Foreign Innovative Technologies, Systems And
Unique Capabilities, e.g., Penaids Design

Facilitate Military Ties To Define Common Requirements,
Help Ensure Interoperability, etc.

Reduce U.S. / Allied R&D, Procurement And Operating Costs

Pj-33603A / 040194



BALLISTIC

MssiE  APPROACH FOR ALLIED PARTICIPATION

ORGANIZATION
f
Activity

« Identify And Consolidate Current
Studies, Plans, Programs

"Build Upon/ « Pursue Improved Early Warning And

Improve Existing Tracking Capability

Capabilities”

« Incremental « Pursue Improved Communications /
Enhancement Data Transmission

- Interoperability
- Improve / Develop Lower Tier
Defenses

"Qualitative New Loger « Expand / Improve Lower Tier
Capability” Term Defenses
"Defense-in-Depth”

 Develop / Deploy Area Defense
Capability

pl-38192E/ 022294



BALLISTIC

’l';’éf;b; APPROACH FOR ALLIED PARTICIPATION
ORGANIZATION NOW

- Identify And Consolidate Current Studies, Plans,
Programs

- National Authorities And International

Organizations, e.g., NATO, Have

— Addressed Need For Tactical Ballistic Missile
Defense Systems

— Some Nations Already Have Initiated Or
Completed Architecture Studies; Feasibility
Studies; National Requirements For
I-HAWK Replacement, PATRIOT Upgrades And
Other Improvements In Early Warning,
Command, Control And Communications

- Bilateral Discussions And Multinational Meetings,
e.g., NATO Ad Hoc Working Group On EAD / TMD,
Are Ongoing To Harmonize Requirements, Identify
Cooperative Opportunities

p|-42638 / 040104



BALLISTIC

mssie  APPROACH FOR ALLIED PARTICIPATION
ORGANIZATION NEAR / MID TERM

. Pursue Improved Early Warning And Tracking Capability

- Delineate All Current Early Warning Capabilities
- Identify U.S. And Allied Ground / Sea Based Theater Sensor Capabilities

And Modifications For U.S. / Allied Integration And Provide Improved
Missile Detection And Tracking For A Particular Region. Consider
- U.S. AEGIS AN/ SPY-1 Radar

— Forward Deployed Ground Based Sensors, e.g., AN / TPS-59,

FPS-117

— Other National Or Alliance Air Defense / Missile Defense Surveillance
Systems
- Pursue Possible Modification Of Airborne Surveillance Systems, e.g.,
E-3 AWACS

- Determine Adequacy Of Current Air Defense BM/C 3 Systems And Planned
Improvements, Such As NATO Airspace Command / Control System
(ACCS), Standard Message Formats, Message Protocols

- Identify Evolutionary Command And Control Concepts, e.g., Navy
Cooperative Engagement Concept (CEC), And Their Potential For
Integration Into Alliance Procedures

 Improve / Develop Lower Tier Defenses
- TPS-59 / HAWK Upgrades To Achieve Interim And Point Defense

Capability Against Short Range TBM Threat
- Near Term Improvements For PATRIOT PAC-2, Planning For PAC-3 To

Improve Accuracy And Increase Battle Space
- Incorporating AEGIS Standard Missile Block IVA, Together With CEC, Into

New Air Defense Frigates

pj-42639 / 032994



BALLISTIC

géﬁ';; APPROACH FOR ALLIED PARTICIPATION
ORGANIZATION FAR TER

- Expand / Improve Lower Tier Defenses
- Build On Near / Mid Term Achievements To Further
Enhance Lower Tier Capabilities
- Develop / Deploy Area Defense Capability
- Develop Upper Tier, Wide Area Defense Capability,
e.g., THAAD-like Systems, Necessary To Counter
More Advanced Theater Missiles For Both
— Defense-in-depth Of Military Assets

— Territorial Defense

P}-42640 / 032994



BALLISTIC

iyl SCOPE OF PRESENTATION

ORGANIZATION

« Background: TMD Allied Participation
- Today's TMD Environment

« U.S. Congressional Perspective'

- Plan To Coordinate U.S. TMD Programs With Allies
- Objectives
- Approach

- Underway Now, Near / Mid Term, Far Term

« Summary
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BALLISTIC

MissiILE
DEFENSE

SUMMARY

ORGANIZATION

’

. International Community Recognizes The Need For
Anti-tactical Ballistic Missile Defense

. U.S. DoD, Through BMDO, Has Established A Sound
Plan To Enable Evolutionary Improvement Of National

Capabilities

- BMDO Is Fully Engaged In International
Discussions On Collaborative Opportunities

- Actions Are Being Taken By International
Community To Resolve Deficiencies In Response

To The Threat

. Allied Participation In The Past Has Been Significant;
Continued Participation Will Ensure Improved Missile
Defense Systems At Reduced Cost And With Mutual

Benefits

pj-42641 /040194



DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE ORGANIZATION
7100 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-7100

SR April 7, 1994

Major General Olav Aamoth
Royal Norwegian Embassy
2720 34th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20037

Dear General Aamoth:

on April 4, 1994, the Ballistic Missile Defense Organization
presented to allled and friendly governments a review of our
near-, mid- and far-term plans for developing and deploying
Theater Missile Defenses (TMD). While these programs provide
protection for forward-deployed United States armed forces
against a proliferating and evolving theater missile threat, they
have potential to contribute to the national security of our
allies and friends as well.

The United States believes that a cooperative multinational
approach to the development and deployment of TMD supports
U.S./Allied counterproliferation policies, could substantially
reduce the financial burden of such an undertaking on any one

country and would involve additional sources of technological
expertise.

Cooperation with allies and friends in ballistic missile
defense programs has significantly evolved since beginning in
1985. We have witnessed this valued cooperation shift from
consultations and basic research projects to national
requirements studies and programs to develop TMD capabilities.
Some of these efforts are quite specific and advanced.

The TMD Program set forth in our presentation today, as
described in the enclosed briefing charts, continues to respond
to the ballistic missile threat to our homelands and deployed
military forces. 1In connection with strong interest of our
Congress in TMD cooperation, we will be submitting this briefing

as a report required by the FY94 National Defense Authorization
Act.

I am enclosing the materials that we provided when we made
our presentations on Arpil 4. I trust these materials
will refine your understanding of the Department of Defense
missile defense program while reinforcing our interest in TMD



cooperation. As you review our materials, I look forward to
continuing this dialogue, and the cooperative, cost-sharing
programs that flow from this dialogue.

Sincerely,

et €9

Lieutenant General, USA
Director

Enclosures:
As stated



