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5302 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

July 13, 1994 

TO: Jim Reed 

THRU: "Bob,Bell, 0^ 
FROM: Steve Jonea^^' 

SUBJECT: Edit of Feinstein B-2 Letter 

I have made the minor edits indicated on 
the McLarty memo (Tab I ) and have 
revised the proposed l e t t e r to Feinstein 
(Tab A) to emphasize Nancy's point that 
we do not have m i l i t a r y requirements for 
more than the 20 B-2s authorized. 
Deutch also addressed t h i s point in his 
l e t t e r to Senator Levin at Tab C. 



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

W A S H I N G T O N 



5302 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

July 7, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL 

FROM: STEVEN R. JONES^^^ 

SUBJECT: Senator F e i n s t e i n L e t t e r RE: B-2 Production i n 
C a l i f o r n i a 

Senator Fe i n s t e i n has w r i t t e n Mack McLarty regarding the B-2 
s t e a l t h bomber, asking f o r A d m i n i s t r a t i o n support f o r the $150 
m i l l i o n added by the Senate t o preserve an o p t i o n f o r one year t o 
sustain B-2 production beyond 20 a i r c r a f t . On J u l y 1, the Senate 
voted 55-45 t o r e j e c t a Levin-Leahy Amendment t h a t would have 
struck the $150 m i l l i o n from the b i l l . Since the House d i d not 
approve any a d d i t i o n a l B-2 funding, t h i s issue w i l l have to be 
resolved i n House-Senate a u t h o r i z a t i o n conference. 

The proposed reply t o Senator Feinstein a t Tab A i s consistent 
w i t h recent Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s (Tabs B and C). 

As t h i s $150 m i l l i o n B-2 funding issue heads f o r the House-Senate 
a u t h o r i z a t i o n conference, you, Mack and others need t o discuss 
and confirm the Admin i s t r a t i o n ' s p o s i t i o n w i t h Secretary Perry 
and Deputy Secretary Deutch. The proposed response t o Senator 
Fei n s t e i n a t Tab A r e i t e r a t e s the previous DoD p o s i t i o n s . We 
should r e a l i z e , though, t h a t since the $150 m i l l i o n w i l l now be a 
conference issue the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n w i l l need t o decide whether 
to continue t o oppose the funding o u t r i g h t or ne g o t i a t e a t some 
po i n t w i t h Senator Nunn on some form of compromise. 

( i l l Dftnvers, Gordon Adai Concurrences by: B i l l D&nvers, Gordon Adams (OMB) 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you and Susan Brophy forward the memorandum a t Tab I t o Mack 
McLarty which includes a l e t t e r t o Senator F e i n s t e i n f o r his 
signature. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r Mack McLarty 

Tab A Response t o Senator Fe i n s t e i n 
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 L e t t e r 
Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 L e t t e r 

Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 



5302 

THE WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR MACK McLARTY 

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE 
SUSAN BROPHY 

SUBJECT: Senator F e i n s t e i n L e t t e r RE: B-2 Production i n 
C a l i f o r n i a 

Purpose 

To respond t o Senator Feinstein's June 20 l e t t e r asking f o r 
Administration support f o r the $150 m i l l i o n added by the Senate 
to preserve an o p t i o n f o r one year t o s u s t a i n B-2 s t e a l t h bomber 
production beyond 20 a i r c r a f t . 

Background 

The A d m i n i s t r a t i o n requested $891.2 m i l l i o n f o r the B-2 program 
t h i s year i n support of the $44.4 b i l l i o n B-2 program agreed upon 
i n 1992 by the Congress and President Bush and endorsed by 
President C l i n t o n . Our FY 94 and FY 95 budget requests d i d not 
provide f o r more than 20 a i r c r a f t , nor d i d they preserve the 
i n d u s t r i a l base r e q u i r e d t o maintain an o p t i o n f o r more than 20. 

The House members ( e s p e c i a l l y Dellums-Kasich) are adamant t h a t 
the 20 a i r c r a f t agreement be maintained. However, the C a l i f o r n i a 
delegation, Northrop and some parts o f - t h e A i r Force have been 
campaigning f o r more than 20. Their argument i s t h a t tens of 
thousands of jobs are a t r i s k (many i n C a l i f o r n i a ) , the B-2 i s 
our only remaining bomber production l i n e , t h a t each B-2 beyond 
20 could be bought f o r "only" $595 m i l l i o n (vice $828 m i l l i o n f o r 
each of the f i r s t 20), and t h a t we don't have enough bombers t o 
make the BUR whole. 

As a r e s u l t , the SASC included $150 m i l l i o n t o preserve as an 
option f o r one year t o sustain B-2 production beyond 20 (the l a s t 
bomber i s now s l a t e d t o come o f f the l i n e i n 1998), but d i d not 
authorize production of the 21st B-2. On July 1 Senator Levin 
o f f e r e d an amendment t o remove t h i s $150 m i l l i o n and t r a n s f e r i t 
t o base closures. I n a 55-45 r o l e c a l l vote, the Senate r e j e c t e d 
the Levin amendment and maintained the $150 m i l l i o n B-2 add-on. 
This issue w i l l now go t o conference. 



Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s t o F e i n s t e i n and Levin i n February and 
June (Tabs B and C) state d the Administration's p o s i t i o n t h a t we 
support n e i t h e r f u r t h e r purchases of B-2 a i r c r a f t beyond the 20 
authorized, nor added funding f o r the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base t o 
support a d d i t i o n a l B-2 production beyond the 20. Our concern 
remains t h a t a d d i t i o n a l funding and production of the B-2, while 
h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e , would most l i k e l y have t o come at the expense 
of m i l i t a r y readiness. 

The proposed reply to Senator F e i n s t e i n a t Tab A i s consistent 
w i t h the Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s . 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you send the l e t t e r a t Tab A t o Senator F e i n s t e i n . 

Attachments 
Tab A Response t o Senator Feinstein 
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 L e t t e r 
Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 L e t t e r 



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

W A S H I N G T O N 

Dear Dianne: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r of June 20th regarding the B-2 bomber 
program and the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base. 

In h i s February 23 l e t t e r to you. Secretary Perry emphasized t h a t 
given the m i l i t a r y importance of s t e a l t h technology, he was 
determined t h a t the Administration make the r i g h t decision 
concerning our s t e a l t h bomber production capacity. I share h i s 
view t h a t we have indeed gotten t h i s one r i g h t . 

I n a June 22 l e t t e r t o Senator Levin, Deputy Secretary Deutch 
o u t l i n e d the Administration's r a t i o n a l e f o r not supporting 
f u r t h e r purchases of B-2 a i r c r a f t beyond the 20 authorized or 
actions t h a t would c o n t r i b u t e to t h a t end. Although the Senate 
voted t o authorize funding f o r the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base f o r 
FY 1995, the President's p r i n c i p a l concern remains t h a t we 
n e i t h e r have the requirement f o r , nor can we a f f o r d a d d i t i o n a l 
B-2 a i r c r a f t i n the f o l l o w i n g years. Although we are continuing 
t o review our requirements w i t h regard t o maintaining the current 
inventory of B-1 and B-52 bombers as we prepare our FY 1996 
defense budget request, we are not considering the option of 
requesting a d d i t i o n a l B-2 bombers beyond the 20 authorized. 

Again,-thank you f o r your l e t t e r . I want to assure you t h a t t h i s 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n i s committed to ensuring t h a t the B-2 program and 
other equally c r i t i c a l elements of our o v e r a l l defense program 
are properly balanced t o meet the formidable challenges 
c o n f r o n t i n g our n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

Sincerely, 

Thomas F. McLarty 
Chief of S t a f f t o the President 

The Honorable Dianne Feinstein 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
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T H E OCPUTY H C R C T A R Y O F D C F C N S E 

WAftHINaXON. 0,C. 20301-1000 

22 June 1994 

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

Dear Senator Levin: 

This is in response to yoiuLrecent 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 deal with B-2 
industrial base and programmatic issues. As you know, the 

these difficult budgetary times we have included 
likPHlljiiiijiiiiiinriflflfiTWIifBiBt 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 Natior\al 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 retum 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 readineaa and modernization of our 
forces and a viable support infrastructure. 



ioo-«;j-iss*» iaa.t:i P.03 

When fielded, 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 
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_ DIANNE' FEINSTEIN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
CALIFORNIA COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 

lanited Starts t̂natt 2 7 
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 f a c i l i t y 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 w i l l 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 i s , 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 w i l l 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 i s key to maintaining these needed funds. 

The dissolution of the only bomber production f a c i l i t y in 
the United States is of great concern to me. The f i r s t 
operational B-2 bomber was delivered to the Air Force on December 
17, 1993. By the end of this year, five B-2 aircraft w i l l be 
operational and the last B-2 w i l l be well into final fabrication 
at the assembly f a c i l i t y 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 
w i l l 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 i t s fighting forces, including long-range 
bombers. This study wi l l 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 i s taken in FY95 to preserve the B-2 
industrial base, the only bomber production f a c i l i t y in the 
nation w i l l virtually evaporate within a few years. Once the 
B-2 industrial base disappears - including a l l the f a c i l i t i e s , 
skilled workforce, key suppliers and management capability - - i t 
i s unlikely that the budget resources w i l l 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 ^^95 -- 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 v i t a l national security asset that must be 
preserved. This i s 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 i s 
needed on this important issue. With the Defense Authorization 
Act on the Senate floor as early as this week, I look forward to 
your favorable response as soon as possible. 

DF:ram 



5645 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

,July 13, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH 

THROUGH: R®BERT2'G.;i .' BELLj 

FROM: ANNE WITKOWSKY/I 

SUBJECT: State Proposed Response on Rep. Bereuter's D r a f t 
Resolution RE: U.S.-Berlin Friendship 

State l e g i s l a t i v e a f f a i r s recommends approving the d r a f t Bereuter 
r e s o l u t i o n on U.S.-Berlin f r i e n d s h i p and suggests t h a t the 
r e s o l u t i o n be presented t o B e r l i n a u t h o r i t i e s by an appropriate 
U.S. o f f i c i a l . State o f f i c e r s have been working i n f o r m a l l y w i t h 
Bereuter s t a f f t o c r a f t the r e s o l u t i o n . Although unstated i n the 
l e t t e r , State hopes the Vice President w i l l make the presentation 
when he i s i n B e r l i n on September 8-9 f o r a B e r l i n g a r rison 
departure ceremony. We believe t h i s would be appropriate. 

Concurrences by: J u l i e n LeBourgeoi^ B i l an 
Saunders 

vers, and Rrjik-^ 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you send the attached memo approving the proposed response 

Attachments 
Tab I Memo to OMB 

Tab A Incoming Correspondence 



5645 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD K. PETERSON 

FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH 

SUBJECT: State Proposed Response on Rep. Bereuter's D r a f t 
Resolution RE: U.S.-Berlin Friendship 

NSC s t a f f recommends approval of the proposed State response t o 
Representative Bereuter's d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n on B e r l i n . 



i»cu«ivB omcB o» m PMSIDIOT ^(J-t^ 
orrzox OF KMiamavft m nxmavs ' ^ 

watbUgtonf D.c. 20503 ^ 

URGENT 
July 12, 1994 

WSaiBLATlVB WBFIRHAL MBMORMIDOK ^ #M-1<47 
T0» Legi«latlv« Llalaon Officer -

NSC - Willlwa H. Itoh - (202)393-3723 * 249 
JUSTICK - Sheila P. Anthony - (202)514-2141-217 
DEPBNSE - Samuel T. Bride, Jr. - (703)e97-1305 - 325 

PROM: RONALD K. PETERSON (for) '^^3^^ 
FROM: XiSigtant Direotor for Legislative Reference 

ONB CONTACTI Annette BOOKBY (395-7300) 
Seoretary's line (for sinple responsss)i 395-5194 

SUBJECT: STATE Proposed Report on Rep. Bereuter's 
draft resolution regarding USH^rlia 
friendship and OS troop ^ j^r<».^<iJL-

OEADLXMBl 4I00 July 13, 1994 

THIB TRAHSMIflSIOll OONTAlMa 5 PAQB(B) (total). 

OMB requests the •Isns cf your agjnoy on t^s Jhjve E S J J J * 
advising on its relationship tp the progrta of ths President, in 
aooordanoe with OMB Ciroular A-19* 

Please advise us i f this item will affeot direot spsnding or 
SiSSJt! forpSrposes of the the MPay-As-Xou-Oo" provisions of 
Sltle^Sxi Of thS Omnibus Budget Reoonciliation Act of 1990. 

CCl 
B. Sasssr 
J, Schuhart 



LRK ffM-1447 

na P0M88 TO LBOI LATZVB RBFBRRAL HBMORMfDCM 

If yotir response to this request for views is •^•^^•^••Jr' 
conlnr/no comment) we prefer that you respond by facing us this 
response sheet. If ths response is Biapl* ?5S£*Jhi 
call, please oall the branoh-wide line shown below (NOT the 
analyst's line) to leave a message with a secretary. 

You may also respond by (1) calling •njiy;V«Ĵ °FC;y'L2i''SoJ 
line (YOU will be connected to voice mail if the analyat does not 
answerW (2) sending us a memo or lettsri or (3) if you are an 
OASIS usei in the Executive offioe of the President, sending an 
E-mail message. Please inolude the LRM nunber shown above, and 
the subjeot shown below. 

Annette ROONEY (395-7300) , 
Office of Nanagement and Budget 
Fax Numberi (202) 398-8*91 
Branoh-wide Line (to reach secretary)i (202) 395-5194 

T O : 

FRON: (Date) 

(Name) 

^ (Agency) 

(Telephone) 

SUBJECT: STATE Proposed Report on Rep. Bereuter's 
ilraft resolution regarding US-Berlin y 
friendship and US troop >̂of̂ ^̂ £\.̂ ŵ ,̂ ^ 

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

Concur 

No objeotion 

• No comment 

• See proposed edits on pages i 

Other: -

FAX RETURN of 
xesponse sheet 

pages, attached to this 



0««r Mr. chaivmAnt 

Tĥ Ait you for sollolting th. views of the 
Department of Stata on̂  Congressman B^J^^ter a ̂ jopoasd 
^•Solution re»££l«ainff U.S.-Berlin friendship and 
marking the departure of D.S. «oroaa froflv the Cernan 
o*pit*l. we support And welcome the «*'»<»i'»*i«";. ̂  . 
lldeed, if the SSuse of Representatives adopts the text, 

would propose that » framed copy of the resolution be 
presented to Berlin authorities by s senior U.S. 
orriolal on an Appropriate ooeaaion. 

The Office of Muxi«vem«nt unU Budget advises that 
f-ca th* standpoint of the Administration's progrem 
fhwe i i Jo objection to the adoption off this resolution. 

1 hope this response is useful to you. J i j J " 
not hesitate to contact ua again if you have additional 
questions* 

Slnoerely, 

Wendy R. Sherman 
Assistant Secretary 
Legislative Affairs 

The Bonorable 
Lea Hamilton, , 

nhalrman. Committee on Foreign Affaiirs, 
Mouse of Representativsa* 
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2D SESSION H. 

IN TBB HOUSE OP BEPBBSENTAIFBS 

Mr, BmJtttt wbaattod UtMoi WMhaton; wWA ni wftr«d to tbe 

RESOLUTION 
[Jmgratulating the people of Oennany end the. (atiieai of 

Berlin on tbe ooidon of tlie urtthdrewal of United Statee 
boope from B«fin, end teiffinning llnM 6tatê Bei4 

ftiendehtp-

ffherees Hie people of the United fititee and Gennany )m 



ŷiuTjM throajhwittlii ColdWtt lltt extttaw ou BW 
isatmOA WMt Bato Mived s » o t Wstero 

^ th* »ra«d tecs of to M Stittf liM» mJa-

B«rU& fer 19 j w i 
TOiMM ta IMS ttd IWJ. thi TJall«d BMM ?«* to ft* 

tiu Btrita tirliltt 

jinM,tM«nM>«l 
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2 
mwee* fbllowmg the eonfitrofltlon of tie Berlin weH, the 
' annedftoeeoftbeUnited'StateaetationedtoBê  

aAnumftrated tb* Amwioaa molw to partifllpate in tb 
defenae of WeetemBnropei A^M 

lereaa tke United Stattt takea pride in hflving aa^ i 
Wfif fijlfflled to adminietratlve rceponalMlitlee orir lie 
fifictor in the ciJy of Berlin; ^ > 

V̂heyeaa tha oiUian« ci Barlia have unAproe^JS^ Uuit-

ed Stateâ  (witâ Pt to dttaonatretinĝ wann and 
genuine hospitality and willingnesB to intt^ 
ican coffimumly deephr into the life of the city; 

lereasihemiw 
pla at the ooUapae of the Berlm M and Gennan 
tion; : 

vhereaa the temiination of the Warsaw Pact end the aubse-
quent nnlllcatloa of Qennany reduced the strategic re-
(firement for a continued United Statea military prea-
eooe in Berlin) 

î reas the United States Berlin Briaiade, together idth 
Frendi and Britian oontingwu eUUooed in Berlin, are' 
now preparing for their departore firom Berlin; an̂  

Whereas the hiatory of friendhr î ons md longitandlnff 
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3 

S 

mmM end eollnrtl honda between tte people ot 
Bedin aad the Umled Statee fim a loond haeis fcr eon* 
tfaned warn and poaitive rMona; Now, ttoetore, be it 

1̂O2M<2, ThAt the Btqwe otBepreetntitivee— 
(i) oim t̂aUtas laii pacftU of QewftW 

taUfiwtlon oe ihe Nitlott ami tbe diy of Barfin M 
il pwpawa to tt«ujn6 ltd porttloa •« tb i«t of gô  

enment of united G«nnazqr, 

u 
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(2) congratulates tb emed lowei ot Mr 

3 pMple fill 6 decaiffl d sadfiee and sUalit sup-

li portfitribtdtyotBtrlia; 

i (3) necguiMi and ta|tttM ^ eontnbutiiHi d 
6 British Vld Inui «2MS^ 

7 UD} 

8 (4) mfta Nortli Atlaatio Treaty Orgaai-
9 wtion oUlgatione of the Ualted Statee and Ameri-

10 ca*a cantaniied support for a free, deniocratio, and 
1 nnitedOerioanyiand 

(Si weloomee the iwiohment of therelatio&sbip 

hetween the United States and the city A Berlin 

based on an approach fostering new traditione in 

economic and cuttoral liska. 



5622 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON, D C. 20506 

July 13, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH 

THROUGH: ROiBERT BELL 

FROM: KEITH HAHN 

SUBJECT: J u s t i c e Conference Document RE: HR 4 301, National 
Defense A u t h o r i z a t i o n Act f o r F i s c a l Year 1995 

At Tab I I J u s t i c e objects t o the "Department of Defense Review of 
A n t i t r u s t Cases w i t h National Security Impliciations" p r o v i s i o n s 
included i n the House FY95 Defense A u t h o r i z a t i o n Act. J u s t i c e 
believes t h a t the i n c l u s i o n of DoD on the advisory board which 
studies mergers i n v o l v i n g f i r m s i n the defense and r e l a t e d 
i n d u s t r i e s provides s u f f i c i e n t p a r t i c i p a t i o n by DoD. 

Contacts w i t h DoD i n d i c a t e t h a t they have yet t o take a p o s i t i o n 
on t h i s -- despite yesterday's due date. We bel i e v e t h a t DoD's 
p o s i t i o n on the advisory board provides s u f f i c i e n t oversight of 
defense r e l a t e d mergers and t h a t , as a matter of p r i n c i p l e , less 
congressionally-mandated management of the Executive Branch i s 
b e t t e r than more. 

•Concurrences by: B i l l Danvers and Alan Kreczko 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum a t Tab I concurring i n the Just i c e 
conference document. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r Signature 
Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 



5622 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD K. PETERSON 

FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH 

SUBJECT: Justice Conference Document RE: Hr 4301, National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 

The National Security Council s t a f f concurs i n the Justice 
conference document. 
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BXBCUTZVB OFFICB OF UlSE FRBBIDBBT 
OFFIOB OF NAKAOBKBBT WD BUDOBT 

Vaabington, D.C« 20909 

July 12, 1994 

LBOIBXiATIVB REFBRRAL MBNORAMDUM 
LRM #1-3223 

TO: Legislative Liaison Officer -

DEFENSE - Sawuel T. BrloK, J r . (703)697-1305 - 325 
FTC - Dorian Hall - (202)326-2195 - 313 
NSC - Wllliain H. Itoh - (20i)395-3723 - 249 

FROM: RONALD K* PETERSON (for) 
ABBistont Direotor for Legislative Reference 

ONB OOMTAOTt MIKB OOAD (39B-7301) 
Seoretary's line (for simple responses)i 399-6194 

SUBJECT: Justice Conference Document RB: HR 4301, 
National Defense Authorieation Aot for Fiscal. 

Year 1995 

DBADLIMBI 4100 P.N., TODAY# TUESDAY/ JUly 12, 1994 

THIB TRANSMISSION CONTAINS ̂ ^^PAOB(B) (total). 
COMMENTSt I f you do not respond by the deadline, we v i l l 
essume that your agenoy has no comment. 

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

Please advise us i f this item v i l l affeot direo.t spending or 
reoeipts for purposes of the the "paŷ As-You-Oo** provisions of 
Title XIII of the omnibus Budget Reoonoiliation Aot of 1990. 

CC: 
J. Schuhart 
H. Meyers 
S. Barkeloo 
J. Palmieri 
P. Griffin 
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LRN 11-3223 

RB8P0HBB TO . LBOlSLATIVB RBFBRRAL MBNORAMDUM 

If your response to this request fpr views is simple (e.g., 
concur/no comment) we prefer that you respond by faxing us this 
response sheet. If the response is simple and you prefer to 
call, please oall the branoh-vide line shown below (NOT the 
analyst's line) to leave a message with a secretary. 

You may also respond by (l) 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) i f you are an 
OASIS user in the Kxecutive Office of the President, sending an 
E-mail message. Please inolude the LRM number shown above, and 
the subjeot shown below. 

TO: MIKE GOAD 
Offioe of Management and Budget 
Fax Numbert (202) 395-5691 
Analyst/Attorney's Direot Number: 
Branch-wide Line (to reach seoretary) 

(202) 395-7301 
(202) 395-6194 

FROM: (Date) 

(Name) 

(Agency) 

(Telephone) 

SUBJECT: Justice Conference Document RB:' HR 43Q1, 
National Defense Authorisation Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 

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

1 

Concur 

' No objection 

_ No domment 

' see proposed edits on pages • 

Otheri - -

FAX RETURN Of ' pages, attaphed to this 
response sheet 
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U.S. Department of Justice 

Offlcc of Legislative Afffftirs 

Ottiet of Ihe Aiiliunt Attoiaey Omni mahtntm, ftC MUO 

The Honorable Ronald V. Dellums 
Chairman 
Cominittee on Armed Services 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This letter provides the views of the Department of Justice 
on H.R, 4301/ "The National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1995." For the reasons set forth below, the 
Department strongly objects to inclusion of section 857, 
entitled "Department of Defense Review of Antitrust Cases with 
Notional Security Implications." 

Wo are aware of concerns that have been expressed by the 
Departinent of Defense about mergers that involve firms in the 
defense and related industries, which may Involve national 
security implications. For that reason, both we and the 
Federal Trade Commission, the other federal agency having 
antitrust law enforcement responsibility, participated with the 
Department of Defense on an advisory board to study the 
implications of such transactions. We are also aware of the 
board's recent report recommending that the Secretary of 
Defense be able to provide input to the Department of Justice 
and the Federal Trade Commission with respect to such 
transactions, and we welcome that repprt. In light of the 
board's report, there is no reason to codify oftatutorily the 
recommendation. Moreover, by providing a statutory basis for 
the Secretary to participate in this Department's law 
enforcement decisions, section 857 constitutes a very troubling 
and unwise precedent for possible injection of other entities 
into the Department's law enforcement role. Accordingly, we 
strongly urge deletion of Section 857 from the b i l l . 

The Office ot Management and sudget has advised this 
Department that there is no objection to the submission of this 
report from the standpoint of the Administration's program. 

Sincerely, 

Sheila F. Anthony 
Assistant Attorney General 



5712 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

J u l y 14, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH 

THROUGH: ROBERT_ BELK A *̂  

FROM: KEITH HAHN 1^^^ 

SUBJECT: Defense Conference Document RE: HR 4 30'1, National 
Defense A u t h o r i z a t i o n Act f o r F i s c a l Year 1995 

At Tab I I Defense expresses i t s opposition t o the Frank-Shays 
amendment passed i n the House version of the Na t i o n a l Defense 
A u t h o r i z a t i o n Act. Defense c i t e s the same concerns contained i n 
the State conference document ori the same subject t h a t we cleared 
on yesterday. 

Due t o the short suspense on t h i s LRM, I cleared on t h i s by 
phone. Tab I i s provided f o r dacumentation purposes. 

Concurrence by: B i l l Da 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign the memorandum a t Tab I concurring i n the Defense 
conference document. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r Signature 
Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 



5712 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20506 

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD K. PETERSON 

FROM: WILLIAM H. ITOH 

SUBJECT: Defense Conference Document RE: HR 4301, National 
Defense.Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995 

The National Security Council staff,concurs i n the Defense 
conference document. 
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BZBCOT^ OFFIOB OF TKB PRB8XDBMT 
OFFICB OF MAMAaBMBMT AMD BUDOBT 

July 14, 1994 

Washington^ o«o. 20903 M L Y / ^ S 

LBOlSLATIVB RBFBRRAL NBMORAMDUN 
LRN #1^3267 

TO: Legislative Liaison Officer -

NSC - WllllwB H. Itoh - (202)395-3723 - 249 
STATB - Julia C. Morton - (202)647-4463 - 225 

FROM: RONALD K. PETERSON (for) 
Assistant Director for Legislati^i Reference 

OMB CONTACTt NIKB OOAD J>95-730irV\^* ̂ ^--•'*^H^ : 
seorotaipy^ line (for simple responses) t 395-6194 

SUBJECT: pefense Conference Document RS: HR 4301, 
National Defense Authorisation Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 

DBADLINBt 2100 P.N.> TODAY, THURSDAY, July 14, 1994 

THIS TRAN8NI8SI0N CONTAINS PAQB(8) (total). 

COHNBMTBi I f you do npt respond by the deiadline, we may assume 
that your agenoy has no oomment. 

OMB req[ueets the views of. your agency on the above subject before 
advising on i t s relationship tp the program of the President, in 
accordance with ONb Circular A-19. 

Please advise ua i f thlB item v i l l affeot. direot spending or 
reoeipts for purposes of the tbe "Paŷ Aŝ Yoû Oo** provisions of 
Title.XIII of the omnibua Budget Reoonoiliation Aot of 1990* 

CCl 
J. Schuhart 
B. Sasser 
J. Palmieri 
P. Griffin 
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LRN #1-3267 

RBBPOMBB TO LBOlSLATIVB RBFBRRAL NBNORAMDUN 

If your response to this request for views i s simple <e.g., 
concur/no oommeht) we prefer that you respond by faxlnig us this 
response shieet. I f the response is sinple and you prefer to 
oall, please oall tha branoh-vide line shown below (NOT the 
analyst's line) to leave a message with a secretary. 

You may also respond by (1) calling the analyst/attorney's direct 
line (you w i l l be oonneoted to voice mail i f the analyst does not 
answer); (2) sending us a memo or lettiar; or (3) i f you are an 
OASIS user in the Bxecutivo offloe of the prealdent, sending an 
E-mail message. Please inolude the LRM number shown above, and 
the fljubjeot shown below. 

TO; MIKE GOAD 
Offioe of Management and Budget 
Fax Number: (302) 395-5691 
Analyst/Attorney's Direot Number: (202) 
Branch-wide Line (to reach secretary): (202) 

395-7301 
395-6194 

FROM: (Date) 

(Name) 

(Agenoy) 

(Telephone) 

SUBJECT: Defense Conference Document RB: HR 4301, 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995 

The following i s the respoiise of our agency to your request for 
views on the above-captioned subject: 

Concur 

^ No objection 

.__ No comment 

'. S^e proposed edits on pages •• . ' 

Otheri ' 

FAX RETURN of pages, attached to this 
response sheet 
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JUL 14 ' 04 0 . 4 0 TROM OOD LRO TOPCTCROOH P«OC.OOC 

HonoraUa Ronald V. Deltumi 
(jhatimaDt HoOM Aimed Services Committee 
House of RepreaentativeB 
WaslOl̂ ltottt DC 20515 

DearMr.Cbabman: 

Weaiomltii«toexpi««ourooncom8b^ 
intetwti If the F«nk-Shv» «m«odin^ Authortaatkm Art fbr FUwd Yew 1995 U included In ^ 

AiUMtoaddrew the challenge ofthls new en- At the Jemuiry NATO STOW, thsPiesldent 

fiirPeaoe. 

TWi legislttioa undsnnlnei our oflbtts in Europe snd brtoga ^^^JT , ^ 

^ r ^ F u n ^ share thB burden. 

to^ftSi Europe, wcrifioing our lewJendiip position and P^'tenll^Jja^^ 

. BMl(«nd aroind tiie world. 

In the rflennath of world Wer n our predecessor « ^ 
.^.if nid ̂ tfv^bZfted GverBeas, our victory would be Ihrfl end our gnsiH hpUaytd 

OenettlJbhnShallkiAvffl „ Secretary of Dotoe 
CbA&roua, Joint Chlefk Of Steff 



5568 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHirgGTON. D C. 20506 

July 14, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: -'RdBERT'BELL 

KE / 

FROM: JIM SEATON 

SUBJECT: 1993 Annual Report of the Board of V i s i t o r s (BOV) 
t o the United States M i l i t a r y Academy 

A f t e r reviewing the 1993 West Point BOV Report, i t appears t h a t 
the nature of the report does not r e q u i r e a press release or any 
f u r t h e r a c t i o n other than a thank you note t o Secretary Perry. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

That we not request DoD issue a press release announcing r e c e i p t 
of the r e p o r t , and th a t you sign the memo at Tab I t o Secretary 
Perry acknowledging r e c e i p t of the r e p o r t . 

Attachments 
Tab I Thank you note t o Secretary Perry 
Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HONORABLE WILLIAM J. PERRY 
The Secretary of Defense 

SUBJECT: 1993 Annual Report of the Board of V i s i t o r s t o the 
United States M i l i t a r y Academy 

Thank you f o r the 1993 Report of the U. S. M i l i t a r y Academy Board 
of V i s i t o r s . The Board's e f f o r t s are g r e a t l y appreciated. 

Anthony Lake 
As s i s t a n t t o the President 

f o r National S e c u r i t y A f f a i r s 
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Document No. 
036555 

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: J u l y 10 , 1994 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY:. 

SUBJECT: 
1993 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE BOARD OF VISITORS OF THE 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

VICE PRESIDENT 

McLARTY 

LAbER 

ICKES 

PANETTA 

BAGGETT 

CUTLER 

EMANUEL 

GEARAN 

GERGEN 

GIBBONS 

GRIFFIN 

HALE 

HERMAN 

LAKE 

ACTION FYI 

• • MYERS 

• • QUINN 

• • RASCO 

• • RUBIN 

• • SEGAL 

• • SEIDMAN 

• • STEPHANOPOULOS 

• • TYSON 

• • VARNEY 

• • WATKINS 

• • WILLIAMS 

• • 

• • / 

• • / 

LINDSEY 

McGINTY 

ACTION 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

FYI 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

PLEASE RETURN REPORT TO THIS OFFICE AFTER REVIEW, 
IF COPY OF REPORT IS NEEDED, CONTACT THIS OP?ICE, 

REMARKS: 

RESPONSE: 

JOHN D. PODESTA 
Assistant to the President 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASH INGTON 

June 28, 1994 

MEMORANDUM FOR TIMOTHY SAUNDERS 
ACTING EXECUTIVE CLERK 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ALPHONSO MALDON, JR. 
DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO ^JlB^ PRESII^ENT AND 
DIRECTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE 

1993 Annual Report of the Board of Visitors 
to the United States Militarv Academy 

As required by Tit l e 10, United States Code, section 4355(f), the 
Department of Defense (DoD) has forwarded the attached Report of 
Visitors to the United States Military Academy for 1993. 

Attachment 



THE S E C R E T A R Y OF D E F E N S E 

WASHINGTON. DC 20301-1000 

I 1 JUN 1994 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: 1993 Annual Report of the Board of Visitors to the United States Military 
Academy 

Attached for your review is the 1993 Report of the Board of Visitors to the United States 
Military Academy. Section 4355 (f) of Title 10, United States Code, requires the Board to 
submit a written report of its actions to the President 

The Board met during February, May, and October of 1993 to study matters pertaining to 
the United States Military Academy; the outcome of those meetings is contained in the Board's 
repoit My staff will take appropriate action in response to this report 

Attachment: 
As Stated 
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CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET • 
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• H - INTERNAL 

- INCOMING 
Date Correspondence > ^ 
Received (YY/MM/DD) y-5/ O 3 \X / 

of Correspondent:. Name 

• Ml Mail Report User Codes: (A) (C) 

Subject: 

ROUTE TO: 

Office/Agency (Staff Name) 

Of/ 

ACTION 

Action 
Code 

Tracking 
Date -

YY/MM/DD 

ORIGINATOR 9S l O ^ 1 ^ 

Referral Note: "' ' 

J 93/Of/2>7 
Referral Note: ' 

^ 9Sioi'(29 

DISPOSITION 
Type Completion 

of Date 
Response Code YY/MM/DD 

C 95i 0^iZ(o 

Referral Note: • • " " 
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Referral Note: 

Ref< 
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A - Appropriate Action I • Info Copy Only/No Action Necassary 
C - Comment/Recommendation R • Direct Reply w/Copy 
D - Draft Response S - For Signature 
F • Furnish Fact Sheet X - tnterin) Reply 
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Document No. 000929 

WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

DATE: ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMEm' DUE BY: 

SUBJECT: 

1992 ANNUAL REPORT OF THE BOARD OF VISITORS TO THE 
UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

ACTION FYI ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT • • MONTOYA • • 

McLARTY • • NUSSBAUM • • 

GEARAN • • PASTER • • 

NEEL • • RASCO • • 

PANETTA • • RUBIN • • 

EMANUEL • • SEGAL • • 

GIBBONS • • STEPHANOPOULOS • • 

HALE • • TYSON • • 

HERMAN • • VARNEY • • 

LAKE • • WATKINS • 

UNDSEY • • WILUAMS • • 

McGINTY • • GAUGHAN 

CLERK 

• 

REMARKS: 

PLEASE HANDLE AS APPROPRIATE 

RESPONSE: 

JOHN D. PODESTA 
Assistant to the President 

and Staff Secretary 
Ext. 2702 



THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

JUN - 2 1993 

John/Todd: 

The attached report i s 
submitted for your review. I t was 
sent to the President as required 
by law, but not for his transmittal 
to the Congress. 

Occasionaly, the President has 
sent a letter of appreciation to 
the Board's President, but the 
usual action i s to have DoD issue a 
press release stating that the 
President has received the report. 

Respectfully submitted. 

William McCathran 
Assistant to the 
Executive Clerk 

' Co ^rofO^ 



T H E WHITE H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

May 26, 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR RONALD R. GEISLER 
EXECUTIVE 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

CTOR, WHITE HOUSE MILITARY OFFICE 

1992 Annual Report of the Board of Visitors 
to the United States Militarv Academy 

As required by T i t l e 10, United States Code, section 4355(f), the 
Department of Defense (DoD) has forwarded the attached Report of 
Visitors to the United States Military Academy for 1992. 

As this i s the f i r s t such report during this Administration, we 
w i l l await your guidance concerning the extent of the President's 
involvement or acknowledgement for these reports. 

Please advise the Military Office i f you wish DoD to make a press 
release and/or sign a letter of appreciation to the board 
President. 

Attachment 



THE DEPUTY SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON. D C. 20301 

2 ?5 MAY 1993 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: 1992 Annual Report of the Board of Visitors to the United States Military 
Academy 

Attached for your review is the 1992 Report of the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Military Academy. Section 4355 (f) of Title 10, United States Code, requires the 
Board to submit a written report of its actions to the President. 

The Board met during February, July, September, and November 1992 to discuss 
matters pertaining to the United States Military Academy; the outcome of those meetings is 
contained in the Board's report. I will take appropriate action in connection with this report. 

Attachment: 
As Stated 



5743 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON. D.d. 20506 

July 15, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT BELL 

FROM: KEITH HAHN )ijf^ 

SUBJECT: Membership on the President's National S e c u r i t y 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee (NSTAC) 

The National Security Telecommunications Advisory Committee 
(NSTAC) c u r r e n t l y i s made up of 27 members, most of whom are CEOs 
of large telecommunications f i r m s . C r i t e r i a f o r NSTAC membership 
are provided a t Tab D. Three changes t o the membership of the 
NSTAC have been proposed by the Manager of the National 
Communications System (NCS): 

Replace Mr. Robert C. Brown, I I I , outgoing Chairman of the 
Board, United States Telephone Association (USTA) w i t h Mr. 
Bob A. Boaldin, incoming Second Vice Chairman of USTA. I n 
subsequent years, Mr. Boaldin w i l l advance t o F i r s t Vice 
Chairman and then Chairman of USTA. 

Replace Dr. Paul Stern w i t h Mr. Roy M e r r i l l s , who i s 
Chairman of the Board, Northern Telecom Incorporated (NTI). 

Replace Mr. Arthur E. Hitsman w i t h Mr. Stanley C. Beckelman, 
President, Boeing Computer Support Services and a Vice 
President of The Boeing Company. 

Biographies on the new members are included a t Tabs A, B and C. 
Discussions w i t h P r e s i d e n t i a l Personnel i n d i c a t e t h a t a j o i n t 
memorandum from you and Veronica Biggins t o the President i s the 
proper method of ensuring t h a t these nominees are v e t t e d and 
recognized. 

RECOMMENDATION , , 

That you forward the memorandum at Tab I t o Veronica Biggins. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r Signature 

Tab A Biography of Mr. Bob A. Boaldin 
Tab B Biography of Mr. Roy M e r r i l l s 
Tab C Biography of Mr. Stanley C. Beckelman 
Tab D C r i t e r i a f o r NSTAC Membership 
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T H E W H I T E H O U S E 

W A S H I N G T O N 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE 
VERONICA BIGGINS 

SUBJECT: Membership on the President's N a t i o n a l Security 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee (NSTAC) 

Executive Order 12382 e s t a b l i s h e d the National S e c u r i t y 
Telecommunications Advisory Committee (NSTAC) which i s composed 
of up t o t h i r t y telecommunications i n d u s t r y executives. I n 
co o r d i n a t i o n w i t h the Secretary of Defense, the Manager of the 
National Communications System (who serves as the NSTAC 
Designated Federal O f f i c i a l ) has forwarded the nominations of 
three new members.• NSTAC membership c r i t e r i a are provided a t 
Tab D. The proposed changes i n membership are: 

--. Replace Mr. Robert C. Brown, I I I , outgoing Chairman of 
the Board, United States Telephone Association (USTA) 
w i t h Mr. Bob A. Boaldin, who w i l l advance t o Chairman 
of USTA. His biography i s provided a t Tab A. 

Replace Dr. Paul Stern, who r e t i r e d as Chairman of the 
Board, Northern Telecom Incorporated (NTI), w i t h Mr. 
Roy, M e r r i l l s , newly appointed CEO, whose biography i s 
provided a t Tab B. 

Replace Mr. Arthur E. Hitsman w i t h Mr. Stanley C. 
Beckelman, President, Boeing Computer Support Services 
and a Vice President of The Boeing Company. His 
biography i s provided a t TabC. 

Attachments 
Tab A Biography of Mr. Bob. A. Boaldin 
Tab B Biography of Mr. Roy M e r r i l l s 
Tab C Biography,of Mr. Stanley C. Beckelman 
Tab D C r i t e r i a f o r NSTAC Membership 

cc: Vice President 
Chief of S t a f f 



iLIiiEf TELEFIONE 
"Your Tele-Communication Specialist" 

617 SOUTH COSMOS • P.O. BOX 817 • ELKHART. KANSAS 67950 

(316)697-2111 Fax (316) 697-9997 

ELKHART 
Corwstoki of ttnu 

Bob Boaldin i s President and General Manager of Elkhart 
Telephone Company in Elkhart, Kansas. After working for the 
phone company for 20 years, Bob and his wife, Dian purchased the 
company in 1977. A few months later in 1978 they alsb purchased 
the Cable T V system in Elkhart. 

Bob has been active .In the community; serving one term as 
city councilman and three terms as mayor. He has been president 
of the Lions Club and served terms on the Chamber of Commerce 
Board of Directors. He was active several years with the Point 
Rock Riders Riding Club and was a Morton County Emergency Medical 
Technician. He i s a director and founder of the Fi r s t National 
Bank of Elkhart. Currently he serves as Vice Chairman of Morton 
County Commissioners. 

In the state of Kansas Bob served 1974 to 1977 and 1981 to 
1984 on the Kansas Telephone Association Board of Directors, and 
served as President in 1977. He received the Kansas Telephone 
Association Outstanding Leadership to the Communications Industry 
Award in 1977. 

Nationally Bob served as a USITA Expanded Services Round 
Table Leader In 1980 and 1981. 1986 he was elected to the USTA 
Board of Directors, and was chosen to receive the 1990 USTA 
Pacesetter Award. For two years he was chainnan of the USTA 
Small Company Committee In 1990 and 1991. 1992 Bob was nominated 
and elected Third Vice Chairman of USTA. For OPASTCO he has been 
on the Board of Directors since 1975, and was the 1984 President 
of OPASTCO. Presently he i s Treasurer of OPASTCO. In 1979 he 
received the OPASTCO award of Outstanding Pioneer Spirit in 
Developing Technology He was awarded the 1990 OPASTCO 
President's Award. Bob has dedicated his work to promote 
telephone and cable television service to the rural areas. 

Bob and his wife, Dian, have farming and ranching interests 
in Morton County. They maintain a small cattle operation. Dian 
i s Secretary of Elkhart Telephone Company, Elkhart T V Cable 
Company, and the cattle company. Bob and Dian have a daughter 
and two sons. One son i s Director of Administration and 
accountant for the phone company and for the T V company. The 
other son received a Bachelor Degree of Electronic Engineering 
Technology and i s Director of Operations and engineer, for the 
phone company and the T V company. Their daughter received a 
Mast:ers Degree in Religious Education. Her husband is pastor of 
a church at Modesto, California. 



nOfthQtn Northern Telecom Inc. Tei (615| 734 4o 
^ f i l A C n m TWX 810-371-12 

Northern Telecom Plaza Telex 554368 
200 Athens Way 
Nashville, TN 37228-1397 

June 2, 1993 

LTG Alonzo E. Short, Jr., USA 
Manager, National Communications System 
701 South Court House Road 
Arlington, VA 22204-2198 

Dear General Short, 

I am writing you at the suggestion of Mr. Ben Morriss. I previously served 
as a member of the NSTAC virtually from the time of its organization 
until I retired as Chairman of Northern Telecom Inc. in June 1990. I was 
succeeded by Dr. Paul G. Stern, who became Chairman of Northern Telecom 
Inc. upon my retirement and who served in this capacity until March 1993. 
Dr. Stern has now resigned as Chairman of Northern Telecom Inc. and the 
Company wishes to nominate Mr. Roy Merrills to succeed him as an NSTAC 
representative. 

Mr. Merrills succeeded Dr. Stern as Chairman of Northern Telecom Inc. 
Prior to being Chairman of Northern Telecom Inc., Mr. Merrills was 
President of Northern Telecom Inc., which office he assumed in 1988. 
From 1983 until 1988, Mr. Merrills was Group Vice President of Northern 
Telecom Inc. for Integrated Network Systems (INS) at the Northern 
Telecom Network Systems complex in Research Triangle Park, North 
Carolina. Mr. Merrills, who is 59 years old, joined Northern Telecom in 
November 1957, and has served the Corporation in many technical, 
marketing and management positions in North America. He is an 
engineering graduate of the Liverpool College of Technology and is a 
registered professional engineer. He is a citizen of the United States and 
holds a SECRET security classification. He is a member of the Board of 
Trustees of the Aspen Institute. He is married, has four children, and 
lives in Nashville, Tennessee. Having served as a member of the NSTAC, I 
can highly recommend Roy Merrills as a new NSTAC representative. 



Page 2 

Northern Telecom has very much enjoyed its association with the NSTAC 
and has labored diligently to make contributions to the organization's 
success. Although I have retired as an employee of the Company, I still 
serve as a member of its Board of Directors and as a member of its 
Executive Committee. 

If there any questions regarding Mr. Merrills or if you require additional 
information concerning him, please contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Edmund B. Fitzqefald 



•0ftSDCC3I]TELEC0M TEL: 1-703-693-7146 
, Boeing CompjjKr Sfvlce> 

P:0. B M 24346 
Seattle. VM!̂ 8l24-0346 

Dec 8.93 16:40 No.005 P.04 

Biography 

rStanley C Beckelman 
[he Boeing Company 

Stan Beckelman Is president of Boeind Computer Support Services, a Boeing 
subsidiary, and vice president of Information Services for The Boeing Company. 
In this capacity, he Is directly responsible for all of the external business activities 
of the Company's computer services division. 

Information Services Is a rapidly growing entity within Boeing and supports such 
programs as the Department of Energy's Hanford Site In Richland, Washington; 
NASA's Technical and Management Information System (TMIS) for the Space 
Station Freedom program, Reston, Virginia; NASA's Integrated Information 
Systems for Program Support Communications and Computational Mission 
Services, Huntsvllle, Alabama; and the Department of the Arm/s Reserve 
Component Automation System (ROAS). Vienna. Virginia. 

Information Services, with major offices In Bellevue. Washington and Vienna. 
Virginia Is an industry leader in managing and developing large, comptex 
Integrated Information systems. The organization provides, custom-designed, 
computer-based Information and telecommunication systems - Including 
hardware, software and network systems. 

Beckelman joined Boeing In 1958, and has held a number of key engineering and 
management positions within the aerospace division. Beckelman earned 
distinction for his role as program manager on NASA's Saturn V Systems 
Engineering and Integration effort. During the Apollo space program, the Saturn 
V rocket boosted the command module which carried man to the moon. 

Beckelman moved to the computer seivices division In 1971, where he has heW 
positions In headquarters marketing and sales, management of Qovernment 
Information Services, and more recently, rnanagement of Systems Integration 
services. 

Beckelman is an alumnus of the University of Washington and holds a bachelor of 
science degree In aeronautical engineering. He is a resident of Renton. 
Washington. 

March, 1993 

FOR MORE INFORMATION. CONTACT: 
Communications (206) 865-5166 



CRITERIA FOR NSTAC MEMBERSHIP 

1. Represent elements of the Nation's telecommunications 
i n d u s t r y - must provide info r m a t i o n and advice from the 
perspective of the telecommunications i n d u s t r y . 

Basis: Executive Order, Section 1(a), 2 ( a ) . 

2. P a r t i c u l a r knowledge and e x p e r t i s e i n the f i e l d of 
telecommunications. 

Basis: Executive Order, Section 1(a). 

3. P a r t i c i p a t e on behalf of a corporate or other o r g a n i z a t i o n 
and not i n an i n d i v i d u a l and independent r o l e . 

Basis: ( O f f i c e of Government Ethics Memorandum, 9/3/82). 

4. Willingness t o commit t o p - l e v e l management t o NSTAC and 
Industry Executive Subcommittee p a r t i c i p a t i o n (e.g., NSTAC -
Chairman, CEO, President; IES repr e s e n t a t i v e - Senior Vice 
President, Senior D i r e c t o r ) . 

Basis: To ensure f u l l commitment of in d u s t r y e n t i t y and i t s . 
resources. 



•OOHDIPKMTIflL 5757 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHNGTON. O.C. 20506 

July 18, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM H. ITOH 

THROUGH: ROBERT BELL 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

TOH 

W -KEITH HAHN 

Significant Military Exercise POSEIDON 94 

Attached at Tab I i s a proposed memorandum,for the Executive 
Secretary, Department of Defense, concurring in military exercise 
POSEIDON 94. At Tab I I Defense recommends approval and State 
concurs. 

POSEIDON 94 i s a low-key U.S. Navy,salvage ship and Romanian Navy 
bil a t e r a l diver training and submarine rescue exercise. I t w i l l 
involve one U.S. ship, the USS Grapple, and approximately 20 
Romanian personnel. I t i s scheduled to take place August 5-10 in 
the Black Sea within 50nm of the coast of Romania. 

The c r i t i c a l cancellation date i s July 25, 1994. 

Concurrence by: Dan Fried ^^((^ 

RECOMMENDATION 

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

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum for Signature 
Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 

DECLASSIFIED 
E.0.13526 

White House Guidelines, September 11,2006 
By.\£̂ L NARA, DateJttj.̂ /.?* 

JdUUV ILILlWTiAL 
D e c l a s s i f y on: OADR 



5757 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHMOTON. O.C. 20506 

1 

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

SUBJECT: Significant Military Exercise POSEIDON 94 

The National Security Council staff concurs in military exercise 
POSEIDON 94. 

William H- Itoh 
Executive Secretary 



^OOHriDCNTIAL t>/r^ f 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20301 

1 4 J«. 1«4 

MEMORANDUM FOR EXECUTIVE SECRETARY, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

SUBJECT: significant Military Exercise - POSEIDON 94 

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

Please note the criti c a l cancellation date is 25 July 1994. 

Robert P. McAleer 
Executive Secretary 

Attachment: 
As stated 

This memo is UNCLASSIFIED when separated from i t s enclosure. 

Sec Def Com Nr A f J. ̂  U U 
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• 5302 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

July 15, 1994 

TO: Neal Wolin 

FROM: Steve Jones^/^ 

SUBJECT: E d i t of Fei n s t e i n B-2 L e t t e r 

A f t e r discussing w i t h Jim Reed and Bob 
B e l l the consensus was,to s t i l l 
recommend Mack McLarty respond t o 
Fe i n s t e i n , but under h i s new t i t l e of 
Special Counselor t o the President. I 
have changed McLarty's si g n a t i i r e block 
on the Fei n s t e i n l e t t e r accordingly. 



5302 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

July 13, 1994 

TO: 

THRU: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Jim Reed 

Bob Bell 

Steve Jone 

Edit of Feinstein B-2 Letter 

I have made the minor edits indicated on 
the McLarty memo (Tab I ) and have 
revised the proposed l e t t e r to Feinstein 
(Tab A) to emphasize Nancy's point that 
we do not have m i l i t a r y requirements for 
more than the 20 B-2s authorized. 
Deutch also addressed t h i s point i n his 
l e t t e r to Senator Levin at Tab C. 



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

W A S H I N G T O N 



5302 
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

WASHINGTON, D C. 20506 ' 

July 7, 1994 

ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

THROUGH: ROBERT G. BELL 

FROM: STEVEN R. JONES^^ 

SUBJECT: Senator F e i n s t e i n L e t t e r RE: B-2 Production i n 
C a l i f o r n i a 

Senator F e i n s t e i n has w r i t t e n Mack McLarty regarding the B-2 
s t e a l t h bomber, asking f o r Administration support f o r the $150 
m i l l i o n added by the Senate t o preserve an option f o r one year t o 
sustain B-2 production beyond 20 a i r c r a f t . On July 1, the Senate 
voted 55-45 t o r e j e c t a Levin-Leahy Amendment t h a t would have 
stru c k the $150 m i l l i o n from the b i l l . Since the House d i d not 
approve any a d d i t i o n a l B-2 funding, t h i s issue w i l l have t o be 
resolved i n House-Senate a u t h o r i z a t i o n conference. 

The proposed r e p l y t o Senator Feinstein at Tab A i s consis t e n t 
w i t h recent Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s (Tabs B and C). 

As t h i s $150 m i l l i o n B-2 funding issue heads f o r the House-Senate 
a u t h o r i z a t i o n conference, you. Mack and others need to discuss 
and confirm the Admin i s t r a t i o n ' s p o s i t i o n w i t h Secretary Perry 
and Deputy Secretary Deutch. The proposed response t o Senator 
Fe i n s t e i n a t Tab A r e i t e r a t e s the previous DoD p o s i t i o n s . We 
should r e a l i z e , though, t h a t since the $150 m i l l i o n w i l l now be a 
conference issue the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n w i l l need t o decide whether 
t o continue t o oppose the funding o u t r i g h t or negotiate a t some 
p o i n t w i t h Senator Nunn on some form of compromise. 

i i l l Danvers, Gordon Adai Concurrences by: B i l l Danvers, Gordon Adams (OMB) 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you and Susan Brophy forward the memorandum at Tab I t o Mack 
McLarty which includes a l e t t e r t o Senator Feinstein f o r h i s 
signature. 

Attachments 
Tab I Memorandum f o r Mack McLarty 

Tab A Response t o Senator Feinstein 
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 L e t t e r 
Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 L e t t e r 

Tab I I Incoming Correspondence 
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THE WHITE H O U S E 
I 

W A S H I N G T O N 

-ACTION 

MEMORANDUM FOR MACK McLARTY 

FROM: ANTHONY LAKE 
SUSAN BROPHY 

SUBJECT: . Senator F e i n s t e i n L e t t e r RE: B-2 Production i n 
C a l i f o r n i a 

Purpose 

To respond t o Senator Feinstein's June 20 l e t t e r asking f o r 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n support f o r the $150 m i l l i o n added by the Senate 
t o preserve an-option f o r one year t o s u s t a i n B-2 s t e a l t h bomber 
production beyond 20 a i r c r a f t . 

Background 

The A d m i n i s t r a t i o n requested $891.2 m i l l i o n f o r the B-2 program 
t h i s year i n siipport of the $44.4 b i l l i o n B-2 program agreed upon 
i n 1992 by the Congress and Pre'sident Bush and endorsed by 
President Clinton'. Our FY 94 and FY 95 budget requests d i d not 
provide f o r more than 20 a i r c r a f t , nor d i d they preserve the 
i n d u s t r i a l base r e q u i r e d t o maintain an option f o r more than 20. 

The House members ( e s p e c i a l l y Dellums-Kasich) are adamant t h a t 
^the 20 a i r c r a f t agreement be maintained. However, the C a l i f o r n i a 
delegation, Northrop and some parts of the A i r Force, have been 
'campaigning f d r more than 20. Their argument i s t h a t tens of . 
thousands of jobs are a t r i s k (many i n C a l i f o r n i a ) , the B-2 i s 
our only remaining bomber production l i n e , t h a t each B-2 beyond 
20 could be bought f o r "only" $595 m i l l i o n (vice $828 m i l l i o n f o r 
each of the f i r s t 20), and t h a t we don't have^enough bombers t o 
make the Bottom-Up-Review whole. 

As a r e s u l t , the SASC included $150 m i l l i o n t o preserve as an 
option f o r one year t o s u s t a i n B-2 production beyond 20 (the l a s t 
bomber i s now s l a t e d t o come o f f the. l i n e i n 1998) but d i d not. 
a i i t h o r i z e production of the 21st B-2. On July 1, Senator Levin 
o f f e r e d an amendment t o remove t h i s $150 m i l l i o n and t r a n s f e r i t 
to base closures. I n a 55-45 r o l e c a l l vote, the Senate r e j e c t e d 
the Levin amendment and maintained the $150 m i l l i o n B-2 add-on. 
This issue w i l l now go t o conference. 



Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s t o Fei n s t e i n and Levin i n February and 
June (Tabs B and C) stated the Administration's p o s i t i o n t h a t we 
support n e i t h e r f u r t h e r purchases of B-2 a i r c r a f t beyond the 20 
authorized, nor added funding f o r the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base t o 
support a d d i t i o n a l B-2 production beyond the 20. Our concern 
remains t h a t a d d i t i o n a l funding and production of the B-2, wh i l e 
h i g h l y d e s i r a b l e , would most l i k e l y have t o come a t the expense 
of m i l i t a r y readiness. 

The proposed re p l y t o Senator Fe i n s t e i n a t Tab A i s c o n s i s t e n t 
w i t h the Perry and Deutch l e t t e r s . 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you send the l e t t e r at Tab A t o Senator Fe i n s t e i n 

Attachments 
Tab A Response to Senator F e i n s t e i n 
Tab B Secretary Perry February 23 B-2 L e t t e r 
Tab C Defense Secretary Deutch June 22 B-2 L e t t e r 



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

W A S H I N G T O N 

Dear Dianne: 

Thank you f o r your l e t t e r of June 20th regarding the B-2 bomber 
program and the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base. 

i n h i s February 23 l e t t e r t o you. Secretary Perry emphasized t h a t 
given the m i l i t a r y importance of s t e a l t h technology, he was 
determined t h a t the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n make the r i g h t d e c i s i o n 
concerning our s t e a l t h bomber production capacity. I share his 
view t h a t we have indeed gotten t h i s one r i g h t . 

I n a June 22 l e t t e r t o Senator Levin, Deputy Secretary Deutch 
o u t l i n e d the Administration's r a t i o n a l e f o r not supporting 
f u r t h e r purchases of B-2 a i r c r a f t beyond the 20 authorized or 
actions t h a t would c o n t r i b u t e t o t h a t end. Although the Senate '. 
voted t o authorize.funding f o r the bomber i n d u s t r i a l base f o r 
FY 1995, the President's p r i n c i p a l concern remains t h a t we 
n e i t h e r have the requirement f o r , nor can we a f f o r d a d d i t i o n a l 
B-2 a i r c r a f t i n the f o l l o w i n g years. Although we are.continuing 
t o review our requirements w i t h regard t o maintaining the current 
inventory of B-1 and B-52 bombers as we prepare our FY 1996 
defense budget request, we are not considering the o p t i o n of 
requesting additional•B-2 bombers beyond the 20 authorized. 

Again, thank you f o r your l e t t e r . I want to, assure you t h a t t h i s 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n i s committed t o ensuring t h a t the B-2 program and 
other equally c r i t i c a l elements of our o v e r a l l defense program 
are properly balanced t o meet the formidable challenges 
c o n f r o n t i n g our n a t i o n a l s e c u r i t y . 

Sincerely, 

Thomas F. McLarty 
Special Counselor t o the President 

The Honorable Dianne F e i n s t e i n 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 
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THE DEPUTY SECRITARY OF DEFENSE 

WASHINOTON. D.C 20301-1000 

22 June 1994 

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

Dear Senator Levin: 

This is in response to youiLrecent 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 
iniplications 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 deal with B-2 
industrial base and programmatic issues. As you know, tiie ' 

these difficult budgetary times we have included , , 
«ama*Mym nTflf" ]" * 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 soimd management of the 
program - as required by the Natiorul Defeiue 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 retum 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 DefeiTse 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 fielded, 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 
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COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

COMMITTEE ON RULES AND ADMINISTRATION 

Bnittil States ênatt 2 ̂  ,994 
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 w r i t i n g to request White House support for the B-2 
"steal t h " bomber program, which i s p a r t i c u l a r l y important to the 
State of C a l i f o r n i a . 

I have personally v i s i t e d the B-2 production f a c i l i t y i n 
Palmdale, C a l i f o r n i a , received a comprehensive b r i e f i n g on the 
program, and spoken to Air Force t e s t p i l o t s . I strongly believe 
that the B-2 i s an important program to U.S. national security 
and w i l l help keep America strong we l l i n t o the next century. 
The B-2 i s capable of penetrating deep into enemy t e r r i t o r y , 
unescorted and undetected, and dropping precision guided 
conventional "smart" bombs r i g h t on target. The B-2 i s also the 
only bomber that can take o f f from a base i n the United States, 
s t r i k e anywhere i n the world with only one mid-air r e f u e l i n g , and 
return safely home. Because fewer unescorted B-2 a i r c r a f t due 
the Job of scores of other bombers, f i g h t e r s and tankers, I am 
convinced that the stealth technology of the B-2 puts fewer l i v e s 
at r i s k and i s , i n the long-run, cost-effective. 

As you may know, the Senate Armed Services Committee 
recently provided $150 m i l l i o n i n FY95 to preserve the bomber 
i n d u s t r i a l base fo r one year. However, there w i l l most l i k e l y be 
an attempt on the Senate f l o o r to eliminate t h i s provision from 
the Defense Authorization Act. I believe that support from the 
Administration i s key to maintaining these needed funds. 

The dissolution of the only bomber production f a c i l i t y i n 
the United States i s of great concern to me. The f i r s t 
operational B-2 bomber was delivered to the Air Force on December 
17, 1993. By the end of t h i s year, f i v e B-2 a i r c r a f t w i l l be 
operational and the l a s t B-2 w i l l be w e l l in t o f i n a l f a b r i c a t i o n 
at the assembly f a c i l i t y i n 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 c o n f l i c t . However, due to a lack of assets, the A i r 
Force cannot meet t h i s stated m i l i t a r y requirement today, nor 
w i l l they be able to i n the future under current plans. As a 
follow-up to the BUR, the Pentagon i s conducting a "roles and 
missions" study of i t s f i g h t i n g forces, including long-range 
bombers. This study w i l l not be complete u n t i l next year, and 
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may very well recommend that the U.S. needs additional long-
range bombers. 

Unless action i s taken in FY95 to preserve the B-2 
industrial base, the only bomber production f a c i l i t y in the 
nation w i l l virtually evaporate within a few years. Once the 
B-2 industrial base disappears -- including a l l the f a c i l i t i e s , 
skilled workforce, key suppliers and management capability -- i t 
is unlikely that the budget resources w i l l 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 v i t a l national security asset that must be 
preserved. This i s 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 i s 
needed on this important issue. With the Defense Authorization 
Act on the Senate floor as early as this week, I look forward to 
your favorable response as soon as possible. 

DF:ram 


