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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

July- 7, 1994

INFORMATION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE
FROM: <=ROB?E-RT':'BELL-'—QL

SUBJECT: Administration Policy on Gays in the Military

The attached status report on Administration policy concerning
gays in the military, prepared by 0SD/GC, is provided for back-up
to the President’s visit to Ramstein AFB on Monday. I previously
provided the trip delegation with material on the Martin case,
which is scheduled to go to trial at Ramstein on Monday.

Attachment
Tab I Status Report



JUL-@6-1994 17:00 DOD GC 703 693 7278 P.0a2-/084

BOMOSEXUAL CONDUCT IN THE ARMED FORCES:
STATUS REPORT

Background

° Effective February 28, 1994, separation cases for homosexual
conduct are being processed under the new statute and
regulations. Under the new policy, all discharges are based
on conduct and not sexual orientation.

e Homosexual discharges have been declining over the last few
years: FY9l: 949; FY92: 708; FY93: 682; FY94 through April
(7 mos.): 279 (projects to 478). Those discharges
constitute less than two-tenths of one percent of all
military discharges each year. It is too early to determine
the impact of the new policy on future totals.

New Policy Outline

° Accassions: No applicant may be asked about his or her
sexual orientation as part of the accession process.

. Separations: The three bases for separation are homosexual
acts, same sex marriages or attempted marriages, and
statements by an individual that he or she is a homosexual
or bisexual (or words to that effect). In the latter case,
the individual will not be discharged if he or she can rebut
the presumption, raised by the statement, that he or she
engages in homosexual acts or has an intention or propensity
to engage in such acts.

. Investigations: Investigations must be conducted in an
evenhanded manner, without regard to whether alleged sexual
misconduct involves homosexual or heterosexual conduct. No
investigation may be conducted golely to determine a
sarvicemember's sexual orientation, Absent aggravating
circumstances, allegations of sexual misconduct must be
referred to the servicemember's commander, Only if the
commander determines that there is credible information of
sexual misconduct by a particular servicemember may he or
she request or direct an investigation of that misconduct.

° Personnael Security: No investigation or inquiry will be
conducted solely to determine a subject's sexual
orientation, and questions pertalning to an individual's
sexual orientation will not be asked on personnel security
questionnaires. Sexual orientation per se is not a basis
for denying a security clearance. Information about sexual
orientation learned during a security clearance
investigation will not be used for purposes ot
administrative separation.



Military Training: As part of training that will occur upon
entry and periodically thereafter, servicemembers will be
informed of the DoD policy on sexual conduct, including
homosexual c¢onduct.

Pending Litigation Concerning the Former Policy

The Department has defended decisions taken under the former
policy, because that was the DoD policy observed and
enforced prior to February 28, 1994, and it is believed to
be constitutional. It is also necessary to defend the
former policy to the extent that opponents may try to cite
adverse judicial dec¢isions as precedent in new policy cases.

In Cammermeyer, a federal district judge in Seattle held
that the former policy is unconstitutional and ordered the
Army to reinstate Col. Cammermeyer, a decorated Army nurse,
to her former position in the Washington State National
Guard. The judge held that the policy is based solely on
the prejudice of heterosexual servicemembers and, as such,
violates the equal protection component of the Due Process
Clause. He expressly declined to interfere with enforcement
of the pew policy for any actions Col. Cammermeyer may take
after her reinstatement.

. The Department has appealed thls ruling and has
sought a stay from the Court of Appeals. A
decision on the stay application is expected by
July 7.

’ Contrary to the judge's opinion, the military's
principal concern is not "prejudice" but unit
cohesion and readiness. The goal of the policy is
to eliminate conduct that interferes with those
objectives.

In Steffan, a panel of the D.C. Circuit held that the former
policy was unconstitutional in the case of a midshipman at
the U.S. Naval Academy. The panel directed the Department
to graduate and commission him.

. The full court of appeals in D.C. granted
rehearing en banc and heard arguments in May. The
full court has not yet ruled.

In Meiphold, a Ninth Circuit panel heard argument in
December 1993 on the constitutionality of the former policy
as applied to a Navy seaman. It has not yet ruled.

In addition to the most recent rulings of the courts in



, Staffan, and Melnheld, other district courts

cammermeyex
have held the former policy unconstitutional in recent

months. Many federal courts, including courts of appeals,
have also upheld the former poliey.

Pending Litigation Concerning the Naw Policy

In Able v, Perry, a federal district judge in Brooklyn has
issued a preliminary injunction prohibiting enforcement of

the new policy against six plaintiffs (4 reserve, 1 Coast
Guard and 1 Navy), relying principally on First Amendment
grounds. The injunction affects only the six plaintiffs,
and does not otherwise interfere with enforcement of the new
policy.

. The policy should not be deemed in violation of
the First Amendment because it is conduct-based,
Statements serve as a basis for discharge only
when they indicate that a person has engaged in
acts or is likely to engage in acts. The policy
permits servicemembers to demonstrate that
notwithstanding their statements, the have not and
will not engage in prohibited acts.

We are only in the early stages of resolving the
constitutionality of the new policy in the courts. This
process will take time and may ultimately require a decision
by the Supreme Court,

Steps Implementing the New Policy on Investigations

Each Service has issued training materials relating to the

new policy, including the new restrictions on investigations
of sexual conduct.

The Deputy Secretary of Defense has met with the senior

- civilian and military leadership of the Services to

reinforce the Department's commitment to ensuring that
implementation of the policy is proper and appropriately
monitored. Those efforts are ongoing.

The Navy has been asked to investigate the one specific
instance of non-compliance called to the attention of the
Depaxrtment ~- at a Marine Base (Camp Hansen) on Okinawa. TIf
that investigation were to substantiate the allegations,
proper corrective measures would be taken.

TOTAL P.0O04



5302

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

July 7, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH: \ ROBERT. G. ‘fBEIﬂL:)ZBé/

FROM: STEVEN R. JONE#/

SUBJECT: Senator Feinstein Letter RE: B-2 Production in
California

Senator Feinstein has written Mack McLarty regarding the B-2
stealth bomber, asking for Administration support for the $150
million added by the Senate to preserve an option for one year to
sustain B-2 production beyond 20 aircraft. On July 1, the Senate
voted 55-45 to reject a Levin-Leahy Amendment that would have
struck the $150 million from the bill. Since the House did not
approve any additional B-2 funding, this issue will have to be
resolved in House-Senate authorization conference.

The proposed reply to Senator Feinstein at Tab A is consistent
with recent Perry and Deutch letters (Tabs B and C).

As this $150 million B-2 funding issue heads for the House-Senate
authorization conference, you, Mack and others need to discuss
and confirm the Administration’s position with Secretary Perry
and Deputy Secretary Deutch. The proposed response to Senator
Feinstein at Tab A reiterates the previous DoD positions. We
should realize, though, that since the $150 million will now be a
conference issue the Administration will need to decide whether
to continue to oppose the funding outright or negotiate at some
point with Senator Nunn on some form of compromise.

Concurrences by: B?%l DZéiers, Gordon (dams (OMB)

RECOMMENDATION

That you and Susan Brophy forward the memorandum at Tab I to Mack
McLarty which includes a letter to Senator Feinstein for his
signature. -

Attachments
Tab I Memorandum for Mack McLarty
Tab A Response to Senator Feinstein
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 Letter
Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 Letter

Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR MACK McCLARTY

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE
SUSAN BROPHY

SUBJECT: Senator Feinstein Letter RE: B-2 Production in
California
Purpose

To respond to Senator Feinstein’s June 20 letter regarding the
B-2 stealth bomber, asking for Administration support for the

$150 million added by the Senate to preserve an option for one
year to sustain B-2 production beyond 20 aircraft.

Background

The Administration requested $891.2 million for the B-2 program
this year in support of the $44.4 billion B-2 program agreed upon
in 1992 by the Congress and President Bush, and endorsed by
President Clinton. Our FY 94 and FY 95 budget requests did not
provide for more than 20 aircraft, nor did they preserve the
industrial base required to maintain an option for more than 20.

The House members (especially Dellums-Kasich) are adamant that
the 20 aircraft agreement be maintained. However, the California
delegation, Northrop and some parts of the Air Force have been
campaigning for more than 20. Their argument is that tens of
thousands of jobs are at risk (many in California), the B-2 is
our only remaining bomber production line, that each B-2 beyond
20 could be bought for "only" $595 million (vice $828 million for
each of the first 20), and that we don’t have enough bombers to
make the BUR whole.

As a result, the SASC included $150 million to preserve as an
option for one year to sustain B-2 production beyond 20 (the last
bomber is now slated to come off the line in 1998), but did not
authorize production of the 21st B-2. On July 1 Senator Levin

of fered an amendment to remove this $150 million and transfer it
to base closures. 1In a 55-45 role call vote, the Senate rejected
the Levin amendment and maintained the $150 million B-2 add-on.
This issue will now go to conference.
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Perry and Deutch letters this year to Feinstein and Levin in
February and June (Tabs B and C) stated the Administration’s
position that we support neither further purchases of B-2
aircraft beyond the 20 authorized, nor added funding for the
bomber industrial base to support additional B-2 production
beyond the 20. Our concern remains that additional funding and
production of the B-2, while highly desirable, would most likely
have to come at the expense of military readiness.

The proposed reply to Senator Feinstein at Tab A is consistent
with the Perry and Deutch letters.

RECOMMENDATION

That you send the letter at Tab A to Senator Feinstein.

Attachments
Tab A Response to Senator Feinstein
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 Letter

Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 Letter



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Dear Dianne:

Thank you for your letter of June 20th regarding the B-2 bomber
program and the bomber industrial base.

In his February 23 letter to you, Secretary Perry emphasized that
given his deep personal convictions about the military importance
of stealth for nearly two decades, he was determined that the
Administration make the right decision concerning our stealth
bomber production capacity. I share his view that we have indeed
gotten this one right.

In a June 22 letter to Senator Levin, Deputy Secretary Deutch
outlined the Administration’s rationale for not supporting
further purchases of B-2 aircraft beyond the 20 authorized or
actions that would contribute to that end. Although the Senate
voted to authorize funding for the bomber industrial base for

FY 1995, the President’s principal concern remains that we simply
cannot afford additional B-2 aircraft in the following years.

Again, thank you for your letter. I want to assure you that this
Administration is committed to ensuring that the B-2 program and
other equally critical elements of our overall defense program
are properly balanced to meet the formidable challenges
confronting our national security.

Sincerely,

Thomas F. McLarty
Chief of Staff to the President

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein
United States Senate
wWashington, D.C. 20510
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THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
WASHINGTON, D.C. 203011000
22 June 1994

Honorable Carl Levin
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Levin:

This is in response to your recent inquiry about the Department’s
possible interest in additional B-2 aircraft beyond the 20 currently authorized,
Based on a careful analysis of the industrial base, warfighting, and budgetary
implications of an enlarged B-2 fleet the Department cannot support further
purchases of B-2 aircraft or actions that would contribute to that end.

The Department has taken the necessary steps to deﬂ with B-2
indust;lal base and pr_'ogrammatic lssues. As you know, the Bepasimanids

M4l aIs ARSI ns AN d-endaraed. by Prasidant Clistan, Even in
these difficult budgetary times we have included nearly4900milliag-in o0
icaiyenssibilhaermest to produce an aircraft with superior military
capabilities, as well as to provide us with a wealth of manufacturing
technology and experience that our defense industry will draw on in our

development and procurement of other systems, even after the B-2 line closes
down.

Working with the Congress the Department has been making every
effort to stabilize the program from both a management and financial
perspective. The Department's certification of the sound management of the
program -- as required by the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 1994 -- was a major step in settling outstanding issues in this regard.
Therefore, the introduction of additional funding uncertainty in the future of

the B-2 program would be an unfortunate return to a period that we have put
behind us.

The Department has continuously examined the role of the B-2 from a
warfighting perspective within the context of our ongoing analysis of the

bomber force. No requirement has emerged from this analysis to change the
recommendation in the Bottom Up Review for 20 B-2 aircraft. :

Finally, absent an unlikely budget windfall for Defense or a radical shift
- in our budget priorities, we simply can't afford additional B-2 aircraft. The
billions of dollars that would be needed to sustain such an effort are not
affordable. Funds for additional aircraft would have to be taken from higher
priority Defense needs that support the readiness and modernization of our
forces and a viable support infrastructure.
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When flelded, the authorized force of 20 B-2s will make a substantial
contribution to our nation's defense. The Department's careful stewardship

of this program ~ working in harmony with the Congress - ensures that
essential industrial base tasks will be completed.

I trust this letter responds to your questions and stand ready to provide

further details if needed.

John M. Deutch

P.23
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DIANNE FEINSTEIN :
7 - CALIFORNIA COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION

Mnited States Senate 0N 27 o

WASHINGTON, DC 20510-0504

June 20, 1994

Mr. Thomas F. McLarty, 3rd
Chief of Staff

The White House
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mack:

I am writing to request White House support for the B-2
"stealth" bomber program, which is particularly important to the
State of California.

I have personally visited the B-2 production facility in
Palmdale, California, received a comprehensive briefing on the
program, and spoken to Air Force test pilots. I strongly believe
that the B-2 is an important program to U.S. national security
and will help keep America strong well into the next century..
The B-2 is capable of penetrating deep into enemy territory,
unescorted and undetected, and dropping precision guided
conventional "smart" bombs right on target. The B-2 is also the
only bomber that can take off from a base in the United States,
strike anywhere in the world with only one mid-air refueling, and
return safely home. Because fewer unescorted B-2 aircraft due
the job of scores of other bombers, fighters and tankers, I am
convinced that the stealth technology of the B-2 puts fewer lives
at risk and is, in the long-run, cost-effective.

As you may know, the Senate Armed Services Committee
recently provided $150 million in FY95 to preserve the bomber
industrial base for one year. However, there will most likely be
an attempt on the Senate floor to eliminate this provision from
the Defense Authorization Act. I believe that support from the
Administration is key to maintaining these needed funds.

The dissolution of the only bomber production facility in
the United States is of great concern to me. The first
operational B-2 bomber was delivered to the Air Force on December
17, 1993. By the end of this year, five B-2 aircraft will be
operational and the last B-2 will be well into final fabrication
at the assembly facility in Palmdale.

The Bottom-Up Review (BUR) endorsed a force of up to 184
long-range bombers, with 100 bombers needed for a single major
regional conflict. However, due to a lack of assets, the Air
Force cannot meet this stated military requirement today, nor
will they be able to in the future under current plans. As a
follow-up to the BUR, the Pentagon is conducting a "roles and
missions" study of its fighting forces, including long-range
bombers. This study will not be complete until next year, and



Mr. Thomas F. McLarty, 3rd
June 20, 1994
Page 2

may very well recommend that the U.S. needs additional long-
range bombers.

Unless action is taken in FY95 to preserve the B-2
industrial base, the only bomber production facility in the
nation will virtually evaporate within a few years. Once the
B-2 industrial base disappears -- including all the facilities,
skilled workforce, key suppliers and management capability -- it
is unlikely that the budget resources will be available in the
future to recreate the more than $20 billion already invested in
the program.

Additionally, the BUR endorsed the concept of sustained
production of submarines, tanks and aircraft carriers to ensure
the industrial capability to meet future inventory requirements.
The same logic would seem to apply to long-range bomber
production capability. A modest investment in FY95 -- not
requiring a commitment to new aircraft -- would hold the B-2
industrial team together until further consideration can be given
to the future of the B-2 force.

The defense industrial base, particularly the bomber
industrial base, is a vital national security asset that must be
preserved. This 1is especially true in California, where nearly
15,000 high-quality, high-skilled jobs directly depend on the
B-2 program.

I urge the White House to support the Senate Armed Services
Committee's recommendation to provide $150 million in FY95 to
preserve the bomber industrial base. I believe your support is
needed on this important issue. With the Defense Authorization
Act on the Senate floor as early as this week, I look forward to
your favorahle response as sSoon as possible.

pfanne Feinstein

DF:ram
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

July 7, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR NANCY SODERBERG

THROUGH: “ROBERT G. BEDL ‘2&&/

FROM: STEVEN P. ANDREASEN ﬂ‘

SUBJECT: Request for Annual Leave

I wish to travel to Lincoln, Nebraska on the morning of Friday,
July 8, returning Sunday night, July 10.

While in Lincoln, I can be reached at: 402-488-5111

I intend to take annual leave on July 8.

Approve Disapprove
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506

July 7, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR NANCY SODERBERG

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELLJ%zQF%//

FROM: STEVEN P. ANDREASEN‘Q&F

SUBJECT: Request for Annual Leave

I wish to travel to Lincoln, Nebraska on the morning of Friday,
July 8, returning Sunday night, July 10.

While in Lincoln, I can be reached at: 402-488-5111

I intend to take annual leave on July 8.

Approve §>ZI Disapprove
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5452
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

July 7, 1994

ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE
FROM: ROBERT BELLQK-@@/

SUBJECT: New York Times Article on Military Readiness

Per Nancy’s and Tara’s request, I have prepared the attached memo
to the President critiquing the July 5 New York Times article on
military readiness and making recommendations for our overall
handling of this issue in conjunction with the impending release
of the "Meyer Report" on readiness.

Concurrence by: Tara Sonenshindfi)

RECOMMENDATION

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

Attachments
Tab I Memo to the President
Tab A New York Times Article
Tab B Excerpt from Admiral Mauz’s Speech
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5452

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

INFORMATION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE
SUBJECT: New York Times Article on Military Readiness
Purpose

To provide you with a critique of a recent New York Times article
on military readiness.

Background

On July 5, the New York Times’ front page featured an article by
Eric Schmitt on military readiness (Tab A). The article was
fairly balanced, noting that there is an on-going debate as to
whether recent budget cuts have compromised readiness. On the
positive side, the article quoted Senator McCain as saying:
"Readiness and capability are good right now, but the cracks are
beginning to show." It also quoted Admiral Owens'’ defense of our
readiness status: "We are not on the razor’s edge of readiness.
It is our highest priority to never undercut our readiness." On
the other hand, the article included quotes from three senior
military commanders (General Sullivan, General Carns and Admiral
Mauz) ascribing a high degree of risk to our current readiness
posture. The author himself conceded the picture was
"complicated" and noted that while U.S. armed forces "are clearly
being asked to do more with less" and there are "real" warning
signs, "much of what is being cut is fat, and some commanders are
finding cost-cutting innovations that do not harm readiness.”

Given the balanced nature of this article, I do not believe we
need to respond to it with a counterpoint op-ed. However, I do
pelieve we need to work very closely with Secretary Perry to
prepare for the impending release of the "Meyer Report" on
readiness.

You will recall that last year then-Secretary Aspin established a
blue ribbon panel of former military officers led by former Army
Chief of Staff Edward "Shy" Meyer to advise him on readiness.
This panel, known officially as the Defense Science Board Task
Force on Readiness, issued an interim report in February. The
interim report concluded that although there are "some downward
indicators," the general readiness posture of our military is at
present "acceptable.”" The report emphasized that many of the
downward indicators stem from the turbulence associated with the
continuing downsizing of the defense establishment and will

cc: Vice President
Chief of Staff
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subside as we adjust to the new defense environment. The report
also noted the aggressive program Defense has undertaken to
counter any drift toward a "hollow force," including the fact
that your FY 1995 defense budget request features a 5.6% increase
in O&M funding even though the force structure will decline next
year by 7%.

The final report of the Meyer panel, which is currently being
reviewed by Defense and is tentatively scheduled to be released
in mid-July, will be widely regarded as an important reality
check on the state of our readiness. The good news is that it
reaffirms the basic conclusions of the interim report in February
and assesses current readiness levels as adequate. We should,
therefore, use the occasion of the release of this report to make
our case that we are in fact protecting readiness and giving it
the top priority it warrants. I will coordinate with Bill on a
game plan for this event.

One final note: Admiral Mauz, Commander of the Atlantic Fleet,
is quoted in the article as saying: "I don’t think the President
understands the implications of this budget, and just how risky
it is." We looked into this and found out that the reporter was
not present at the speech. 1 have attached at Tab B the
transcript of what the Admiral actually said. The transcript
makes it clear that he was not being critical of you but rather
was making the more general point that given the uncertainties of
the post-Cold War security environment, none of us probably knows
for sure what the level of risk is in our budgets. We have
suggested to the Admiral that he write a letter of clarification
to the paper.

Attachments
Tab A New York Times Article
Tab B Excerpt from Admiral Mauz’s Speech
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EXCERPT OF REMARKS BY ADMIRAL H. H. MAUZ JR.
NORTH TRXAS COMMISSION SENIOR LEADERSHIP FORUM

“...Maintaining even the Bottom Up Review force level will
not be easy. The budgetary pressures on future Defense
budgetes will likely increase.

When I talk with saflors aboard their ships, no one disputes
that the country has other problems that need attention.
Sailors share the same concerns that other Americans have
about cxrime, health care, drug abuse and public education.
But they also see the size of the Navy declining fast, while
requirements on the Navy seem to be increasing.

The Navy budget -- and the DOD budget as a whole -- has been
down every year since 1985. The Navy has lost 408 of its
budget in real terms. There is a point below which we must
not go. And that time is upon us. The President made this
point in his State of the Union address, saying strongly
that there must be no further cuts to the defense budget.,

Our forces are ready touday =-- never more highly trained and
motivated. However, there is concern that there may not be
enough resources in future defense budgete to support even
the smaller force level called for in the Bottom Up review.
At the same time our force structure is declining rapidly,
and there are uncertainties and risks in a turbulent world
that no one can be sure of. [I_don’'t think the President or
anyone else can fully know the implications of this budget, *
and how much risk there is. We make certain assumptions,
but no one knows exactly what threats there will be to our
vital interests overseas in the years ahoad.i

In order to get the most from our shrinking budget, there
must be greater emphasis on quality and efficiency in
everything we do. At the same time, there must be further
reductions in an infrastructure originally designed to
support a much bigger Navy..." (returning to cleared text,

page 6).



NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

07-Jul-1994 19:11 EDT

MEMORANDUM FOR:
HAHN ( HAHN@A1@OEOB )

FROM: herringd
(herringd@NSCSTFROEOB@MSGATERVAXB)

SUBJECT: Major Seaton

Message Creation Date was at 7-JUL-1994 18:56:00

Keith,

I just talked to Major Seaton. He has not met with anyone in Admin. He does
not have an SCI clearance. And as far as we know his assignment here has not
been approved.

The latter is the most important. The rest we can work. Do you have some
documentation that shows that Nancy has approved his assignment? If not, I
will need to discuss it with her before w ontinue.

I'l1l talk to you about it tomorrow.

-david
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WASHINGTON. D.C. 20508

July 7, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

THROUGH : [ROBERT. BELI S
FROM: PETER FEAVERDF
SUBJECT: Letter to President from Representative McHale,

Response to Brennan Letter in Defense News

At Tab I Representative McHale has sent the President a copy of a
letter he has written to the editor of Defense News concerning
the role of the Marine Corps and the Marines’ armored capability.
McHale’s letter is in response to another letter, written by John
Brennan and published in the June 27-July 3 edition of Defense
News.

The exchange of letters was occasioned by the interservice
dispute over whether to transfer Army M1Al tanks to the Marine
Corps. Brennan argues that the Marines should be kept light
while Representative McHale argues that the armored capability of
the Marines is essential and should be enhanced.

The decision to transfer the tanks to the Marine Corps was
covered in General Powell’s 1992 roles and missions report. The
overall question of the role of the Marines as a light infantry
force is among the issues to be covered by the new Roles and
Missions Commission.

Representative McHale does not request any action of the
President. Moreover, this is not even a formal letter to the
President but rather simply a "cc." of a letter to the editor.
Therefore, there is nongiirfor a presidential response.

M/

Concurrence by: Bill Danvers

RECOMMENDATION

That no further action be taken.

Attachments
Tab I Incoming Correspondence
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PAUL McHALE - DISTRICT OFFICES:
1571 DISTRICT, PENNSYLVANIA B“::‘:::'::"“::::‘:“z
511 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING (610) 866-0918
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-3815
4 Surme 203
(202) 225-6411 Congress of the Enited States
COMMITTEES: ONE CENTER SQUARE
: A . PA 181012192
ARMED SERVICES PBouge of Representatives N o o nat
SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY Rashington, BE 20515-3815 1803 Lowon stacer
(610) 258-8383
168 Main STREET
June 28 1994 PENNSBURG, PA 18073-1398
!

(215) 541-0614

Editorial Headquarters
Defense News

6883 Commercial Drive
Springfield, VA 22159-0500

To the Editor:

I am writing in response to John Brennan’s recent
correspondence, "Keep Marines Light". Unfortunately, Mr. Brennan
has a limited and often inaccurate understanding of traditional
Marine Corps roles, missions, and armor capabilities. In his
letter, he states:

Providing additional tanks to an essentially
infantry Marine force does not develop an
effective combined arms armored force, but
only provides more firepower to support
infantry forces....Effective armored forces
require much greater logistics support....The
two operations require vastly different
combined arms training. It is unrealistic to
expect units to train well in both.

Apparently, Mr. Brennan is unfamiliar with Marine Corps
peacetime training and recent combat history. During Operation
Dezert Storm, two entire Marine divisiocns, composed of task
organized armor and mechanized forces, attacked aggressively into
the flank of Iraqi units dug in along the Kuwait border.
Utilizing combined arms and integrated air power, Marine
regimental task forces overwhelmed the opposing Iragi tank units,
by applying, on an armored battlefield, cutting edge concepts of
maneuver warfare,

Throughout decades of intense training in the desert at
Twentynine Palms, California, the largest base in the Marine
Corps, the Marines have pioneered the world’s most advanced
concepts of mechanized and armored combat. By contrast, Mr.
Brennan’s misleading impression of the Marines as purely straight
leg infantry, in fact, became an anachronism in the 1930’s. The
modern battlefield requires a more mobile and powerful force.

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



Editorial Headquarters
Defense News

June 28, 1994

Page 2

The current debate before Congress has nothing to do
with "keeping the Marines light". The expeditionary missions
historically assigned to the Marines mandate that the Corps be
able to deploy rapidly. For this reason, prepositioned Marine
armor forces were the first to arrive in the Gulf during the
early days of Desert Shield. They were the first mechanized and
armored units to be declared combat ready. They were the first
to incorporate both active and reserve armored elements into
forward deployed battalion task forces. 1In short, Mr. Brennan’s
critique of the Marine Corps’ combined arms capability as
"unrealistic" and "second best" is a revision of history, sharply
at odds with their battlefield success during Desert Storm.

No one is seeking to expand the Marine Corps’
traditional roles and missions. The transfer of 132 M1Al tanks
from the Army to the Marine Corps, once accomplished, would leave
the Marines with 315 fewer tanks and one less armored battalion
than they possessed at the beginning of Desert Shield. Stated
simply, Mr. Brennan and his allies want to crush the Marine
Corps’ existing armored, mechanized, and combined arms
capability. They have attempted to do so by setting up the straw
man of an alleged Marine Corps expansion.

While the U.S. Army wisely transitions to the M1A2
tank, a piece of armor equipment possessing 18% greater combat
power than its predecessor the M1Al, how can any serious defense
analyst argue that our national security is best served by
transferring all 1500 of the Army’s used M1Al’s to the National
Guard and none to the Marines?

The Army has long since adopted the principle that
units should be equipped in the order in which they are expected
to be echeloned onto the battlefield. In my view, this same
principle should be honored across service boundaries by
transferring 132 M1Al tanks to the Marines, leaving a balance of
approximately 1350 M1Al’s for service in the National Guard.
Frankly, it’s common sense.



Editorial Headquarters
Defense News

June 28, 1994

Page 3

Finally, in order to recognize, respect, and preserve

the extraordinary heavy land battle capability of the U.S. Army,
Mr. Brennan and others should realize that it is not necessary to
deny or denigrate the exceptional combined arms competence of the
U.S. Marine Corps. Such misguided parochialism harms both

services.
Sincerely,
Paul McHale
Member Of Congress
cc: The Honorable William J. Clinton, President

The Honorable William Perry, Secretary of Defense

The Honorable Togo West, Secretary of the Army

The Honorable John Dalton, Secretary of the Navy

General John M. Shalikashvili, Chairman, Joint Chiefs of
Staff

General C. E. Mundy, Jr., Commandant, U.S. Marine Corps

General Gordon Sullivan, Chief of Staff, U.S. Army

Admiral Jeremy Michael Boorda, Chief of Naval Operations

The Honorable John P. Murtha, Chairman, Subcommittee on
Defense, House Committee on Appropriations

The Honorable Ronald V. Dellums, Chairman, House Committee
on Armed Services

The Honorable Floyd Spence, Ranking Member, House Committee
on Armed Services

Members, House Committee on Armed Services
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Keep Marines Light

For at least 50 years, the U.S.
Army and Marine Corps have
been struggling over their rela-
tive roles and missions. Reduc-
tions in the defense budget
have intensified this struggle as
the two bureaucracies strive to
protect their rice bowls.

A current example involves

roposals to direct the Army to
glve between 80 and 220 M1Al
tanks to the Marine Corps. (In
addition to the 50 given last
year.) This originated with the
1992 Mobility Requirements
Study (MRS), which resulted ina
task to the Army to preposition
equipment and supplies fora
heavy armored brigade on
ships. The Army is loading and
deploying this brigade set now.

The Marines countered with
a proposal to meet this task by
adding more tanks to each of
their three prepositioned bri-
gade sets. They argued that this
would be significantly cheaper
than the Army armored bri-
gade. They also proposed that
the Army give them the addi-
tional 84 required tanks, thus
further reducing costs to the
Marines.

After this was turned down
by the Office of the Secretary of
Defense and the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, the Marines outlined an-
other proposal to add the tanks
to their brigades in addition to
(rather than in lieu of) the Army
armored brigade. A supporter in
Congress proposed an amend-
ment directing the Army to
transfer more than 130 M1A1
tanks to the Marines. This ap-
pears to be temporarily shelved
after discussion with the Joint
Chiefs of Staff chairman.

While the Marine Corps pro-
posals appear to serve their in-
terests, they do not serve the
interests of the United States,
and actually may not serve Ma-
rine interests.

The MRS recommended a
prepositioned heavy armored
brigade set in addition to the
three prepositioned Marine bri-
gade sets, for a total of four
sets. The Marine proposal will
provide three sets with extra
tanks.

The MRS recommended a
heavy armored brigade set. The
Marine Corps does not have
heavy armored brigades. It has
footmobile infantry regiments
that can be supported by tank,
amphibious a« It vehicle,
towed artillery, helicopter and

JUNE 27-JULY 3, 1994

light armored vehicle units.
The Army has heavy ar-
mored brigades. It has already
disbanded more than the
equivalent of four armored di-
vision equivalents, a force
larger than the entire Marine
Corps, and still has seven ar-
mored division equivalents in
the active force structure.
These provide the armored
brigade to meet the MRS task,
and all are fully integrated and
equipped armored forces.
Marine units are organized,
equipped and trained for am-
phibious operations. They do
this better than anyone else.
Armored maneuver operations
require different organization,
equipment and training.
Army armored units have
these, and consequently do ar-
mored operations well. Pro-
viding additional tanks to an
essentially infantry Marine
force does not develop an ef-
fective combined arms ar-
mored force, but only pro-
vides more firepower to
support infantry forces.
Marine infantry in armored
assault vehicles are much
more vulnerable than if they
were equipped with infantry
fighting vehicles. Towed artil-
lery is much more vulnerable

- $3.00 USA.'$5.00 Non-USA

to counterbattery fire than
self-propelled, armored artil-
lery. Tanks without adequate
infantry or artillery support
are very vulnerable to an ef-
fective enemy cnmbmcd arms
force.

Effective armored forces re-
quire much greater logistics
support to capitalize on their
firepower and mobility poten-
tial. The two operations re-
quire vastly different com-
bined arms training. It is
unrealistic to expect units to
train well in both.

The great difference be-
tween these operations may
be why the British insisted
that their armored division be
moved from U.S. Marine con-
trol to U.S. Army control be-
fore Desert Storm.

If cost is the only factor in
this issue, current capabilities
would be greatly improved by
replacing the Marine brigade
set in the Indian Ocean with
an Army armored brigade set,
using the ships currently car-
rying the Marine equipment.
Air support could be from ei-
ther the Marines or Air Force.

The current Marine clamor
for this additional role nega-
tively affects Marine amphibi-
ous capabilities and will not
provide the force capability

called for in the Mobility Re-
qQuirements Study.

Hopefully, Marine support-
ers will recognize these nega-
tive impacts and take steps to
reorient the Marine Corps to
Marine roles and missions.

The U.S. Marines are the
best amphibious assault force
in the world. They shouldn't
compromise this standard try-
ing to become the second best
armored force.

JOHN BRENNAN
Fort Washington, Md.
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ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

THROUGH: RO§§RT BELdez
FROM: KEITH HAHN %4k/
SUBJECT: Proposed Report RE: HR 4003,Maritime

Administration Authorization Act for Fiscal Years
1995 and 1996

Tab II provides Secretary of Transportation Pena’s proposed
response to amendments made by the House Merchant Marine and
Fisheries Committee to the Maritime Administration and
Promotional Reform Act of 1994. Secretary Pena argues that the
Administration’s bill contains the correct amount of funds to
meet maritime industry goals and that additional money provided
by Congress is not needed. In addition, he argques that
additional subsidy payments to U.S. shipyards for the series
construction of commercial vessels will undermine our position-
OECD negotiations where we are seeking to do away with national
subsidies of the shipbuilding industry.

Wy

Concurrences by: Helen Walsh and Bill Danvers
RECOMMENDATION

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

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

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES J. JUKES

FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH

SUBJECT: Proposed Report RE: HR 4003, Maritime
Administration Authorization Act for Fiscal Years

1995 and 1996

The National Security Council staff concurs in the proposed
Transportation report.
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l ' .
DEPENSE - samuel T, Bricx, Jr, ‘(703)697-1305 -:328
JUSTICE - sheila P. Anthony - (202)514-2141 - 217
LABOR - Robert A. Bhapiro ~ (202)219-8201 = 330
STATE =~ Julia C. Norton =~ (202)647-4463 - 225
,TRANSPORTATION - Tom Herlihy -~ (202)366-4687 - 22¢.
TREASURY - Richard S. catro ~ (202)622 ~i1146 - 228
COMMERCE ~ Michael A. Lavitt - (202)482-3151 .- 324
NSC = William M. Itoh - (202)395-3723 ~ 249

NEC ~ sonyia Matthews - (202)436-6723 ~ 429

USTR = Fred Montgomery = (202)395-3475 - 223

TO: Lagislativ. Liaison otticer -w.

FROM: . ~ JAMES J. JUKES (for) ( ]. o
L Assistant Director fo cUIslatin-Raferance
. ONB CONTACT: James A. BROWN (3935~ 3) ? B .
Becretary’s line (for simple: reaponsea): 395-3‘54
Chris BERTRAM (395-5704) Co -
' . !
SUBJECT:  Proposed Report RE:. HR 4003, :Maritime
' " Administration Authorizationi Act for Fiscal
,Yaarl 1995 and 1996 o ! :
. I
DEADLINE: 4100 F.M, THURSDAY July 7, 1954

-

. COMMENTS ! Included nro tvo (2) letters adﬁ:cloinq different
issues rajised by H.R. 4003 AND a proposed’ srarnunur or
ADKINIBTRATION POLICY. on l a. 4003.

OMB requests the views of your agency on %h

. advising on its relationship to the progr

. accordance with OMB Circular A-19.

8 abova subject before
m of the President, in

Ploase advise us if this item will affect! direct .pondinq or -
receipts for purposes of the the "Pay-As-You-Go' provisions of
Title XIII of the Omnibun Budqet Reconoiliation Act of 19%0.

CC: S .

Chris Bartram T, 'Hichael Schmidt

John McClelland . ' Lisa Witt

‘Wayne Wittig ~ : " . . Bernie Ascher’

Meg ‘DiBari o Margaxet 8Shaw - o _
Roger AdKins I " Chris Edley o K '

Ken Schwartz s : 7. Jennifer Palmieri
Michael Deich - : .
John Goodman -
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"It your responlo to this request for vicws il linplo (e.g.,'
concur/no ‘comment) we prefer that you- resp&nd by faking 'us this
response sheet. If the response .is. sinplo and . you prefer to
call, please call the branch-wvide line shown below (NOT the
analyst’s line) ‘to loaVQ a nesaaqa with a sacrotary.

You may also respond by (1) calling the analyst/attorney's direct
line (you will be connected-to voice mail if the analyst does not
answer); (2) sending us a memo or letter; or (3). if you are an
"OASIS user in the Executive Office of the President, gending an -
. E-majl message. Please 1qcludo the LRM numbar nhown abOVQ, and

the subjeot shown below.:

|'. B LI

'TO; .,James A. BROWN
) Office of Nanagement and Budget
Fax Number:: (202) 395-3109 - - : :
' Analyst/Attorney’s .Direct Numbert v (202) 395-3473
Branch-wide Line (to reach spcratary): (202) 395-3454

. FROM: L R s . (pate)

(Name). '

T SRN——

L 3 (Agency)
. |
SUBdnCT. Pxoposed Report RE: HR 4003, Maritine e

- Administration Authorizution Act | ror Fiscal
Years .1995 and 1996 ' ‘

(Tpicbhono)

The following is the response of ‘our ageno} to your-request for
views on thae above-captioned subjact' L -

~

congur "' .
'No objection

|

I

!

|

.

‘No . comment . | 5
¢

-
. . Bae proposed edits on pag s
.Othor. )
FAX RETURN of . . pages; attached to this

‘response qﬁeot

L
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| - Aoting |Chalirman, Committes on Ways and Neans .

cents por KRT and the geographical d

VITU9Tos 1i.00AR I ' o IV 330 NVE B 174 D1

Honoradble Sam X. Gibbonp -

U.8. Houma of Representatives
Washington, D.C, ;20815~6348

Dear essman Glbbons:
On May (3¢, 1994, the House Worchant Marine and Fisheries
omnN

e snanded H.R. 4003, replacing the Afministration’s '
proposed . "Naritime administration and Promotional Reform Apt of -

. 18947 with substitute langusge, 'The Comnittse on Mays and. Xeans f

has begn granted sequantial referral of the bill,

"To meey pay~as-you-go requirements for its 1§~yc;r Maritime -
- 8eourity Program, the Administration had pzogohcd increasing the

vessel [tonnage duty from 9 oents per nat regimtared ton (NRT) to
a4 cents for the first five entries a vessel wmakes into the
United |States fron foraign ports in tha Westarn Heamisphere,
8inila 1{, the tonnage duty on the first five entries a ship
maken fnto the Unite States from other foreign areas would -
inoreage from 27 oente to 71 ‘cents per NRT. i This supplemental
increase would raise approximately $100 willion per year,

Under the substitute bill, the tonnaid duty wevld increase to 6

differential would be . C
eliminnted. -Approximately $140 m{llion per vaar -in additfonal
vasanl tonnags duties would be éollected. |

Tue additionnl funds would bs used as the pat-qo-tor the cost of
H.R. 2151, the Maritine Becurity and Conmpetitivaness Act of 1993,
vhich avervhalmingly passed the House of Repragentatives on

4, 1993, B! axtending the current tornage duty beyona
other $300 million would be added to%tho progran,

As repsgtod by the Commi{ttooc on Merchant Marine and Tisherlies, -
H.R. 4003 would ‘establish a program of subsifly payments te U,8.
shlpyaris for the series construction of con::rolal vessels,
Such a rogrun'would be inconsistent both wikh. the ‘
Adainistration’s efforts to negotiate an end to similar shipysrd
wubsidias by foreign nations, and with its stpirha to assist the
v.s, abtihu 1ding industry to becoms self-sufficiant and coat
competitive in the world markat, . i -

ninistration plan

- The Mministration sent its geparate uhlpbuiiginb initiative to

Con

?roc on October 1, 1993. The five-part -
1pé udes: B i : <3

-1)| Ensuring fair 1ntétnution 1 conpethition through
negotiations at the organizatisn for Economic. and




~
- —— a—-

. Bny questions, please conta

Ul=Us=3¢ 11.J0Am U T AT oA

-

Cooperative Davelopment (oncn)'tbfnnd goreign
shipbuilding subsidies; .

2) Iaproving competitiveness by prﬁvidl 'overnnodt
, funding of .:g: nillion toward lndpuzgy'- initiated
1 razaarch and development projacts to. acoelerate
r technology transfer; , . :

3) Eliminating dnqecos-ari qucinnqnt ioghlation; o

" 4} Extending the existing Title XI faderal ship tinancl:g :
. 1oan'guarnnte¢ progran to cover ships built for expe
'~ as wall ar for U.8. owners, with ¢160 sillion in
tu:ding to support about $1.3 billion in loan activity;
an S ' . e

8) A-aiotiﬁq'1n?1np§rnational market ';_'

Tue lniotration';jnhipbullding initiatives are donpriﬁ‘hﬁivc,

and they are consistent with efforts to and foreign shipbuilding -

In congideration ot buaéét'oohshrpinti'ana to uininize the
Réeont Al impact of inoreased tonnagu feas on trade, the
10

dninigtration carefully chosse tha 0 millien per year tundiﬁq

leval for tha 10~year Maritime Security Program. We continue to
believe that is the appropriate spending level. .

The inistration therefore urges approval af the funding level
and mechanisan it oriqinallyczroposad, If you or your staff have

Bé or Etavaen Falmer, Assistant
Secretgry for Governmantal Affairs, st (202) 166-4573.

. .8incerely, -

Fodpriuo Pafla

oot MAR-100 110 115 400 433 240, 8-10
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‘pRAFT
c.Ouly 1, 1994
. {House. Rules) - -

! ~  (Studds (D) Massachusetts and 4 Others)

The adminiptrétion‘wouiq have no objection to House passage

. H.R. 4003 if it were amended to address three sarious concerns.

" First, H.R. 4003 requires the 80cretaty'otiérans rtation to’
enter into agreements under H.R. 2131, the Maritime Becurity ana
Competitiveness Act of 1993, that passsd the House on November 4,
1993, H.R. 21351 includes a provisggn that dould'establish a
program of subsidy payments .to shipyards lodated in the United
States for the series construction of commercial vessels. B6uch a
program would be inconsistent both with the Administration’s
efforts to negotiate an end to similar shipyard subsidies by
foreign nations, and with its program to assist the U.S.
shipbuilding industry to become self-sufficient and cost:
competitiva in the world market. The Administration is working
with the shipbuilding industry to achievae cost competitiveness.

Second,. the Administration has proposed a $1 billion, ten-year.
program of. conprehensive assistance to the U.8. maritime - |
industry: H.R.: 4003 would exceed the President’s. requested
funding level 'by $700 million. The Administration strongly P
believes that §1 billion is sufficient to priomote the development
of a self-gustaining American flag fleet. The amounts :

. appropriated in this bill are considered to ba mandatory

Bpﬂndinq- . . . . . . . . .‘- .

Finally, H.R. 4003 would reduce funding for ithe Ready Reserve '~ -
Force (RRF) by redirecting unobligated funds appropriated for the
procurement of ships for the RRF. The currantly planned
improvements to the RRF are an integral part of the
administration’s total program to assure that adefjuate sealift
capacity is available to meet national deferise needs. . =~

H.R. 4003 would affect receipts and outlays; therefore, it is .
subject to the pay-as=you-go (PAYGO) raquir&mants of the Omhibus
Budget -Reconclliation Act (OBRA) of 1990. oo '

oMB’s preliminary PAYGO scoring estimates of this bill are , 3
‘presented in the table below. Final scoring of this legislation
may deviate from this estimate. oo . '
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5402
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON D C 20506

July 8, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR JAMES J. JUKES

FROM: ,{0,/ WILLIAM H. ITOH JuR—

SUBJECT: Proposed Report RE: HR 4003, Maritime

Administration Authorization Act for Fiscal Years
1995 and 1996

The National Security Council staff concurs in the proposed
Transportation report.



L - "foo_',;;"ihl" fpﬁégﬁ,'ﬁr.:a;“; L{C)z____

 EXECUTIVE orrrcs OF THE Pnzs:ozuw' " E?f28F7
OFFPICE OF MANAGENENT AND BUDGET = -
' waahington, D.C. 80803 g

s

July 5, 1994

LBGISLATIVI RE!!RRAL KBNORA”DUN o
_ . ' ,_LR& F1-3165
TO: Logislatxva Lioison orticcr -“'”

DEFENSE - samuel T. Brick Jr, =" (703)697-1305 --325
JUSTICE =~ Sheila F. Anthony - (202)514-2141 - 217 .
LABOR - Robert A. Bhapiro ~ (202)219-8201 - 330
STATE - Julia C. Norton = (202)647-4463 - 225
_TRANSPORTATION - Tom Herlihy -~ (202)366—4687 - 226
TREASURY - Richard S. Catrro ~ (202)622 1146 - 228
COMMERCE ~ Michael A. Levitt - (202)482-3151 ~ 324
NSC = william H. Itoh - (202)395-3723 ~ 249

NEC - Sonyia Matthews - (202)456-6722 = 429

USTR - Frad Montgomery - (202)395—3475 - 223

FROM: . JAmES J. JUKES (for) (| '
S Assistant Director fo oqtslativo Rateronco

OMB CONTACT: James A. BROWN (395-3443) : e .
Becretary’s line (for simple: roaponaoa): 395-3454
Chris BERTRAM (395~ 5704) j

SUBJECT: Propoaed Report RE: HR 4003, Maritimo
' " Administration Authorization Act tor risoal
_Years 1995 ond 1996 o ;

DEADLINE: 4100 P.M, THURSDAY July 7, 1994 -

- COMMENTS$ Included nro tvo (2) letters udarosoinq different
issues raised by H.R. 4003 AND a proposed: STATEMENT OF
ADNINISTRATION POLICY. on H. n. 4003. i
OMB requests the views of your agency on fha above subjeot before
_advising on its relationship to the program of the President, in
- accordance with OMB Circular A=-19.

Please advise us if this item will affect direct opondinq'or-
receipts for purposes of the the “pay~As~-You-Go" provisions of
Title XIII of the omnibun Budgot Rooonoillation-hot]o: 1990.

CC: S . '
Chris Bartram ' R 'nichael Schmidt
John McClelland .~ Lisa Witt
‘Wayne Wittig - : " . . Bernie Ascher
Meg DiBari S Margaret Shaw
Roger AdKins . . chris Edley

Ken Schwartz . .. Jennifer Palwmieri
Mickhael Deich - - .
John Goodman




LRN #I-3165
RBB?ONBI TO LIGI‘B&TIVI RIT!RRAL KIKORANDUN

1t your responsn to this request for views in uinplc (e ger
concur /no ‘comment) we prefer that you reapond by faxing us this
response sheet. If the response is simple and you prefer to
call, please call the branch-vide line shown below (NOT the
:analyst’s line) to laave a measage with a aacratary.

You may also respond by (1) calling the analyst/attorney'a direct
line (you will be connected-to voice mail if the analyst doas not
answer); (2) sending us a memo or letter; or (3). if you are an

' OASIS user in the Executive Office of the President, gending an -
- E-mail message. Please include the LRM number shown abova, and
the subject shown below. : - N . -

'TO; . James A, BROWN
. office of Management and Budget
Fax Number: (202) 39s-3109 . - ' - = -
 Analyst/Attorney’s Direct Number: - . (202) 395-3473
Branch-wida Line (to reach secretary) (202) 395-3454

. FROM: ST SR R (Date)

(Name).

(Aéencf)

(Tpicbhona)

SUBJECT: Proposed Report RE: HR 4003, uaritime S
' - Administration Authorization Act! tor Fiscal
Years .1995 and 1996 '

The following is the response of our agency to your request for
views on the above-captioned subject'

-

concur
_No objection

-No.¢omm§n£

| . S¢e proposed edits on pages
___*  otheri |
FAX RETURN of ___ pages, attached to this

‘response '8500:




]

~ Aoting|Chairman, Committes on Ways and Means

_——temm

Vi-Uo-98 11:JDAR " - SRR TR L LA RRIE L U/ UUY

s DeseT

Honorable Sam X. Gibbons

U.8. Housa of Representatives .
Washington, D.C. :20815~6340

Dear ngressman Gibbons:

On May 3¢, 1994, the House Merchant Narina and Pisheries
Committee smended H.R. 4003, raplacing the Mninigtration’s
proposed . "Maritime Administration ‘and Promotional Reform Act of -

- 1994" with substitute language, The Comnittee on Ways and. Neans f

has begn granted sequential referral of the bill.

"To mesy psy-am-you-go requirements for its 1b~yc;r Maritime -
- 8eourity. Program, the Adninistration had progohud increasing the

vessel [tonnage dut! from 9 cents per nat registared ton (RRT) to
a4 conts for the first five antries a vesse . makes into the
United States from foraign ports in the ¥estarn Hemisphere,
S8imilaxly, the tonnage duty on the first five entries a ship
maken into the Unite States from other foreign areas would -
inoreade from 27 cents to 71 'cents per NRT.  This supplemental
increase would raise approximately $100 willion per year.

Under the substitute bill, the tonnage duty bou)d inorease ta 63

cents per NRT and the geographical differential would be . -
eliminated., Approximately $140 million per year in additional
vasfial [tonnage dutiop would be ¢ollactad. f

The additionnl funds vould be used as the paz-qo-tor the cost of
H.R. 2151, the Naritixe Security and Competitiveness Act of 1993,
vhich gvervhelmingly passed the House of Repraesentatives on

4, 1993. By axtending the current torinage duty beyona
other $300 million would be added to the prograa.

As reported by the Committoc en Merchant Marline and Fishuries, -
H.R. 4003 would ‘establish a program of subsifly payments to U.§. -
shiipyaris for the series construction of commarcial vessels.
Such a program would da inconsistent both with the o
Adainistration’s efforts to negotiate an end to similar shipyard
usubsidies by foreign nations, and with its program to assist the
U.8., shipbullding industry to bescome self-sufficiant and coat
competitive in the world market. . . :

- The Administration sent its separate -hlpbuiidinb'initintiva to

Congress on October I, 1993, The five-part . ninistration plan
ch udes I ; - ; :

i .

1) Ensuring fair intétnational conpetition through
negotiations at the organizatien for Economic and




- any questions, -please oonta

R e A L L R (S AL

c¢opor§£1¢o Pavelopment (onco)'tbrond foreign
shipbuilding subsidies; o

2) Isproving competitiveness by prbvtut jovernment

_ funding of 322: millien toward lndpcggy'- initiatod
! rasaarch and development projacts to accelerate
b technqlogy transfer; : B

3 Eliminating dnnec.--nry qowcinnant!foqﬁlltionj

4} Extanding the axisting Title XI fedoral ship finanoing
o loan antee program to cover ships built for export
s wal)l am for U.8. owners, with ¢150 million in

tu:dinq to support about $1.5 billion in loan activity;
an S ' § SR

8] Assisting in, international marketing.

The 1n1¢tration'ijahiphuilding initiatives are donprihinuivo,

and they are consistant with efforts to end foreign shipbuilding -

In oon 1d¢ratzon-or huadét'oohahrpinti'ana ﬁo wininize the
poétential impact of inoreased tonnags feas on trada, the :
Aduministration carefully choss the §100 aillion per year funding

level for the 10~year Maritime Security Program. We continue to
believe that is the appropriate spending level. .

The pinistration therefore urgss approval it'tho'tundt iovol
and mechanism it orivinullyc:roppcad, If you or your staff have

B8 or Stavaen Falwer, Assistant
Secretqry for Governmantal Affairs, at (202) 368-4573.

~ 8incersly,

Fodptfno Pefa

oo ﬁaJ-iao-;io 115 400 411,240, 8-10
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mm-'r _
. July 1, 1994
- (House Rules)

N = (studds (D) Halsachusottl and 4 Othars)

The Administration would’ hav. no objoction to House passage
» HoR. 4003 ir it were anended to addaress thrao lotioul concorns.

',Firut, H.R. 4003 raqulre- the sSecretary of Transportation to
enter into agreements under H.R. 2131, the Maritime S8ecurity and
Competitivenaess Act of 1993, that passed the House on November 4,
1993,  H.R. 2151 includes a provision that would establish a
program of subsidy payments .to shipyards lodated in the United
‘States for the series construction of commorcial vessels. Buch a
program would be inconsigtent both with the Adminiatration's
efforts to negotiate an end to similar lhipyard subsidies by
foreign nations, and with its program to asaist. the U.S. .
shipbuilding industry to become self-sufficient and cost -
competitive in the world market. The Administration is working
with the shipbuilding industry to achiova cost oompotitiveness.

Second, the Administration has proposed a $1 billion, ten-year.
program of. conmprehensive assistance to the U.s. maritime =
industry. H.R. 4003 would exceed the President’s. reguested
funding level . by $700 million. The Administtation strongly Lo
believes that §1 billion is surficient to promote the development
of a selr-austaining American flag flaet. The amounts

- appropriated 1n this b111 are considored to be nandatory
spending. :

Finally, H. R. 4003 would raduoe tundinq ‘for tho'Rnad Rolcrve -
Force (RRF) by redirecting unobligated tundd appropriated for the
procurement of ships for the RRF. The currantly. _planned
improvements to the RRF are an integral part of the
Administration’s total program to assure that adeguate sealirt
capacity is available to meet national detense needs..

-AS-You- , o
H. R. 4003 would affect rocoipts and outlays} thcretoro, it is
subject to the pay-as~you-go (PAYGO) requirements of the Omnibus
Budget . Reconclliation Act (OBRA) of 1990. oo
l

OMB’S preliminary PAYGO scoring estimates oq ‘this bill are , E
‘presented’'in the table below. Final Bcorinq of this legialation
may deviate from this estimate. o

3
i
I
: t
|
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+774
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5402
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

July 7, 1994

ACTION
MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

THROUGH : ROBERT BELL '~ ™

FROM: KEITH HAHN {%k/
SUBJECT: Proposed Report RE: HR 4003,Maritime

Administration Authorization Act for Fiscal Years
1995 and 1996

Tab II provides Secretary of Transportation Pena’s proposed
response to amendments made by the House Merchant Marine and
Fisheries Committee to the Maritime Administration and
Promotional Reform Act of 1994. Secretary Pena arqgues that the
Administration’s bill contains the correct amount of funds to
meet maritime industry goals and that additional money provided
by Congress is not needed. 1In addition, he argues that
additional subsidy payments to U.S. shipyards for the series
construction of commercial vessels will undermine our position
OECD negotiations where we are seeking to do away with national
subsidies of the shipbuilding industry.

Py
Concurrences by: Helen Walsh and Bill Danvers

RECOMMENDATION

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

Attachments
Tab I Memorandum for Signature
Tab II Incoming Correspondence



~CONEIDENEIAL 5505
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20508
July 8, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH

. v
THROUGH: +ROBERT .B EPLZ.@"’(/”
FROM: KEITH HAHN N/
SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise INFINITE MOONLIGHT
94-1

Attached at Tab I is a proposed memorandum to the Executive
Secretary, Department of Defense, concurring in military exercise
INFINITE MOONLIGHT 94-1. At Tab II Defense recommends approval
and State concurs.

INFINITE MOONLIGHT 94-1 is a combined exercise between U.S.
amphibious forces and the Jordanian armed forces. It is the
first such exercise to take place since the commencement of
shoreside inspection of commercial shipping in Agaba, Jordan in
accordance with U.N. resolutions, and thus focuses attention on
the Port of Agaba, where U.S. military equipment will be off-
loaded/embarked. It is scheduled to take place August 4-11.

The critical cancellation date is July 28, 1994.

Concurrences by: David Ségzégz;¥ld and Morton Halperin

RECOMMENDATION

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

Attachments
Tab I Memorandum for Signature
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
DECLASSIFIED
Wit} E.O. 13526
ite House Guidelines, September. 11, 2006
By " NARA, Dateld| B\ 20\
[R5y B
“CORPIRDENSFAT

Declassify on: OADR iﬁ8P§F|E[¢|$’B|



5505
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20508

TS S

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

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise INFINITE MOONLIGHT
94-1

The National Security Council staff concurs in military exercise
INFINITE MOONLIGHT 94-1.

William H. Itoh
Executive Secretary



GONFIDENTIAL 5504
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301

27 U Wi

MEMORANDUM FOR EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise -
INFINITE MOONLIGHT 94-1

The Department of Defense recommends NSC approval of the
attached Significant Military Exercise Brief, Exercise INFINITE
MOONLIGHT 94-1. The Department of State concurs with this
recommendation.

Please note the critical cancellation date is 28 July 1994.
Should you have any questions or comments my action officers for

significant military exercises are Lt Col Stan Hoppe,
(703)614-2616, or COL Clif Ripperger, (703)697-5454.

Robert P. McAleer
Executive Secretary

Attachment:
As stated

X71432

This memo is UNCLASSIFIED when removed from its attachment.

“CONFIDENTHAL-

Sec Def Cont Nr.




Withdrawal/Redaction Marker
Clinton Library

DOCUMENT NO. SUBJECT/TITLE DATE RESTRICTION
AND TYPE
001. cable re: Part | Significant Military Exercise Brief. [Infinite Moonlight 94- 06/17/1994  PI/b(1)
17 (2 pages)
COLLECTION:

Clinton Presidential Records
National Security Council

Defense Policy and Arms Control (Robert Bell)
OA/Box Number: 265

FOLDER TITLE:
Chron File - July 1994 #1 [2]

2016-0152-F
vz4594

RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a)|

P1 National Security Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA|

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute {(a)(3) of the PRA]

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information [(a)(4) of the PRA|

PS Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors |a)(5) of the PRA|

P’6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA]

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 US.C,
2201(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - |5 U.S.C. 552(b)|

b(1) National security classified information |(b)(1) of the FOIA]

b(2) Release would disclosc internal personnel rules and practices of
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b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purposes [(b)(7) of the FOLA|
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RESTRICTION CODES

Presidential Records Act - |44 U.S.C. 2204(a))

P1 National Sccurity Classified Information [(a)(1) of the PRA]

P2 Relating to the appointment to Federal office [(a)(2) of the PRA]

P3 Release would violate a Federal statute [(a)(3) of the PRA|

P4 Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential commercial or
financial information |{(a)(4) of the PRA|

PS5 Release would disclose confidential advice between the President
and his advisors, or between such advisors [a)(5) of the PRA]

P6 Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy [(a)(6) of the PRA|

C. Closed in accordance with restrictions contained in donor's deed
of gift.
PRM. Personal record misfile defined in accordance with 44 UL.S.C,
2201(3).
RR. Document will be reviewed upon request.

Freedom of Information Act - |5 UL.S.C. 552(b)|

b(1) National security classified information [(b)(1) of the FOIA]

h(2) Relcase would disclose internal personnel rules and practices of
an agency [(b)(2) of the FOIA]

b(3) Release would violate a Federal statute [(b)(3) of the FOIA]

b(4) Release would disclose trade secrets or confidential or financial
information [(b)(4) of the FOIA|

h(6) Release would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of
personal privacy |(b)(6) of the FOIA|

b(7) Release would disclose information compiled for law enforcement
purpaoses |[(b)(7) of the FOIA]

h(8) Release would disclose information concerning the regulation of
financial institutions [(b)(8) of the FOIA|

b(9) Release would disclose geological or geophysical information
concerning wells [(b)}(9) of the FOIA|
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20506

July 8, 1994

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE

FROM: gpﬁ?ﬁf&gﬂﬁh{ﬁﬁ
SUBJECT: Campaign "Flags"

In a June 20 Memo (Tab II), Mack McLarty requested that you make
a recommendation to the President with regard to an appropriate
forum for the President to meet with the 25 retired admirals and
generals ("flags") who endorsed him during the campaign.

As you know, you have had serious reservations over the past year
concerning such a meeting, reflecting your concern that a meeting
might be perceived either as too political or as a "second
guessing” of the President’s confidence in the military advice he
receives from the Joint Chiefs. The controversy that accompanied
then-Secretary Aspin’s establishment of a panel of retired
generals (the Meyer Panel) to advise him on readiness underscored
the vulnerability of such actions to misperception. For this
reason, you twice disapproved Schedule Proposals submitted by
this office for POTUS meetings with the 25 "flags" in conjunction
with separate briefings we had proposed to arrange for the group
on the FY 1994 defense budget request and the Bottom Up Review.

In lieu of a group event, you asked me to look for individual
targets of opportunity to maintain communication with the "flags"”
and take advantage of the contribution they could make to the
Administration. 1In addition to periodic phone conversations with
various members of the group, I have concentrated on placing
individuals from the list on appropriate boards and commissions.
As the list at Tab A indicates, we have been successful in this

regard in a number of instances. Two of the "flags" (RAdm Dorman
and, of course, Adm Crowe) have been appointed to senior
government positions. In addition, Alexis Herman intends to

start targeting individual "flags" for invitations to social
events.

I understand from Nancy that you now believe it would be
appropriate to bring the group to town for an event, to include a
meeting with the President. I would recommend that we organize a
one-day program here that would include, inter alia, the
following activities:

-- Briefing by NSC on President’s new peacekeeping policy
(PDD-25) ;

-- Briefing by NSC and OMB on President’s FY 1995 defense
budget and FYDP;



-- Lunch at White House with President;
-- Briefing by Shy Meyer on his panel’s readiness report;

- - Briefing by John White on the work program of his Roles
and Missions Commission.

If you and the President agree, I will submit this plan as a
Scheduling Proposal.

The proposed memo at Tab I brings the President up to date on
these activities and recommends to him the one-day event
described above.

RECOMMENDATION

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

Attachments
Tab I Memorandum to the President
Tab A Appointment of "Flag" to Boards,
Commission and USG Positions
Tab II Incoming Correspondence
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

ACTION

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE

ALEXIS HERMAN
SUBJECT: Campaign "Flags"
Purpose

To bring you up-to-date on previous interaction with the group of
25 retired admirals and generals (the "flags") who endorsed you
during the campaign and recommend a one-day event with them here
in Washington.

Background

In a June 20 memo (Tab II), Mack McLarty reiterated your desire
to meet with your various acquaintances and friends in the
military and requested that I (Tony) make a recommendation to you
with regard to an appropriate forum for you to meet with them.

As you know, I have had serious reservations over the past year
with regard to possible misperceptions of your meeting here at
the White House with this group. My concern had been that some
might regard such a meeting as a politicization of the military,
whereas others might mistakenly read into 1t a "second guessing”
on your part with regard to your confidence in the military
advice you receive from the Joint Chiefs. The controversy that
accompanied then-Secretary Aspin’s establishment of a panel of
retired generals (the Meyer Panel) to advise him on readiness
underscored the vulnerability of such actions to misperception.
For this reason, I counseled against suggestions last year that
you meet with the "flags” in conjunction with separate briefings
that might have been arranged for them on the FY 1994 defense
budget request and the Bottom Up Review.

In lieu of a group event, I directed my staff to look for
individual targets of opportunity to maintain communication with
the "flags" and take advantage of the contribution they could
make to the Administration. 1In addition to periodic phone
conversations with various members of the group, my staff and I
have concentrated on placing individuals from the group on
appropriate boards and commissions. As the list at Tab A
indicates, we have been successful in this regard in a number of
instances. Two from the group (RAdm Dorman and, of course, Adm
Crowe) have been appointed to senior government positions. In
addition, Alexis intends to start targeting individual "flags"
for invitations to social events.



2

As we approach the mid-point of your first term, I believe we
have established a relationship with General Shali and the Joint
Chiefs that is so solid that we no longer need to delay your
meeting with the "flags."” I think that it would now be
appropriate to bring the group to town for an organized activity,
to include a meeting with you. Specifically, I would recommend
that we organize a one-day program here that would include, inter
alia, the following activities:

-- Briefing by NSC on our new peacekeeping policy (PDD-
25);

-- Briefing by NSC and OMB on our FY 1995 defense budget
and FYDP;

-- Lunch at White House hosted by you;

-- Briefing by "Shy" Meyer on his panel’s readiness
report;

- - Briefing by John White on the work program of his Roles
and Missions Commission.

RECOMMENDATION

That you approve the above event in principle. If you approve, I
will submit a Scheduling Proposal based on this plan.

Approve Disapprove

—n

Attachment
Tab A Appointment of "Flag" to Boards,
Commission and USG Positions



APPOINTMENT OF "FLAGS" TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS
AND USG POSITIONS

American Battle Monuments Commission

Gen Fred F. Woerner, Jr.
BGen Evelyn "Pat" Foote
BGen Douglas Kinnard
BGen Gail Reals

Defense Policy Board

Gen John A. Wickham, Jr.
VAdm Richard Truly

RAdm Thomas Brooks

BGen William Seawell

DoD Roles and Missions Commission

LtGen Bernard "Mick" Trainor

U.S. Ambassador to the Court of St.

(Chairman)
(Member)
(Member)
(Member)

(Member)
(Member)
(Member)
(Member)

(Member)

James

Adm William Crowe

(Now serving)

Base Realignment and Closure Commission - 1995

BGen Evelyn "Pat" Foote
BGen Gail Reals

Director, Selective Service System

BGen Evelyn "Pat" Foote

(NSC recommendation - pending)
(NSC recommendation - pending)

(NSC recommendation - not
accepted)

Assistant Secretary of Defense/SOLIC

RAdm Cathal L. Flynn

(Was a finalist for position,
but not selected)

Deputy Director for Research and Engineering/DoD

RAdm Craig Dorman

(Now serving)



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 20, 1994

MEMORANDUM FOR TONY LAKE
ALEXIS HERMAN

FROM: MACK McLARTY

SUBJECT: PRESIDENT CLINTON MEETING WITH MILITARY FRIENDS
AND ACQUAINTANCES

The President has been very adamant about his desire to meet with
his various acquaintances and friends in the military. He has
expressed disappointment and frustration to me on several
occasions that this has not already been done. As you will note
from my question to him on the attached, I am not sure exactly
what forum would be appropriate.

Tony, I would appreciate your getting a specific instruction from
the President and following up with him on this matter. Please
keep me apprised.

L/kui—‘ L{D
/
Attachment
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FROM: Brooke S. Jaffe bdz‘
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TEL: 202/775-3170

DATE: 23 May 1994

Dear Mr. McLarty:,

Before he left for London, dmiral Crowe asked that I fax
you the attached list. As yo will remember, the President asked
for the Admiral's recommendations, which he has marked with a
star on the attached list.

If I may be of any further assistance, please do not
hesitate to call.
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BGen Eugh 8.Aitken USXC
(Ret.)

88ss Glearidge Ct.
Vienna, VYA 22182

(703) 734-8582
fax: 356~-1799

p RA4m Thomas A. Brooks
USA (Ret.)

ATs?, 8uite 203

1919 8. Bads 8¢t.
arlington, VA 22202

(703) 271-7600-W
(703) €55-9504-E

¥Gen Arthur Clark
UsAF (Ret)

P.0. Box 631

Durhan, ¥NC 27702-0061.

(919) 687-8%531-W
(919) 489-2486-1
fax: 687-8458

MGen Clay Conmfort

U8MC (Ret.)

4630 Turnberry Dr.
Lawrence, K8 66047-0643

(913) 749-0643

? RAdm Craig Dorman
USN (Ret.)
i PO Box 164

(308) 457-9481-K
(508) 457-2000-%
x2500

i 733 3rd Ave.
! New York, NY. 10017-3204

| "oods Hole, MA 02543 %250S
! Gen Mike Dugan (212)986~3240-W
USAF (Ret.) Fax: -7981

703) 684-8230-X

! RAdm Cathal L. Flynn

§ USN (Ret.)

i 3616 Voyager Circle .

| san Diege, CA 92130-1848

(619) 793-1898~H
(619) S546=6793-W

i U8A (Ret!)
{ 18101 Glover Ct.
| Accokesk, MD 10607

(301) 283-30350
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] vadm Albert J. Hexrberger

USN (Ret.)

1007 Cupleat Bolly Ct.
Great Falls, VA 23066

y -

(703)
(703)

381-6620-W
480~-1558-8

| BGcen Douglas Rinnazd
: usai (u‘to)

106 Culpepper Rd,

! Richmond, VA 23229

{703)
(804)

820-0860
288-7136

§ Ltcen Willian 3. Odcm
USA (Ret.)

1627 Bverett 8st., NW

| #ashingtoa, D.C. 30008

(202)
(202)

223-7770-%
363-8742-H

BGen Gail Reals
i gaMC (Ret.)
34492 South gtafford 8t.
| arlington, VA 23206

(703)

931-1328-K

: ndﬂ !.B. ROhWOn.Jr.
gsd (Ret.)

! 5 Stoneridge Circle

| purnam, NG 2770S

(919)

489-1475

&

! BGen William T. §eavell
| UBAP (Ret.)

i 21 West Ridge

i Pine Blufg, AX 71603~
7149

(501)

536-4819

| NGen James Tayler, JI.
USA? (Ret.)

§570 Yarmstead R4.

j prazftowvn, NC 37040-9307

(919)
(919)

759-5723-W
924-6056-H

vAdm Richard E, Truly

08N (Ret.) :
! 6125 River Chase Circle
! atlanta, GA 30328

(404)
(404)

$94~3400-%
933-0110-K

| Adm Stansfield Turner
USH (Ret.)

| 1320 skipwith R4,
Mclean, VA 22101

(703)
fax:

528-3033

ext. 0942

! LtGen Veran Weber
usA (Ret.)
! Nat'l Guard Assn,
i 1 Mass Ave., N.W,
! washington, D.C. 20001

(202)

789-0031-W
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gsA (Ret.)
1633 Vickers DF.

colorado 8prags, CO
go91s

[;&sen calvin A.E.Waller | (713) 598-4386-E

Gon Johd A. Wickbam, Jz. (602) 825-0278

-1 usA (Ret.)
13950 N. Pawnbrooks pr.

Tugcon, A2 88737

Gen Fred r. Woerner, Jr. (508) 653-2003-H
vsA (Ret.) (617) 353-5633-W

4 Ardor Circle fazx: x9290
yatick, MaA 01760

PIRST MEETING

LtGen John W. Woodmanszes, Jr. ¥
U8A (Ret)

5832 Gallant Yox

Plano, X 785093
(21¢) 248-9188 fax: X7731

LtGen Mick Trainmor M
USMC (Ret.)

Jehn P. 8ehool

Natiopal Security Progran

Harvard Univeraity .
Cambridge,MA 02138

(617) 495-0954 fax: Xx8561

(617) 862-4821 (BH)

MGen Perry Bmith 5?’
USAY (Ret.)

3007 Cadar Hill Lane

Augusta, GA 30909

(706) 738-9133 (O & Fax)

(706) 736-6160 (H)

Col. Richazd L. Klass 3*'
USAP (Ret.)

© 2403 Arlington Blvd. #202
Arlington VA 22201
(703) 243-%864 (NH)
(703) 381-6620 (W) -6634¢ (fax)



